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9tf\tt ot ti)( ([l)ainun 

Surface SranBtJortation Boar6 ^J} ^- 3 ^ 
WaflMngton. B.dl. 20423-0001 c V ^ ' 

Januarv 30. 1998 

Reverend David Wheeler, B.O.L.D. 
Reverend C.J. Matthews, United WE-CAN! 
Reverend Luther Cooper, SCCOPE 
c/o Broad-Faithi Organizing for Lorain's Development 
2700 E. 79^ Street 
Cleveland, OH 44104 

Re: Finance Docket No.: ?388 -- CSX and Norfolk Southem -- Control and 
Acquisition -- Conrail 

Dear Reverends Wheeler, Matthews, and Cooper: 

Thank you for your recent letter cciiceming the public meeting in Cleveland, Ohio on 
January : 1, 1998, whi'̂ h will be co-sponsored by B O L D., United WE-CAN!, and SCCOPE. I 
appreciate your interest and participation in the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

I imderstand that Ms. Elaine Kaiser, who is Chief of our Section of Environmental 
Analysis (S'ZA), called Ms. Ann Pratt, Lead Organizer for B O L.D., regarding this meeting and 
discussed with her the environmental review process for »lie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. She 
also informed Ms Pratt that four representatives from oEA's Cleveland Outreach Team will 
attend the January 31" meeting. They are Bill Novak Steve Lee, Julie Ortiz, and Joe Jakobsche. 

•* 
If you have any additional questions, please call Ms. Kaiser at (202) 565-1538. Also, to 

assist the public, SEA has established a toll-free environmental hotline for the Proposed Conrail 
Acquisition at 1-888-869-1997 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



Broad-Faith Organizing for Lorain's Development 
Westside/Eastside Congregations Acting Now 

2700 E. 79th St. • Cleveland, Ohio • 44104 
Phone: (216) 881-2344 * Fax: (216) 881-2355 

December 15, 1997 

Chairman Linda J Morgan 
U S Surface Transportation Board 
Finance Docket No 3.3388 
1025 K Street. N W 
Washington, D C 20423-0001 

Dear Chairman M(Muan, 

o 
a: 

Thc members of three faith based community organizations in NorthEast Ohio, United 
WL-C.AN' in C"uvahoga County, B O L D in Lorain County and SCCOPE in Summit 
County. Houid like to meet uith you regarding the proposed acquisition ofConrail We 
will bc holding a Regional Conference on transportation issues facing our communities 
on Saturday, January 31'' Given the enormous impact ofthe proposed acquisition on our 
region, and vour central role in the decision, it is ofthe greatest importance uc meet with 
you 

United WL C.'W, FiOI.D and SCCOPE have 50 member congregations and represent 
o\er 100.000 people I hese organizations have taken dramatic steps to address systemic 
issues, which undermine the health and vitality oftheir cities Lnited WL-C.AN' initiated 
and won a School Governance change which calls for the .Mayor of Cleveland to take 
control ofthe Cie\e!and Public School svstem This governance change will link the fate 
ofthe city to the public school system, generate greater acccnintabilitv for the svstems 
performance and pio\ ide opportunities for drastic changes in the ailing public school 
system BOI 1) is working with key public and private ofllcials in Lorain County in 
transforiiiinu how housing and ctmimercial development will occur over the next 10 
years SCCOPl- in Summit County is a nev\ly formed project that uill take action in the 
next vear 

It is clear to us that the work we do in our indi\ idual cities and counties must include and 
address a regional anal\ sis The decisions regarding transportation, as it relates lo the 
movement of both people and goods, is at the center of understanding and acting on our 
regional analysis The proposed acquisition will signillcantlv impact public expenditures, 
safel\ and qualit. of life and o\ciall access to public transportation T he future ofour 
region's health and vitality hinge on how this decision is made 



All of our organizations belong to the Gamaliel Foundation, a national training and 
organizing institute representing faith communities across the Midwest Representatives 
from these cities, (including Chicago.lll Gary, Indiana. Detroit. Michigan, Miluaukee 
Wisconsin, and ButTalo. N \ ' ) will be present to witness and participate in the event 

We look forward to uorking with you on this vital issue We will be contacting you in 
the next feu weeks 

Rev David Wheeler. B O L D 
First Congregational Church 
Lorain, Ohio 

Rev C J Matthews, United WE-CAN! 
Mt Sinai Baptist Church 
Cleveland, Ohio 

Rev Luther Cooper. SCCOPE 
Mt Zion Baptist Church 
Akron, Ohio 
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FAITH- BASED ORGANIZING FOR NORTHEAn* 6 H 1 0 
UNITED WE-CANI/BOLD/SCCOPE 

2700 E u t 79ih Cirret • QevelanQ, Ohio 44104 e-mafl: wecan^ncionccotn 
phorie: 216^1-2544 • fiu 21^881 235,S 
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ri: EUune Kjuier 
U.S Surfkx TFtfuporUuon Botrd 

i 

s 

If 

FM)M Reveruid Chariea J Matihewt, Reverend David Wheder 
United WE-CAN!. BOU5 tnd United Ptston io Miaiipn 

Conrtil Acquisition i. 
a 

Jtnutry 28, 1998 

On behtif of United WE-CAN' . BOLD tnd United Ptiton in Million we w u t to 
yoti of recant developments in the Conrtil acquisition, tnd lo submit t requeet. A h h o u ^ tter^ 
h44*been intenaive ditlogue tnd negodttioni between several communities within tlM r%toiL 
adinions have not b«en fonhcoming In tddition. wt iiee our region being divided, with CM 
coMjimunity oined iigtinst the other 

Given the Board's request that til effected ptrties work towtrds mututUy agrvablc 
settlenvntti on this issue, we propose that t Regional Rail Summit, ccxonvened by our 
or^lnizattonn with the City of ClevcItndL City of Lortin tnd other key Bttkehotd«a» b« M d 
witbin the next 30 dtys The purpose of this Summit would be to have all ofthe mon tdvcratly 
im|»cted communities meet together and forge a unified response to the acquiaition. FoUowtog 
Iht Summii, nteetings with rail companies executives would be arranged. 

We are requeating that the resuks. agreements and consensus pwt forth by thia RtU 
Swimit be inchidod aa part of the EIS We request that the STB revise it's procfldural foMif 
andvxtttid ils comment period to accommodate for the Regional Rail Summit We *tk tibrt tfa 
retJts fVom this Summit, and the subsequent agreements reached with the Rail compadl^ b4 
in^lpded ta official conditions of the acquisition proposal We would bope thai you 
rep^tscntativet anonding our January 31" meeting could make an ofRclal announDimaoi '' 
re|lrding this i^^uett i 

We warn to thank you or your commitment and dedication to public outrrach b tfataa 
proooodirgs We acknowledge the enormity of the task befot* you Wc encourage you Ip vfi^ 
our iwiwk lo regards to Ihe Regioij:' Summit as a means towards the most effective aad b^o•d^ 
rtriging mitigation fbr this area \ 

Wt look forward to your response 
4 

\ 

I 
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NORTHEAST 4HIO 

2700 Eaat 79d» Street • Clevdand. Ohio 44104 
phone: 216.881-2344 • fax: 216̂ 1-2355 e-mail: 

Hi 

C**(raMlMal Rtpmnuitva; Kc) Ma)r*nl ud Stut riytmmlmKm 
. ' r * ^ •») Urate Ctni ia; tni tkt CkMEutklivc Offlcwt «rn 
•••^••HB MMI C S X 

rijbM: United VftrCAW; BOLD; awi U«itfld PuMn ta Mkmiom 

JtHMiy 31', IfM PuMic Meeting M tke Ctaral AMIUCIMU 
Slgatag OBto • BaftaMi PoaitiM Paper 

C^krACT: PaMli Baaed OrpaWag for Nortlieast OUo 
ijl (ai«)M1.2344 

ii! ' . . ; - - s 
M^ben of three fiUtb-based community organizations in NOfthetat Ohio are imiMHliM;Mui[ 
ptf̂ cipaiton in oppoaing the proposed Conrail acquisition currently bdbre the U-Ŝ Ŝ V ĵMR 
TriĴ aportation Board. As you already know, we tre sponsoring a Regional Public MilidM 
thî saue to be held Saturday, January 31* from 2 00 pm - 4:00 pm at Mt SintiB«p£iqwtt 
in develtnd At this event, we will pment the enclosed pothion ptpcr This poeitiott pipaî ' 
ae^a as the fbundation for our (̂ position to thia acquisition. 1 

3) 

asking that you consider and reflect upon this positioa paper and publicly declare 
of the document at the January 31 * meeting. We expect quite k few public oflldpla I 

and apeak, therefore, we ask that you prepare a IniUlC presentation that fbcu^dsrf 
iwing: I )speciflcres^nse to poims of the position paper, 2) yoi|rcofnmitiiM« lb ' 
-ipate in a Rail Summit convened by Faith Based Organizing in Nbrtheaai OMo alrfil 

'̂ tionai ideu and reflections you have on this issue We will provide you the < 
to dfnclally sign on to the position paper on January 31* 

iiook fbrward to your immediate resportse "4 
il 

4 



REGIONAL POSITION PAPER 
c s x aad N/S AcqabitJoa of Coarvil 

As congregadons who ire members of United WE-CAN!. United l̂ aitdh In 
Mission̂  tnd BOLD, we Join in the following declarations of faith BBd Aurpose: 

' •! 
• T i t rail to jMstke in tbe poMIr arraa comes fmBi God who leads ua to "do lustica, 1 ^ mdness and 

wi|t humbly with our God " (Micah6 8) ^ 
Weistand together called by God to move people of fkith pcwerfully into the public vtm^ to jreate 
ecMtomic and aoclal justice fbr all ^ T 

• wcoanilt onrtcffvct lo evereome barriers that dMde us. We know that racial m i 
Mffftfgahan throwghout our region drives powerful wedges between Black and White, 
clilb and poor people The resuh is an unstable region where Black aiKl La'ino people U% 
cdltentiBted poverty, mature suburbs struggle with declining tax bases and servicea, itttflk _ 
cotrimunhies receive public and private investments for massive development at the fi;4if»f 
opMfi space f 

•y r I i 
We piMge to organize and take public action to seek tke' 
greater good of the metropolitan region. Therefore, we ake 
called address the following issue: 

CSX and fibrfblV Southem (NS) railroads want to spoxl $10 3 billion to scqulre and oronte thf mo^ profitable 
Conrail rait lines The proposed acquisition involves 44,000 miles of rail track spanning fiom t^fiv'York to 
Illinois anK'fVom Philadelphia to Florida Of all sfTccted states, Ohio will be the most adveraely Bnjpvted by 
this propoell, with the Northeast Ohio Region expenencmg the most severe negative consequen ît, 

W îrannot afTord, as a tegioB, to proceed with a "business as osuaP approach lo ulah Ag bauea 
rrlaied lo tbe proposed acqatsMoa of ConraU by CSX aad Norfolk Southern iraarttildi 

• 1 
In this case, communities are pitted against one another, fear is appealed to rather thtn JlAttol: and a 
"dh/<de tnd conquer̂  strategy is ttken This strategy further frtgmems aties, suburbs tad CO Btiea ttom 
one another 
Thnresuh is a dangerous threat to a unified regional v.non and strategy that strengthOQl fSia V ibllity of 
the #ntire metropolitan region ' * 

Ai /Atopie offaitk. Vtttted PHT-CiV/, Vnlted Fasten im ^fissiolt and BOLD oppou 
aMtt emU/or tkt reaobtHon ofHu foBawim^pciiti* 

I. A A F T T V A N D QUAUTY QF LITr { 
Because the re-routing oftrain trafTk by CSX and NS wiH dramadcafty loiYial^ j^fflc 
(hrough our conimunHIca, incrtasing vohiaie of up to 7IS% through densely pepflatad 
arras; and because this train traffic wU adversely efTect the health, ufety and qnklity of 
Hfc of people who live fai these commaahka; aad becauae the federal, state aad lo&l 



govemwenrs have ao staadartfs which seek to protect the quality of life wttMa tftane 
eooininnltlea as II relates lo ralln«d commerce; • ™ i n 

7 ^ ! J ' "^ '"dustry wide e o v l ^ n i n t a S S j c e 

l u l . ^ l r * ^ * y These standard, shoald Include •pe««cT2ha 

r ^ . ' i T i ' r » ° ™»ke more than Sl J bUlion in yenify p H h a as a 

Ibis dramatic increase in yearfy proflts wUI more than cover Ibe antidpatad talSalru^rT 

« T e n ' : « r r ; " " " " •-''"•"""^ b e c a u ^ n ^ l a ^ e?.̂ ^̂ ^̂  rail companies from any and all real estate tax obligations; rsemptf 

dollar* to subtidb^ thc NS and CSX mU improveaaenU. « ™ ^ n a i l o n 

^ l^QMMtJTEil RAIL ArrF< «̂̂  t 

i ^ - " ! : r . ' L ' ' " !f '^^ propos«f future commnter mfl •mjacts Is 
jeopardised; and because the future health and vitality of IhU region dtptnSmZo 

t b U % i ^ ; ; ^ - - P * " ^ * - - PeoplTwho l i v T S w V i within 

Therefore, be it resoKed that CSX and NS guarantee access to thdr rail Unf* fbr-propoeed 
foture coniBiuter projects, and that NS guarantee, access to Ibe raU lines fVwn U n l i T 
I h e T J ' * T " * * commuter project; and be il farther ntti^tH that 
IcJubLn^JJ^ovr* '^ '* ' «"'^"*«' " ' 

< liAZARDOlTS MATrpi>^T, T R A | S S I » O R T A N ^ jffBf^ 
|h»»«se c s x and NS reported an increaie of hazardous mateHafi ihrough Cnraloga and 
U»r.l« Connties totaling (11% and 261% respectively; and because thesTliscfSSIswUr 
occur In conjunctton with the diminaiion of 490 safely and maintenance Jaba b J T s X aad 

Therefore be it resoKed (hat the V S. Surface Transportation Boart! Inspo«a a •^ratoriua 

tbVlcquUI "io'r" ° ' '"^ '"'^ "^' '^ m-»ntenaDce Job. by CSX and N i ai ^ result of 

j 
« C A L L FOR Rrr.lONAi SQ^.m^W ^ 

iTnalfy. because rail rompanies are actively taking advantage ofthe dKerae and ' 
rvagmented infrrrsis of local mayon and public ofncials representing our caaainiitiea; 

Be If ^olved that aU cVcUd ofTlclals, pertinent planning atencies and community 
siakeholdert participate in a Rail Summii within lhe next 30 days lo cr«aic a speeKIc 
regional r«ponie to (his acquisition. The RaO Summit will be convened by Paldl Based 
Organliing in Northeaat Ohio. ' 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Waahington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

rlonorable Michael R. White 
Mayor 
City of Cleveland 
oOl Lake.side Avenue, Suite 202 
Cleveland, OH 44114 

Ke: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayer White: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to ac^-ire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequently divide Coniail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statem-̂ nt (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Awquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS. SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the CSX rai! Hne 
segments from Mayfield to Marcy, Quaker to Mayfield, and Shon to Berea, Ohio. Also, SEA is 
recommending that CSX continue consulting directly with your community. Your paiticipation in this 
consultation process is important in helping to address potential environmental impacts that could result 
from the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken 
where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your sute in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recoiiunendarions for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

Decembe- 23, 1997 

The Honorable Joyce A. Savocchio 
Mayor, City of Erie 
626 State Street, Room 500 
Erie, PA 16501-1128 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

Dear Mayor Savocchio: 

As you know, on June 23. 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem Corporation 
(NS) jointly applied to tlie Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire Conrail Inc. 
and subsequently divide Conrail's assets The Board's S'̂ ':tion of Environmental Analysis (SEA) has 
prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the potential 
environmental impacts of thc Proposed Conrail Acquisition. The Board served the Draft EIS on 
December 12. 1997, and public comments are due to the Board by February 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of tlie Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified poientia! traffic delay impacts at highway/rail at-grade 
crossings in Erie. SEA understands from a proposed mitigation plan recently provided by NS that it 
plans to reroute its train traftic through Erie onto the CSX right-of-way in order to alleviate traffic 
delay. At this time. Sh.\ recommends that NS and CSX consult with your community while they 
develop tliis alternate routing plan. Your participation in this consultation process is important in 
helping to address this potential environmental impact of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts w ithin 
your community, please review the discussion concerning your State in Chapter 5 ofthe Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contain.̂  SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmentai impacts associated with tlie Proposed Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, plea.se feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

Honorable Roxanne Quails 
Mayor 
City of Cincinnati 
801 Plum Street, Suite 150 
Cincinnati. OH 45202 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Quails: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997. CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to tlie Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to ar quire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental \nalysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and cons.der the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS. SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the CSX rail line 
segment from Cincjmati to Hamilton, Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending that CSX consult directly 
with your community. Your participation in this consultation process is important in helping to address 
potential environmental iirpacts that could result from the Proposed Conrail Acquisiuon and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review the d scussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendationr for mitigating potential 
environm.ental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

r you have any questions, please feel free tc contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) .565-1530. or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

Honorable Richard M. Daley 
Mayor 
Ciry of Chicago 
City Hall. Room 507 
121 North U Salle Su-eef 
Chicago, IL 60602 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayoi Daley: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mivl-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts at the CSX 59'" Street 
Intermodal Facility in Chicago, Illinois. Also, SEA is recommending that CSX continue consulting 
directly with your community. Your participation in this consultation process is important in helping to 
address potential environmental impacts that could result from the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and 
ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

J ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

Honorable Barbara O'Keefe 
Mayor 
City of Wellington 
115 Willard Memorial Square 
Wellington. OH 44090 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Conuol and Acquisiiion -
Conrail: Draft Environmental In:̂ )act Statement 

Dear Mayor O'Keefe: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997. CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface 1 ransportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail. Inc and subsequenUy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS. SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the CSX rail line 
segment from Berea to Greenwich. Ohio. Also. SEA is recommending that CSX consult directly with 
your community. Your participation in this consultation process is important in helping to address 
potential environmental impacts that could result from the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of thc Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have an̂  que tions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for tlie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565 1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

Honorable Thomas L. Jelepis 
Mayor 
City of Bay Village 
350 Dover Center Road 
Bay Village, OH 44140 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Conttol and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Intact Statement 

Dear Mayor Jelepis: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southeru 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the NS rail line 
segment from Cleveland to Vermillion (Nickel Plate Line), Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending that NS 
continue consulting directly with your community. Your participation in this consultation process is 
important in helping to address potential environmental impacts that could result from the Proposed 
Conrail Acquisition and ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential enviro.imental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acqu-.ition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Stanley J . Trupo 
Mayor 
City of Berea 
11 Beren Commons 
Berea. OH 44017 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Conu-ol and Acquisition -
Conrai : Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Trupo: 

Xs you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. a»;d subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS. SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impact' along the CSA rail line 
segment from Berea to Greenwich, Ohio. Also. SEA is recommending that CSX continue consulting 
directly with your community. Your participation in this consultation process is important in helping to 
address potential environmental impacts that could result from the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and 
ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
enviromnental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

It you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Mr. Virgil Muntean 
County Administrator 
Lorain County 
226 Middle Avenue 
Eiyria, OH 44035 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control ar,. Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mr. Muntean: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the CSX rail line 
segment from BereH to Greenwich. Ohio. Also. SEA is recommending that CSX consult directly with 
communities along .he p'-entially affected rail line segment. Your participation in this consultation 
process is important .n h'̂ 'ping to address potential environmental impacts that could result from the 
Proposed Clonrai. Acquisition and ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where 
appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review tlie discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's prelimhiary recommendations foi mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

Mr. Russell L Sword 
County Administrator 
Huron County 
180 Milan Avenue 
Norwalk, OH 44857-1168 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Comroi and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mr. Sword: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) joinUy applieo to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of die Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EI„ , j r your review and comment 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the CSX rail line 
segments from Berea to Greenwich and Greenwich to Willard, Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending 'hat 
CSX consult directly with communities along the potentially affected rail line segments. Your 
participation in this consultation process is important in helping to address potential environmental 
impacts that could result from the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring that effective mitigation 
measures are undertaken where appropriate 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 ofthe Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EiS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program M.inager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washiirton, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Chris Redfem, Chair 
Board of County Commissioners 
Ottawa County 
315 Madison Streei, Room 103 
Port Clinion. OH 43452-1993 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Staiemem 

Dear Commissioner Redfern: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied lo the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the NS rail line 
segment from Oak Harbor to Bellevue. Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending that NS consult directly 
with communities along the potentially affected rail line segment. Your participation in this 
consultation process is important in helping to address potential environmental impacts that could re.s'ilt 
from the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken 
where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environiriental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. N97 

Honorable David J. Forgatsch, President 
Board of Commissioners 
Sandusky County 
100 North Park Avenue 
Fremont. OH 43420-2454 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Commissioner Forgatsch: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporalion (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authoriiy to acquire 
Conrail. Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statemeni (Draft EIS) lo evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental 'mpacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed lo vou a copy cf the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the NS rail line 
segmeni from Oak Harbor to Bellevue, Ohio. Also, SE î is recommending that NS consult directly 
with communities along the potentially affected rail line segment. Your participation in this 
consultation process is important in helping to address potential environmental impacts that could result 
from the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring tliat effective mitigation measures are undertaken 
where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identilication of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your state m Chapter 5 ofthe Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of die Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated witli the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contaci Mike Dallon, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, al (202) 565-1530. or me al (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Ml. Frank Weston 
Tmstee 
Township of Eaton 
12200 South Durkee 
Grafton. OH 44044 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Trustee Weston: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997. CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporalion (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Trarsportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's 9zsets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) lo evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the CSX rail line 
segmeni from Berea lo Greenwich, Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending that CSX consult directly with 
your community. Your participation in this ".onsuluiion process is important in helping to address 
potential environmental impacts that could result from the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring 
that effective mitigation mea.sures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free lo coniact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion. al (202) 565-1530, or me al (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Donna Stewart 
Mayor 
Village of Lagrange 
355 South Cenier Streei 
P.O. Box 957 
Lagrange. OH 44050 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - ^^AITOI and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Stewart: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997. CSX Corporalion (CSX) and Norfolk Soulhem 
Corporalion (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transpo.rtalion Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmenul impacts along the CSX rail line 
segment from Berea to Greenwich, Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending that CSX consult directly with 
your community. Your participation in this consultation process is important in helping to address 
potential environmental impacts that could resull from the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, plea.se review the discussion pertaining lo your sute in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated widi the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

.Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Dennis M. Clough 
Mayor 
City of Westlake 
27216 Westlake Boulevard 
Westlake. OH 44145 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Clough: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail. Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the NS rail line 
segment from Cleveland to Vermilion (Nickel Plate Line), Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending that NS 
continue consulting directly with your community. Your participation in this consultation process is 
important in helping to address potential environmental impacts tliat could resull from the Proposed 
Conrail Acquisition and en.suring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and ide. Ification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for miiigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please fee' free to coniact Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for die Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion. at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable David Dickey 
Mayor 
Cily of Weston 
P.O. Box 352 
Weston, OH 43590 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Conn-ol and Acquisiiion -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Dickey: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997. CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority lo acquire 
Conrail. Inc. and subsequenUy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft En\ ironmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of th^ Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS. SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the CSX rail line 
segment from Deshler to Toledo, Ohio. Also. SEA is recommending that CSX consult directly wilh 
your community. Your participation in this consultation process is importent in helping to address 
potential environmental impacts that could res,ill from the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are undertake.; where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review die discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with die Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for tlie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, al (202) 565 1530. or me al (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Maurice Fishbaugh 
Mayor 
Village of Greenwich 
21 Townsen Sireet 
Greenwich, OH 44837 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfol'.c Southem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statem;nt 

Dear Mayor Fishbaugh: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soulhem 
Corporalion (NS) jointly applied lo the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequenUy divide Conrail's as.sets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Slalemenl (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the CSX rail line 
segmenis from Berea to Greenwich and Greenwich lo Willard, Ohio. Also. SEA is recommending that 
CSX consult direcUy widi your community. Your participaUon in tiiis consultation process is important 
in helping to address potential environmental impacts tiiat could resull from tiie Proposed Conrail 
Acquisiiion and ensuring tiiat effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts witiiin 
your communiiy, please review tiie discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of tiie Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for miugaling potential 
environmental impacts associated wilh the P.oposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free lo contaci Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

I 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable George Thuransky 
Mayor 
City of West Newton 
112 Soutii Water Streei 
West Newton, PA 15089 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Thuransky: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporalion (NS) jointly applied lo tiie Surface Transportation Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequenUy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail AcquisiUon. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the CSX rail line 
segmeni from Cumberiand lo Sinns, Pennsylvania. Also. SEA is recommending that CSX consult 
directly with your community. Your participation in this consultation process is important in helping to 
address potential environmental impacts that could resull from tiie Projiosed Conrail Acquisiiion and 
ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisiuon. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dallon. SE.\'s Program Manager 
for tiie .Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

Honorable Donald Tussing 
Mayor 
City of Deshler 
101 E. Main St. 
Deshler. OH 43516 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Tussing: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transportation Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

i«. mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the i>i.»fi EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along tiie CSX rail line 
segmeni rrom Deshler to Toledo, Ohio. Also. SEA is recommending tiiat CSX consult directiy witii 
your community Your participation in this consultation process is important in helping to address 
potential environmental impacts thai could result from tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your communiiy. please review tiie discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
enviromnental impacts associatea witii the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contaci Mike Dallon. SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. or me al (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Antiiony Vacco 
Mayor 
City of Evergreen Park 
9418 Kedzie 
Evergreen Park, IL 60805 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Vacco: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to die Surface Transportaiion Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statemeni (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion. 

In •nid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental iit^acts along tiie CSX rail line 
segment from Blue Island Junction to 59"̂  Street, Chicago, Illinois. Also. SEA is recommending tiial 
CSX consult directiy witii your community. Your participation in this consultation process is important 
in helping to address potential environmental impacts that could result from the Proposed Conraii 
Acquisition and ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review tiie discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion, al (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Frank F. McDonald II 
Mayor 
City of Evansville 
Adminislralion Building 
One N.W. Martin Lutiier King Jr. Blvd. 
Evansville, IN 47708 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Contfol and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor McDonald: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to tiie Surface Transportation Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of tiie Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along tiie CSX rail line 
segment from Vincennes to Evansville, Indiana. Also. SEA is recommending lhal CSX consult directiy 
witii your community. Your participation in tiiis consultation process is important in helping to address 
potential environmental impacts tiiat could resull from tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts witiiin 
your community, please review the discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of tiie Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated witii the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion, al (202) 565-1530, or me at 2̂02) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Antiiony Vacco 
Mayor 
City of Evergreen Park 
9418 Kedzie 
Evergreen Park, IL 60805 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Vacco: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transportation Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail. lnc and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statemert (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of fhe Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential f nvironmental impacts along tiie CSX rail line 
segment from Blue Island Junction to 59"̂  Street, Chica-̂ o, Illinois. Also, SEA is recommending tiiat 
CSX consult directly with your community Your participation in tiiis consultation process is important 
in helping to address potential environmental impacts tiiat could result from tiie Proposed Conrail 
Acquisition and ensuring tiiat efTective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts witiiin 
your community, please review tiie discussion pertaining lo your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's prelin~.inary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated witii the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dallon, SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, al (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Mark Zchowski 
Mayor 
City of Rossford 
133 Osbom Street 
Rossford, OH 43460 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Conti-ol and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Zchowski: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporalion (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporalion (NS) jointiy applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail, lnc and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Slalemenl (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along the CSX rail line 
segment from Deshler to Toledo, Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending tiiat CSX consult directiy witii 
your community. Your participation in this consultation process is important in helping to address 
potential environmental impacts that could result from the Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and idenlificalion of potential environmental impacts within 
your communiiy, please review the discussion pertaining tc your stale in Chapter 5 of die Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contaci Mike Dallon, SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Donald Umerley 
Mayor 
City of Rocky River 
21012 Hilliard Boulevard 
Rocky River. OH 44116 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Conti-ol and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Umerley: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transportation Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmental impacts of tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of tiie Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS. SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along tiie NS rail line 
segment from Cleveland to Vermilion (Nickel Plate Line), Ohio. Also. SEA is recommending tiial NS 
continue consulting directiy witii your community. Your participation in tiiis consultiition process is 
important in helping to address potential environmental impacts tiial could result from the Proposed 
Conrail Acquisition and ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental in^)acts witiiin 
your community, please review tiie discussion pertaining to your suite in Chapter 5 of tiie Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmental impacts associated witii tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion, at (202) 565-15.30, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOAT. 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

Honorable Reeve Kelsey 
Mayor 
City of Perrysburg 
201 West Indiana Avenue 
Perrysburg, OH 43551 

Re: Finance Pocket No 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Conti-ol and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Dear Mayor Kelsey: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transportation Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statemeni (Draft EIS) lo evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts of tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along tiie CSX rail line 
segmeni from Deshler lo Toledo, Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending tiiat CSX consult directiy witii 
your community. Your participation in this con.sullation process is important in helping to address 
potential environmental impacts that could result from the Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts witiiin 
your community, please review tiie discussion pertaining to your state in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for miiigating potential 
environmental impacts associated witii tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contaci Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion. at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Envoronmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOAJPJJ 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Tom Jones 
Mayor 
City of Olmsted Falls 
9722 Columbia Road 
Olmited Falls. OH 44138 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Conti-ol and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Sutement 

Dear Mayor Jones: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997. CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Coi-poration (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transportation Board (Board) for autiiority to ac quire 
Conrail. Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmental impacts of tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of tiie Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS. SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along tiie CSX rail line 
segment from Berea to Greenwich. Ohio. Also. SEA is recommending tiiat CSX continue consulting 
directiy witii your communiiy. Your participation in tiiis consultation process is important in helping to 
address potential environmental impacts tiial could result from tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition and 
ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts witiiin 
your community, please review tiie discussion peruining to your sUte u. Chapter 5 of u.e Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated witii tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conuct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, al (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Ronald L. Gardner 
Mayor 
City of Newark 
P.O. Box 390 
Newark. DE 19715-0390 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSA and Norfolk Southem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Sutement 

Dear Mayor Gardner: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997. CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transporution Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail. Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmenul Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmenul impacts along the CSX rail line 
segmeni from Wilsmere to Baltimore. Maryland. Also. SEA is recommending tiiat CSX continue 
consulting directiy witii your community. Your participation in this consulution process is important in 
helping lo address potential environmenul impacts that could result from the Proposed Conrail 
Acquisition and ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion peruining lo your sUte in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of die Draft EIS conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated witii the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If ycu have any questions, please feel free to conuct Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



30HFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Patrick Cassidy 
Mayor 
City of New London 
115 East Main St, 
New London, OH 44851 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Mayor Cassidy: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jomlly applied to tiie Surface Transporution Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conraii. Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmenul Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmenul impacts of Uie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of tiie Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along tiie CSX rail line 
segmeni from Berea lo Greenwich, Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending tiiat CSX consult directiy witti 
your community. Your participation in tiiis consulution process is important in helping to address 
potential environmenul impacts tiiat could resull from tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring 
tiiat effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts witiiin 
your community, please review tiie discussion peruining to your sute in Chapter 5 of die Draft EIS 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated witii tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Don Canan 
Mayor 
Cily of Muncie 
300 Nortii High Sireet 
Muncie, IN 47305 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Conti-ol and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Mayor Canan: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Trarisportation Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequenUy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmenul Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed lo you a copy of the Draft EIS for your rciew and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS. SEA preliminarily identified potential environmenul impacts along tiie NS rail line 
segment from Alexandria to Muncie, Indiana. Also. SEA is recommending tiiat NS continue 
consulting directiy with your co>..:.iunity. Your participation in this consulution process is important in 
helping to address potential environmenul impacts tiiat could result from tiie Proposed Conrail 
Acquisiiion and ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion peruining to your suie in Chapter 5 of tiie Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS conUtns SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free lo conuct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Madeline Cain 
Mayor 
City of Lakewood 
12650 Detroit Avenue 
Lakewood, OH 44107 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Mayor Cain: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to the Surface Transporution Board (Board) for authority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmenul Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider the 
potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In the Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmenul impacts along the NS rail line 
segmeni from Cleveland to Vermilion (Nickel Plate Line). Ohio. Also. SEA is recommending that NS 
conlinue consulting directiy with your community. Your participation in this consulution process is 
important in helping to address potential environmental impacts tiiat could result from the Proposed 
Conrail Acquisition and ensuring tiial effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts within 
your community, please review the discussion peruining to your sute in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated wilh the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conuct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

^ t . ^ 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Dave Heatii 
Mayor 
Cily of Lafayette 
20 Nortii 6tii Street 
Lafayette, IN 47901 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Conu-ol and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Mayor Heath: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) joinUy applied to tiie Surface Transporution Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmenul Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmenul in^acts along tiie NS rail line 
segmen' from Lafayette Junction to Tilton, Indiana. Also, SEA is recommending that NS continue 
consulting directiy wiUi your communiiy. Your participation in tiiis consulution process is important in 
helping to address potential environmenul impacts tiiat could result from tiie Proposed Conrail 
Acquisiiion and ensuring that effective mitigation measures are underUken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SE '̂s aiulysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts witiiin 
your community, please review tiie discussion peruining to your sute in Chapter 5 of tiie Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated with tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conuct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, ai (202) 565-1530. or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

Honorable Thomas Nye 
Mayor 
Cily of Hamilton 
20 High Street 
Hamilton, OH 45011 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Mayor Nye: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transporution Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of tiie Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmenul impacts along tiie CSX rail line 
segment from Cincinnati to Hamilton, Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending tiiat CSX consult directiy 
witii your community. Your participation in tiiis consulution process is imporunt in helping to address 
potential environmenul impacts tiiat could result from tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are underUken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts witiiin 
your community, please review tiie discussion peruining to your sUte in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated witii tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, al (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine k. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Envircnniciiial Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section tif Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Honorable Sherri Kemer 
Mayor 
City of Grafton 
1009 Chesmut Street 
Grafton, OH 44044 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - ConÛ ol and Acquisition -
ConraU: Draft Environmental Impact Sutement 

Dear Mayor Kemer: 

As you may kjiow, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transporution Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmenul Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copv of the Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potenual environmenul impacts along tiie CSX rati line 
segment from Berea to Greenwich, Ohio. Also. SEA is recommending tiiat CSX consult directiy with 
your community. Your participation in this consulution process is imporunt in helping to address 
potential environmenul impa :ts that could resull from the Proposed ConraU Acquisition and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are underUken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts within 
your community, please review tiie discussion peruining to your sute in Chapter 5 of tiie Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated wilh the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any que-aons, please feel free to conuct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, al (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

Ms. Linda Amos 
Couniy Executive 
Wood Couniy 
1 Courthouse Square 
Bowling Green, OH 43402 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Ms. Amos: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transporution Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmenul Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) lo evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmenul impacts of tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of Uie Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In die Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified pcicruiai environmenul impacts along die CSX rail line 
segment from Deshler to Toledo, Ohio. Also, SEA is recommending dial CSX consult directiy witii 
communities along die potentially affected rail line segment. Your participation in tiiis consulution 
process is imporunt in helping to address potential environmenul impacts that could result from the 
Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring tiiat effective mitigation measures are underUken where 
appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts witiiin 
your community, please review the discussion peruining to your sute in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of die Draft EIS conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated witii the Propiosed Conrail Acquisiiion. 

f-
If you have any questions, please feel free to conuct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 

>r die Proposed Con-ail Acquisition, al (202) 565-1530, or me al (202) 565-1538 

Sincerely. 

/ 
Elaine K Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Anaivsis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

Honorable James R. WehsoUek 
Mayor 
City of Alexandria 
125 North Wayne Street 
Alexandria, IN 46001 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Sutement 

Dear Mayor Wehsoliek: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transportation Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail. Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmenul Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmenul impacts of tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of tiie Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts along tiie NS rail line 
segmeni from Alexandria to Muncie, Indiana. Also, SEA is recommending tiut NS consult directiy 
witii your community. Your participation in tiiis consulution process is important in helping to address 
potential environmenul impacts tiiat could result from tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring 
that effective mitigation measures are undertaken where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts witiiin 
your community, please review tiie discussion peruining to your sute in Chapter 5 of tiie Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated witii tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conuct Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion, al (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Aiulysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Mr. Charles Ixmdo 
County Administrator 
Monroe County 
125 E. Second Sti-eet 
Monroe, MI 48161-2110 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Conti-ol and Acquisition -
Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Mr. Londo: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation '̂ CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transporution Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail, Inc. and subsequentiy divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of Environmenul Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) to evaluate and consider tiie 
potential environmenul impacts of tiia Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of tiie Draft EIS for your review and conunent. 
In tiie Draft EIS, SEA preliminarily identified potential environmenul impacts along tiie CSX/NS rati 
line segment from Carieton to Ecorse, Michigan. Also, SEA is recommending tfiat CSX/NS consult 
directiy witii communities along tiie potentially affected rail line segmeni. Your participation in tiiis 
consulution process is imporunt in helping to address potential environmenul impacts tiiat could result 
from tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring tiiat effective mitigation measures are undertaken 
where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts witiiin 
your community, please review tiie discussion peruining to your sute in Chapter 5 of tiie Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated witii tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition 

If you have any questions, please feel free lo lonucl Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for die Proposed Conrai! Acquisiiion, al (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 56'?-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

Mr. Edward McNamara 
County Executive 
Wayne Couniy 
600 Randolph, 3rd Floor 
Deu-oit, Ml 48226-2831 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Conu-ol and Acquisition -
ConraU: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Mr McNamara: 

As you may know, on Ju— 23, 1997, CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutitem 
Corporation (NS) jointiy applied to tiie Surface Transporution Board (Board) for autiiority to acquire 
Conrail. Inc. and subsequentiy divide ConraU's assets. The Board's Section of Environmenul Analysis 
(SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) to evaluate aud consider tiie 
potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed lo you a copy of tiie Draft EIS for your review and comment. 
In tiie Draft EIS. SEA preliminarily identified potential environmenul impacts along tiie CSX/NS rail 
line segment from Carieton to Ecorse, Michigan. Also, SEA is recommending tiiat CSX/NS consult 
directiy witii communities along tiie potentially affected rail line segment. Your participation in tiiis 
consulution process is imporunt in helping to address potential enviroiunenul impacts tiial could resull 
from tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring that effective mitigation measures are undertaken 
where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's arulysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts within 
your community, please review tiie discussion peruining to your sute in Chapter 5 of tiie Draft EIS. 
Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential 
environmenul impacts associated witii the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free tc conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for Uie Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-15J0, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Christopher S Bond 
United States Senate 
Washingto.n, DC 20510-2503 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Bond: 

.̂ s you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corponttion (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Borrd) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SHA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutem»nt (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail .Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12. 1997. and public comments are due lo Board 
by February 2. 1998 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your State can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
as.sociated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects of the Proposed 
A,:quisilion. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Propt̂ sed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me ac '20?) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

' / 
Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



Section of Environmental Analysis 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable John D. Ashcroft 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-2504 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX a.nd Norfolk Soutiiern - Control and Acquisition 
- Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Ashcroft: 

As you may know, or June 23, 1907 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS)'omtly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authonty to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequenUy divide Conrail's assets. Ths Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact SUtement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts ofthe Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to tiie Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, ShA mailed to you a copy ofthe Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific lo your Stale can be found in Chapter 5 ofthe Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating tiie Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Strom Thurmond 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-4001 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Conn-ol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Thurmond: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation fNS) jointly applied to the Surface I ransportation Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by February 2. 1998. 

In mid-Dccember. SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Slate can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisiiion. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, al (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Richard C. Shelby 
United States Se.iate 
Washington, DC 20510-0103 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Shelby: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, 
lhe Board served the Draft EIS on December 12. 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draf. EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating .xitential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmental effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail .Acquisition, at (202) 565-15. d or me al (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Jeff Sessions 
United Stales Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-0104 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmental impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Sessions: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (C :"'.X) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transporution Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Ccnrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served thc Draft EIS on December 12. 1997, and public comments are due lo the Board 
by Februan. 2. 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts 
specific to your Stale can be found in Chapter 5 of thc Draft EIS. Chapter 7 cf the Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated wilh the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul etTects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202; 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

j:%^' 
^ / 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Paul S. Sarbanes 
United Stales Senate 
Washington. DC 20510-2002 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and 
Acquisiiion - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Sarbanes: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soulhem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authoriiy to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board s Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaLate and consider the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and pub.ic comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 ofthe Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conuins SEA s preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altema.ive mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
.Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, al (202) 563-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable John D. Rockefeller, IV 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-4802 

le: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and Acquisition 
- Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Rockefeller: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authonty to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997. and public comments are due lo the Board 
by February 2, 1998. 

In ni id-December, SEA mailed to you a copy ofthe Draft EIS for your review and 
comment A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potenUal environmenul impacts 
specific to your Stale can be found m Cliapler 5 ofthe Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conUins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or mc ?t (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Anaivsis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Daniel P. Moynihan 
United Sutes Senate 
Washington. DC 20510-3201 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Conti-ol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Moynihan: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Nort'olk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surf'ace Transporution Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12. 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febiuary ?. 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy ofthe Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts 
specific lo your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 ofthe Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated wilh the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Pronosed 
Acquisiiion. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me al (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

( 
Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Carol Moseley-Braun 
I iniled States Senate 
Washington. DC 20510-1303 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Moseley-Braun: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Co.-TX)ration (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. Tbe Board's Section of 
EtivironmenUl Analysis (SEA) has p.̂ epared a Draft Ep"-'onmenUl Impact Statement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, St̂ A mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation mea.sures to address the environmenul effects of the Proposed 
-Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrai! Acquisiiion. at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Mitch McConnell 
United Stales Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-1702 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Conti-ol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator McConnell: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transporution Board (Board) for authority lo 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts ofthe Proposed Conrail Acquisitio--. 
The Board served the [.»raft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Stale can be tound in Chapter 5 ofthe Draft EIS. Chapter 7 cf the Draft EiS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion. at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Trent Lott 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-2403 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk SouUiem - Confrol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Lott: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transporution Board (Board) for a'lthority to 
acquire Cv nrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis tSLA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on Decen ber 12. 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-Decembe.-, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your rc iew and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Joseph I. Lieberman 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-0703 

Re: rinance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Conti-ol and 
Acquisition - Conrail; Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Lieberman: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southern 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transporution Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate a^d consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to tiie Board 
by February 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 ofthe Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

^ / 
Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of F-nvironmenUl Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Carl Levin 
United Slates Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-2202 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Confrol and 
Acq-'sitioii - Coru-ail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Levin-

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface 1 ransporUtion Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served tiie Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments arc due to the Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Frank R. l.autenberg 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-3002 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Lautenbcrg: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transporution Board (Board) for e'lthority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to tiie Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommen'̂ ations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects of thc Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington. DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Mary L. Landrieu 
United Suies Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-1804 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Confrol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft EnviromnenUl Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Landrieu: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface 1 ransporUtion Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmental impacts of tiie Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997. and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your revirw and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific lo your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion. at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

/ 
Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Edward M. Kennedy 
U'nited States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-2101 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and 
Acquisiiion - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Kennedy: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (MS) jointly applied to the Surface Transporution Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2. 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. al(202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Ernest F. Hollings 
United Sutes Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-4002 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Confrol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Hollings: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transporution Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12. 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2. 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental .Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Jesse A. Helms 
United Suies Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-3301 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Confrol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Helms: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Co'7>orat;on (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2. 1998 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated witii thc ! roposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATT- N BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable William H. Frist 
United Sutes Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-4205 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Confrol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact SU'-̂ ment 

Dear Senator Frist: 

As you n̂ ay know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transpoitation Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2. 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for miiigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Wendell H. Ford 
United States Senate 
Washington. DC 20510-1701 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Confrol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Ford: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporalion (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997. and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
sjiecific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Robert C. Byrd 
United Sutes Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-4801 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Confrol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Byrd: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2. 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a eopy ofthe Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of tiie Draft EIS. v'̂ hapter 7 of tiie Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, tiie proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmental effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conraii Acquisition, al (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SuRFAfji. TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Max Cleland 
United Sutes Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-1005 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Confrol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Cleland: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Drafi EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy ofthe Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminarj' recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comment? on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Daniel Coats 
United Stales Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-1403 

Re: Finance DcKket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Confrol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Coats: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served thc Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by February 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrai! Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Thad Cochran 
United Sutes Senate 
Washington. DC 20510-2402 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Cochran: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface T ransporution Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SI-̂ A) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environm-'nu! effects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisiiion. at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Paul R. Coverdell 
United Sutes Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-1004 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Contî ol and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Coverdell: 

As you may know, on June 23. 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Suiface Transporution Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997. and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2. 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 ofthe Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Anaivsis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Christopher J. Dodd 
United Sutes Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-0702 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Dodd: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transporution Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Profwsed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served thc Draft EIS on December 12, 1997 and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2. 1998. 

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sute can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminaiy recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SuPFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

ifashington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Richard J. Durbin 
United Suies Senate 
Washington. DC 20510-1304 

Re: Financ"! Docket No. 3338S - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and 
Acquisiuon - Cornell: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Durbin: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transporution Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmental .Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider thc potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12. 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2. 1998. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Sut? can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential envir<>nmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures lo address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Spencer Abraham 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-2203 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem - Control and 
Acquisiiion - Conrail: Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement 

Dear Senator Abraham: 

As you may know, on June 23, 199" CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Soulhem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transporution Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmenul Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmenul Impact Sutement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmenul impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary 2, 1998. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmenul impacts 
specific to your Suie can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
conuins SEA's preliminary recommimdations for mitigating potential environmenul impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating tiie Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmenul impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible altemative mitigation measures to address the environmenul effects ofthe Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to conUct Mike Dalton, SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmenul Analysis 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental .4nalysis 

December 23. 1997 

Mr J. Justin Murphy 
Murphy Law Firm 
7150 Indianapolis Blvd. 
Hammond. IN 46324 

Rc; I-inance Docket No 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Draft Environmental Impact Sutement 

Dear Mr. Murphy: 

ŝ you know, on June 23. 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Souihern 
Corpo.'-alion (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc, and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (Sh.A) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Slatcitient (Draft 
LiS) to evaluate and consider the potential environmental impacts of lhe Proposv ' "onrail 
Acquisition. The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12. 1997, and public comments are 
due to the Board b\ February 2, 1998. 

In mid-December. SEA mailed copies ofthe Draft EIS to you and the Mayors ofthe 
Four City Consortium (Gary. East Chicago. Whiting, and Hammond), lor review and 
comment. In the Draft EIS. SEA preliminarily identified potential environmental impacts 
along CSX and NS raii line segments in these communities At this time. SEA is 
recommending that CSX and NS consult directly with representatives ofthe Four City 
Const>rtium. The Four City Consortium's participation in this consultation process is 
important in helping to address potential environmental impacts that could result from the 
Prv>posed Conrail Acquisition and ensuring that etfeclive mitigation measures are undertaken 
where appropriate. 

For a discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts 
within these communities, please review the discussion pertaining lo your Sute in Chapter 5 of 
the Dralt ITS Chapter 7 ol the Draft ULS contains SI:.\'s preliminary recommendations for 
mitigaiing piueriiial environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 



If you have any questions, plea.se feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SEA's Program 
Manager for the Propo.sed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530, or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely. 

^ / ' 
Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 

Section of Environmental .Anaivsis 

cc: Mayor Robert A. Pastrick- City of East Chicago 
Mayor Scott King- City of Gary 
Mayor Robert J Bercik- City of Whiting 
Mayor Duane W. Dedelow, Jr.- City of Hammond 

2 -



STB FD-33388 12-17-97 K ID-BUSINESS 3 



i^ace CTi ansportation Buarb :!/( _ ;^ 3 j '-^ 
•aflMngtrn. 20423-0001 / , ^ 

OSffitf of tl|c <ll)«tniuui 

December 17, 1997 

Mr. Dennis Frin7l 
President 
Lakeside Area Development Corp. 
5309 Hamilton Avenue 
Cleveland, OH 44114 

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

Dear Mr. Fnn/l: 

Thank you for sending me a copy of your letter 'o Transportation Secre ary Rodney Slater 
dated November 13, 1997, expressing your concems about tiie potential negative impacts on 
Cleveland from the proposal by Norfolk Southem and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transporution Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an en- ircnmental review of tiie potential environmental impacts associated wntii the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Sutement (EIS). As part 
of its environmental review , SEA will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, fransportation systems, land use, energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources In analyzing potential 
safety impacts, SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also w ill present an analysis of the increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due tc increased ti-ain traffic. Further, SEA will examine local 
truck traffic inci eases aftributable to increased intermodal activities, and safety issues associated 
witii tiie integration of differing rail operating systems and procedures. In addition, SEA will 
audress potential impacts on eniergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result of tiie proposed Conrail 
acquisition. SEA is fiilly aware tiiat tiiese and otiier issues are of major concem to the residents 
of tiie Cleveland area and has met witii representatives of Cleveland several times. 

Under the current procedural schedule adopted by tiie Board, SEA issued tiie Draft EIS 
on December 12. 1997, witii a public .eview and comment penod ending in early February. I 
have enclosed a copy ofthe prest release regarding tins matter. After conducting an independent 
environmental analysis, review ing all environmenul information available to date, consulting 



with appropriate agencies, ana fully considenng all public comments, SEA plans to issue in late 
May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its final decision, tiie Board will 
consider thc entire environmental record, including all public comments, the Draft EIS, and thc 
Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten decision in July 1998. 

If you have additiona! questions conceming tiie environmental review process, please 
contact Mike Dalton, SEA Project Manager for tiie Coiu^l Acquisition EIS, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

Enclosure 
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November IV 1997 

Thc Honorable Rodnc> Slater 
Sec rei a r> 
I S Dcpi of 1 ransponjiion 
400 7ih Slreel. SW 
Washmgton. IX 2o5vo 

Dear Secretan SI iter 

Thc Lakeside Area Dc\elopmcnl Corporation a business relcniion and expansion organization in 
(•Ie\eland, requests \our alienlion lo thc upcoming C onrail ( orporation sale to C SX and Norfolk-Southern 

Oi r scr\ ICC arc;i lies in a general indusm zoning ciassilication and is home lo appro\miatcl\ Icxi 
manufacturers and anclllar^ small businesses In this ncai downtoun ( ic\eland location the 1 MX () area has 
ihrec rail lines which iraxersc our geograph\ 

In order to lv supponnc ofthe conditions of ihe upcoming siiie. L A I X O recommends ihat the I S Dept 
ol Transportation and the Surface Transponation Board take the imtiaiive lo msis! on thc following a.ssurances 

**impro\cd Irack maintenance system such as ongoing trackage and siding repair 
or removal for e\isiing lines and a strategy for cleanup coordinated with the City 
of Cle\claiid to further thc infrastmcture dexelopment of ihis in-iown industrial park 

•*W idcn ;ig ol bridges at 1 asi ^ !rd and Fast 55th Sts as well as embankment repair and 
inai.ntenance routine along the routes. 

••.Attention lo Ihc speed of trains which cause \ ibration and danger at crossings 

••Hononng of current leases as well as a system of markeung off-line real estate 
which prescnth causes blighted conditions 

Fncloscd for xour inlcrmation is a I.AIX c:) organi/ational brochure Wc look lonsard to updated 
information as vou proceed on vour decision regarding ( onrail C orporation Thank \ou in advance for vour kind 
attention 

SNiccrc'y., 

Dennis Fniv l 
L'XrXX) Presidem 

cc Thc Honorable L mda J Morgan 
The Honorable l.ouis Siokcs 
Thc Honorable Michael R W hue 
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The L A K E S I D K A R E A DEVELOPMENT 

CORPORATION is an integral part of Cleveland's 
new working spirit. In fact, LADCO has been 
lay ing groundwork for Cleveland's 
revitalization since its inception i r the mid-
1970s. Clevelanders familiar with the local 
business community consider LADCO 
synonymous with the city's northern business 
district, east of downtown and west of Martin 
Luther King Drive. The hundreds of industrial 
and commercial businesses peppering this 
region have relied on LADCO for years to 
promote in f ras t ruc tu re improvements, 
effective police and fire protection, business 
v i ta l i ty , and a sense of community among 
businesses that otherwise would have 
struggled in isolation against economic storms. 
Now, as businesses re-examine their goals and 
priorities in terms of a global economy, LADCO 
is helping lead its constituents into a new era, 
an era that glimmers with promise not only for 
Cleveland's businesses, but for thousands of 
eniployees and potential employees. 

WHAT IS LADCO? 

LAD*"') is a not-for profi t organization of 
cial and indus t r i a l business and 

owners located in its service area. 
J by iiieinber contributions, LADCO 
a healthy climate for the growth and 
of its extensive, in-town "industrial 

.e non-residential district comprising 
hern portion cf the city's central east 

cor; 
pro 

LADCO is helping tt id its constituents into 
a new era, an era that glimmers with 
promise not only for Cleveland's 
businesses, hut for thousands of employees 
and potential employees. 



service area ref.tjots the renewed businesses 
w i t h i n i t . The lakeside area business/ 
manufacturing community wil l enter the 21st 
Century as an upgraded, specially designated 
industrial/commercial district, recognizable 
both to Nor thern Ohio businesses and 
businesses outside of this region. The area's 
premier lakefront location and access routes 
lend themselves particularly well to today s 
reinvestment strategies. 

T H E BOTTOM L I N E 

LADCO's members know that their success is 
strongly linked to the environment in which 
they operate. While they work to enhance their 
pro ' ' ' ic ts , sales and revenues, LADCO is 
working to enhance their environment — to 
keep it safe and attractive, and to promote its 
distinctive characteristics. These activities are 
in keeping with Cleveland's new working spirit 
tha t encourages cooperation as well as 
competition, teamwork as well as individual 
effort, and long-term planning at well as daily 
problem-solving. Because this spir i t is 
contagious, LADCO's work has a rippie effect: 
the energy flowing into the lakeside area 
industrial community resonates throughout 
Northeast Ohio. 

LAKHSIDK AREA DEVKLOPMENT CORPOK.^TION 

5309 Hamilton Avenue 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114 

(216)881-0808 



WHAT DOES LADCO DO? 

LADCO's program embraces two objectives. 
The f i rs t is maintaining and enhancing its 
service area's infrastructure and other vital 
resources. The second is the promotion of the 
area to governments, private citizens, and 
businesses outside the region. 

LADCO promotes a healthy climate for 
the growth and activities of its extensive, 
in-town "industrial park, " the non 
residential district comprising the northern 
portion ofthe city's central east side. 

Speciflcally: 

1. LADCO serves as a liaison between member 
businesses and the city of Cleveland. Over the 
years, LADCO has successfully worked for 
more police involvement, better street lighting, 
major building repairs, immediate attention to 
utility problems, and paving and other street 
improvements. LADCO and the city of 
Cleveland have forged a strong relationship 
based on a shared agenda and a j o i n t 
commitment to the rev i t a l i za t ion of 
Cleveland's central city. 

2. LADCO unifies the lakeside area business/ 
industrial community into a single, dynamic 
entity. LADCO's monthly board meetings are 
lively forums for discussions about members' 
concerns LADCO also holds workshops on 
subjects of vi ta l interest to the business/ 
industrial community. Business and industry 
representatives come together at LADCO 
events to exchange information, put priorities 
in perspective, talk shop, and design solutions 
to shared problems. 



• CO pi •! s thc lakeside area 
-'industrial community to the rest of 
and country. Many members are active 
Ireater Cleveland Growth Association, 

1 I ^ tho local cyx.'imber of commerce. 
K,'0 disseminate information about the 

K' side area busines.'; industrial community to 
.iit-of-town businesses interested in relocating 

TO a prime location in a re-energized city. 
LADCO also informs community leaders, 
agencies and in.stitution.s throughout Greater 
Cleveland about progress and issues in its 
service area 

4 LADCO works with other commercial 
development organizations to improve and 
energize local business dis tr ic ts between 
Downtown and University Circle. LADCO is a 
partner in the activities of the Cleveland 
Industrial Retention Initiation (CIRI), which 
consists of city-wide organizations dedicated to 
job retention and improving conditions for local 
indu.stries. LADCO has the advantage of savvy 
and experienced staff who understand the 
niportance of sharing information, cooperative 

pian iing and pooling resources to advocate 
mg *" member businesses. 

OOKS AHEAD 

industrial areas are enjoying a gradual 
• h Af ter a period of stagnating, 

•ilmg, and reorganizing, thousands of 
•:os are greeting the global marketplace 
'ato-of the-art planning, management 

i produ.tion metho Js Reco gnizing this, 
•i'CO is making sure that the image of its 

DCO'H work has a ripple effect: the 
• rgy flailing into the lakeside area 
i/ustrial community resonates 
roughout Northeasl Ohio. 



si rvue ,irea ren.jcts the renewed businesses 
within I t . The lakeside area business/ 
m.uiufacturing community wi l l enter the 21st 
Century as an upgraded, specially designated 
industrial/commercial district , recognizable 
both to Nor thern Ohio businesses and 
businesses outside of this region. The area's 
premier lakefront location and access routes 
lend themselves particularly well to today s 
reinvestment strategies. 

THK BOTTOM L I N E 

LADCO's members know that their success is 
strongly linked to the environment in which 
they operate. While they work to enhance their | 
products sales and revenues, LADCO is j 
working to enhance their environment — to 
keep it safe and attractive, and to promote its 
distinctive characteristics. These activities are 
in kt ' ping with Cleveland's new working spirit 
that encourages cooperation as well 
comi etition, teamwork as well as individual 
effoi . and long-term planning as well as daily 
prob em-solving. Because th i s sp i r i t is j 
contag ous, LADCO's work has a ripple efTect: 1 
the en rgy f lowing into the lakeside area 1 
industr al community resonates throughout J 
Northf it Ohio. J 

K AREA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 1 

5309 Hamilton Avenue 1 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114 i 

(216)881-0808 



LADCO PARTNERSHIPS 

SAFETY 

Police Department 
KmtTKfncv 911 
.Mini-.Station 348-7113 
Third District 623-5305 
(v>.est of Kast 55th) 
.Sixth Di.strict 623-5600 
(east of Ea.st 55lh) 

Fire Department 
KmiTgt'ncy 911 
Keports 621-1223 

CITY S E R V I C E S 

j Mayor s Action Center 664-2900 
HuildinK Permit.s 664-2910 
Code Violations 664-2929 
Water Department 664-.3060 
.Sewers, Catch Basins 664-2513 
Traffic Enpneering 664-3194 
Engineering/Construction 664-2381 
.Streets 664-2150 
Bureau of Sidewalks 664-2474 
I'arks Maintainance (dumping) 664-2485 

U T I L I T I E S 

Cleveland Public Power 664-3156 
Illuminating ("ompany 861-9000 
East Ohio Cas 361-2345 
Anieritech 1-800-572-4747 
Conrail Rail Service 268-71.30 

HEALTH S E R V I C E S 

Eastside Occupational Health Cntr 431-0927 

JOB PIJVCEME.NT 

Pnvate Industr>- Ciiuiicil (PIC) 664-2466 
Vocational (Guidance Services 431-7800 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
FINANCINC; RESOURCES 

Cleveland EI) Department 664-2406 
Ohio Dept of Development 787-3240 
Greater Cleveland (Jrowth Assn 621-3300 

C L E V E L A N D C m ' COUNCIL 

Citv Hall 664-2848 



STB FD-33388 12-17-97 K ID-BUSINESS 



OMTicc of tl)( (Etiitnnan 

Surface (Transpitilation Saar̂  - J 3 ^ 
•aaMnglon, B.Q:. 2D423 DDDI ^ / 

December 17, 1997 

Ms. Kathryn Jaksic 
President 
St. C'lair-Superior Coalition 
6408 St. Clair Avenue 
Cleveland, OH 44103 

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

Dear Ms. Jaksic: 

Thank you for your letter dâ ed November 7, 1997, expressing your concems about the 
potential negative impacts on Cleveland from the proposal by Norfolk Southem and CSX to 
acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Beard) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As part 
of its environmental review , SEA will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources In analyzing potential 
safety impacts, SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysis of the increased probability of de. ailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due to increased train tiaffic. Further, SEA will examine local 
truck trafTic increases attnbutable to increased intermodal activities, and safety icsues associated 
with the integration of differing rail operating systems and procedures. In addition, SEA will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operaiions as a result ofthe proposed Conrail 
acquisition. SEA is fully aw are that these and other issues are of major concem to thc residents 
ofthe Cleveland area and has met with representatives of Cleveland several times. 

Under the current procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA issued the Draft EIS 
on December 12. 1997, witli a public review and comment penod ending in early February. I 
have enclosed a copy ofthe press release regarding this matter. After conducting an independent 
environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental mformatioii available to date, consulting 



with appropriate agencies, and fully considering all public comments, SEA plans to issue in late 
May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its final decision, tlie Board will 
consider the entire environmental record, including all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the 
Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please 
contact Mike Dalton, SEA Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition EIS, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sinceirly, 

Linda J. Morgan 

Enclosure 

-1-



Sl.Clair-Superior Coalition 
6408 St. Clair Avenue 

Cleveland Ohio 44103 

November 7. IW7 216-881 -0644 

Fax: 216-881-1142 
1 he Honorable Rodney Slater 
Secretary 
CS Department of T ransportation 
400 7th Street. SW 
U ashington. DC 20590 

Dear Secretary Slater 

The St Clair Superior Coalition is requesting your attention to the upcoming sale of 
Conrail Corporation to Norfolk-Southern and CS.X Corporation Conrail has been an integral part 
ofour neighborhood, particularly as it serves the industrial portion ofour lakefront boundarv and 
its mainline Coming from the south, is another set of overhead tracks, w hich ties into the 
mainline at East 26th St 

Our concern is the divestment in terms of serv ice and maintenance which has already 
occurred when Conrail ( orporation mo\ed its Division headquarters from Cle\ eland leaving track 
and bndge maintenance to the wavside It has been very difficult to contact railroad officials 
v\hen dumping has occurred or when bridge embankments arc deteriorating Our only resort has 
been to call the al-eady strained City Pubhc Service Department m hopes that there is time on 
their schedule 

We hope that you will take these issues into consideration from our neighborhood's 
standpoint and that maintenance issues be addressed as a condition ofthe upcoming sale with its 
new rail-line configuration We tnist thai vou will heed the overall issues raised by the City of 
Cleveland for a more regional approach to this rail planning opportunity 

Sincerelv, 
• ' • o 

St Clair Superior C oalition 
President » 

cc The Honorable Louis Stokes ^, 
uThe Honorable Linda Morgan ^ 
The Honorable Michael R V\ hite *^ 
file 

Not one of us is as strong as ail of us together 
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Surface OlratiBportation Uoarb - 3 3 ^ 
-aBl^lngton, fi.e. 20423-0001 J 

CWfict ot tt|» I l j i l m u n 

December 17.1997 

Mi vclann Ward Rensel 
Executive Director 
Cleveland Neighborhood Development Corp. 
540 East 105'̂  Street, Suite 303-A 
Cleveland, OH 44108 

Re: Finance Docket No 333S8: CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Executive Director Rensel: 

Thank ,ou for sending me a copy of your letter to Transportation Secretary Rodney Slater 
dated October 29, 1997, expressing your concems about the potential negative impacts on 
Cleveland from the proposal by Norfolk Southem and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA ^ is 
conducting an environmental review ofthe potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As part 
of its environmental review, SEA will address several environmental impact areas, mcluding 
safety transportation sysiems, land use, energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and historic resources. In analyzing potential 
safety impacts, SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossmgs. 

The EIS also will present an analysis ofthe increased probability of derailments and 
releases of haz.ardous matenals due to increased train traffic Further. SEA will examine local 
tmck traffic increases attnbutable to increased intennodal activities, and safety issues associated 
with th' integration of diffenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition, SEA will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result ofthe proposed Conrail 
acquisition. SEA is fully aware that these and other issues are of major concem to the residents 
ofthe Cleveland area and has met with represenuiives of Cleveland several times. 

Under the cun-ent procedi-ral schedule adopted by the Board, SEA issued the Draft EIS 
on December 12, 1997, with a r-.:blic review md comment penod ending in early Febmary. 1 
have enclosed a copy of ihe press release regarding this matter. After conducting an independent 
environmental analj sis, reviewing all environmental information available to date, consulting 



with appropriate agencies, and flilly considering all public comments, SEA plans to issue in late 
May 1998 a Final £IS for consideration by the Board. In its final decision, the Board will 
consider the entire enviro.nmental record, including all public comments, the Draft EIS. and thc 
Final EIS. Ths Board will issue its final written decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please 
contact Mike Dalton. SEA Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition EIS, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

Enclosure 

-2-



C N DC 
Cleveland Neighborhood Development Co-poraiion 

o 
October 29, 1997 ^ - c 

Sr.; i:^' ^: 
The Honorable Rodney Slater ^ • ' ' r. 
Secretan,- ""; "— 
US Department of Transportation c « 
400 7th Street, SW " k ' ~ '^'^ 
Washington, DC 20590 » 

Dear Secretary Slater: 

The Cleveland Neighborhood Development Corporation (CNDC), the trade association 
for forty-four (44) nonprofit community development corporations in the he City of 
Cleveland, wishes to express deep concern over the proposed acquisition ofConrail by the 
CSX and Norfolk Southem Corporations currently pending before the Surface 
Transportation Board 

A study recently conducted by the City of Cleveland reveals that this acquisition could 
have a devastating effect on the neighborhoods of Cleveland Neighborhoods in the 
vicinity of rail lines can expect a 114% to 1188% inctease in rail traffic if the acquisition is 
approved These astounding increases raise senous issues that have yet to be addressed, 
including safety and emergency services, environmental justice, quality of hfe, and 
pollution, noise, and congestion 

Cleveland's community development corporations have made great strides over the past 
several years in rebuilding our neighborhoods Cleveland has seen a record-breaking 
volume of reinvestment and development since 1990, with more than $100 million in new 
or restored housing develonments, over $16,729,761 in renovated storefronts, and over 
10,000 jobs retained or cheated through financial incentives offered to Cleveland 
businesses 

The proposed acquisition ofConrail will seriou*sly set back the progress made to date 
throughout Cleveland's neighborhoods We urge you to strongly consider the adverse 
impacts associated wnh this acquisition 

Sincerely, 

Mikelann Ward Rensel 
Executi\eDirector 

cc iPfie Honorable Linda J Morgan 
The Honorable Den.nis J Kucinich 
The Honorable Louis Stokes 
Thc Honorable Michael R White 

540 East 105th Street Suite 303 A Cleveland, Ohio 44108 Telephone 216 268-3130 Fox. 216-268 31 37 
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9 «>urface (Eraneportatiun Soarb 
•laalflngton, l . d . 2D423-DD01 — 

OMFitf of till dlislrtiuin 

December 17. 1997 

Ms. Kathleen H. Cwwlher 
Executive Director 
Cleveland Restoration Society 
Statler Office Tower Suite 458 
1127 Euclid .\venue 
Cleveland, OH 44115-1601 

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

Control and 

Dear Ms. Crow ther: 

Thank you for your letter to me, and copies of your letters to other officials, dated 
November 4, 1997, expressing your concems about the potential negative impacts on Cleveiojiu 
from the proposal by Norfolk Southem and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review ofthe potential environmental impacts associated witii the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As part 
of its environmental review, SEA wiil address several env ironmental impact areas, including 
safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and historic resources In analyzing potential 
safety ii.ipacts, SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will prj«̂ ent an an;ilysis of the increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous materials due lo increased train traffic Further, SEA will examine local 
tmck traffic increases attributable to increased intermodal activities, and safety issues associated 
wilh the integration of diffenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition, SEA will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a resull of the proposed Conrail 
acquisition. SEA is fully aware that tliese and other issues are of major u)ncem to the residents 
o.'" the Cleveland area and has met with representatives of Cleveland several times. 

Under the cunvrt procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA issued the Draft EIS 
on December 12, ' 997. with a public review and comment penod ending in early February. I 
have enclosed a copy ofthe press release regarding this matter. After conducting an independent 



environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental information available to date, consulting 
with appropriate agencies, and fully considering all public comments. SEA plans to issue in late 
May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its final decision, the Board will 
consider the entire environmental record, includirg all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the 
Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please 
contact Mike Dalton, SEA Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition EIS, at (202) 565-1530, 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

Enclosure 



Atlanta Regional Commission 
200 Northcreek. Suite 300 
3715 Northside ParKway 
Atlanta. Georgia 30327-2809 

EiWii-- ,AL 
DOCUMENT 

Harry West 
Director 

January 30. 1998 

Otfice of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket No 33388 
Surtace Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20423-0001 

Attention Elaine K Kaiser, Environmental Project Director-Environmental Filing 

Dear Ms Kaiser 

The .Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) is the regional planning and intergovernmental coordination 
agency for the 64-city, 10-county Atlanta Regio." (Cherokee, Clayton, Cobb, DeKalb. Douglas, Fayette, 
Fulton, Gwinnett, Henry, and Rockdale counties) .ARC also is the designated Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) under the Intermodal Surface Transportalion Efficiency Act (ISTEA) It is in 
these capacities that we offer the following comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
EIS) on the "Proposed Conrail Acquisition 

1 The Atlanta Region plus the adjoining counties of Paulding, Forsvlh, and Coweta comprise a 
13-county non-a.'tainment area under the Clean .Air Act .Amendments The Region's current problem is 
nitrogen oxides The State of Georgia and the Atlanta Regional Commission are working very hard to 
meet air quality standards The Dratt EIS states that while there are localized increases in emissions, 
"the increases are not likely to affect compliance with air quality conformity " Any additional increases 
in nitrogen oxides are significant In addition, we also are concemed about increases in volatile organic 
compounds, particulate matter, and carbon monoxide Therefore, we request that the Final EIS more 
flilly analyze this matter, particularly nitrogen oxides, on the .Atlanta Region. 

2 .As the .Atlanta Region attempts to meet air quality standards, commuter rail will be important 
to us as an altemative mode of travel The Draft EIS should examine all opportunities for cooperation 
on commuter rail and both CSX and Norfolk Southem should be required to work with State 
Departments of Transportation on such opportunities as a part of the acquisition agreement 

3 .At present both CSX and Norfolk Southem are proposing new intermodal facilities in the 
Atlanta Region-CSX in South Fulton County and Norfolk Southem in the City of .Austell in Cobb 
County Ŵe do not find reference in the Draft EIS to these proposed facilities and whether the 
acquisition will affect the impact of these facilities on the .Atlanta Region. 

404 364-2500 • Fax 404 364-2599 • TDD 1-800-255-0056 



A 
Surface Transportation Board 
January 30, 1998 
Page 2 

4 A concem pointed out by DeKalb County, one of our member counties, is th?t the total 
increase of hazardous materials traveling through DeKalb and the State of Georgia would more than 
double after the acquisition Their recommendations (find attached) include bringing CSX rail line 
segments into compliance with the Association of American Railroads standards and practices for 
hazardous materials and to require CSX to develop Hazardous Matenals Emergency Response Plan 
with the participation of county and municipal governments 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIS and request that the Surface 
Transportation Board respond to the comments. 

Sincerely. 

Harry W^ 
Director 

Enclosure 

Georgia Regional Development Center 



DEKALB COUNTY. GEORGIA PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

MANUEL J . MALOOF i bNTER 
1300 COMMERCE DRIVb :>UITE 400 
DECATUR, GEORGIA 3oujO-3221 

January 26, iau<J 

Atlanta R«gional Commission 
3715 Northsido Parkway 
200 Northcreek, Suito 300 
Atlanta, Georgia 30327 

RE: Draft FIS nn Proposed Conrail Acquisitiion by CSX NS 

Thank you for thc opportunity to review the Drai i ib on the proposed Conrail acquisition. 
As a result of the proposed acquisition, the railroads w-- lUl change the routing of many car loads 
of hazardous materials. While some rail lines would can,/ increased volumes of cars containing 
hazardous material, other lines would experience a shift . • Mdzardous materials from ono rail line to 
another, l he total iimroase of hazardous materials traveln ,^ through DeKalb County (anri tha atatftl 
WQUld moto than double after the acquisition. 

Both preliminary mitigation recommendations shoul.i he required to be completed before the 
acquisition is approver!. The first recommendation i.-, .o bring CSX rail line segments into 
compliance with the Association of American RailroaUu .-^tanriards and practices tor hazardous 
materials. The second recommendation, that CSX dovolop a Hazardous Materials Emergency 
Response Plan with the participation of county and muitii^ipoi governments, also should be required. 

Another area of concern is with the air quality aiitti,3io. The Draft ElS states that while there 
are localized increases m omissions, "the increases aic mtt likely to affect compliance with air 
quality." As the Atlanta region struggles with its negioi..ii Iransportation Plan (RTP) to meet air 
quality conformity, any additional increases in mtrou"' oxides, volatile organic compounds, 
particulate matter, and carbon monoxide are .significant Uthough no details are given for The air 
quality analysis, conformity is an important issue for the tn.jion and some sort of mitigation should 
bo recommended. 

Sincerely, 

R^nioi>d H White, Planning Director 
V 
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SI AI I I )I MISSOl Kl 

DHPAR'FMHN I OI NA'l LRAI. RKSOl RCES 
l)l\i^|i>\Ul slAll 1'\I<K^ TT/*" ^ 

l-i)\-(i 'Ŝ Y-2̂ ""̂ ; I'.O »()\ 1~'> litttrsoii (.it\. 0^10 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

OEC 1 0 1997. " f November 25. \991 

Ms. iJainc K. Kaiser 
Section i^r I tn ironmental .Analysis 
Surface I ransportatmn Hoard 
Washington. DC 20423 

RL: .Acquisition of Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conraii) by CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transptirtation. Inc. (CSX) and Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfblk Southem Railway 
Company (NS). Statewide 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank vou for submitting intbmiation on the abo\e referenced pn îect for our re\ ieu pursuant to Section 
106 o f ' h j National Historic Preservation Act (P L. ̂ ,9-665. as amended). 

Wc ha\c re\ iewed the information submitted and must inform you that there are likely many depots and 
other buildings eligible 'or listing in the National Register of Historic Places along this raii lint, which is 
one v>f the oldest in the state. In addition, the line itself is likely to be eligible for listing. It does not 
appear that any etTort has been made to identify and e\aiuate the properties aitnig the line or the line 
itself Howe\er. due to the n.iture ofthe undertaking (acquisition;, we concur with >our assessment that 
the abo\e referenced project will ha\e "no effect" on any historic properties along the railroad lines. 
Therefore, we h;i\ e no objection to the initiation of project activities. 

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Laura Sparks at (573) 751-9501. 

Sincerely, 

HIS I ORIC PRI Sl K\ A l ION PRtXiRAM 

Claire F. Blackwell 
Director and Deputy State 
Historic PivseiAation Olficer 

Cl H:!ls 

c: l om McCulloch 
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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: IMILL 
DQCUMENF0J//^>//:-7 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURi 
— DIVISION Of ST.Vn l'.\RKS-

I ' r) r o k-fterson City, (n 102-0r() i.^l 

November 25, 1997 

Ms. Flame K. Kaiser 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washmgton. IX^ 20423 

RE: Acquisition of Consolidated Rail Con»oration (Conrail) by CSX Ccrporation and CSX 
T ransportation. Inc. (CSX) and Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway 

Company (NS). Statewide 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank you for submitting infonnation on the above referenced project for our review pursuant to Section 
106 ofthe National Histonc Preservation Act (PL. 89-665. as amended). 

We i.ave reviewed thc infonnation submitted and must infomi you that there are likely many depots ard 
othsr buildings eligible for listing m the National Register of Histonc Pla-es along this rail line, which is 
one nf the oldest in the state. In addition, the lme itself is likely to be eligible for listing. It does not 
appear that anN effort has been made to identify and evaluate the properties along lhe Une or the line 
itself. However, due to the nature ofthe undertaking (acquisition), we concur with yow. . ""ssment that 
the above referenced project will have "no effect" on any histonc properties along the railroad lines. 
Therefore, we have no objection to thc initiation of project activities. 

I f you have any questions, please contact Ms. Laura Sparks at (573) 751-9501. 

Sincerely, 

HlST(miC^FSER\ 'ATION PROGRAM 

Claire F^lackwell 
Director and Deputy State 
Histonc Preservation OfTicer 

CFBUs 

c: Tom McCulloch 
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ENVlRuistiAENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Re FD 33389 

Federal Surface Transportatiori Ircard 
Section c f En v i r o n rren t a l Analysis 
1925 K S t ree t , N.W. 
Washingtci:, D.C. 2G423 

John D. Ho 

129CC Lake 

#1806 

lakewood, 

November 3C, b-S*? 

The cons idera t ion being a i fcraea tc the N'orfcik ar.d Scutr.ern 

Railroad Corpora t ion ' s incre i i e d - t r a f f :.c prcpcs::! i s bei::g very 

kind to an unconscicnable idea. 

The f a c t o r s of ob jec t ion ere T a n i f o l d ; a l l are wortr.y argu-

trents. r u t b ig rroney w i l l have i t s way. He ^ t.-.en, tc ccrrprcTise? 

U n t i l r e c e n t l y , rry intendec proposal seemea una t ta inab le . 

I t was tc cons t ruc t a tunnel througn tne corrxunities cf Cleve

land 's northwestern suburbs, a l lowing track space f c r a l u tu r e 

Regional ' it-ansit A u t n c r i t y expansion tc tne west and f r e i g n t 

service to ce hushed cut expanded. 

Reassuringly, I read a New York Ti-res e d i t c r i a l (Nev. 9, l?':-?): 

i n Brooklyn, NY, "Regional planners anc loca l p o l i t i c i a n s seer t.; 

be f a r ahead of the c i t y anc state in c f f e r i n g ideas f o r r e 

v i t a l i z i n g the c i t y . . . connecting Brooklyn tc tne n a t i o n a l r a i l 

system w i t h a f r e i g n t tunne l" . 

To extend the n o t i o n , now wi th precedent, tne e x i s t i n g roao 

bees could convert tc a bike ^ r j .-.ikin^: pat.i to furt .oer exranc 

our Exerald Necklace park systex. Le t ' s c a l l i t tne MS Patn *" 

the 21st cen tu ry . 

Now, tha t kind c f press they cou ldn ' t buy. 

P.S. The f u n d i n g would be 

shared by RTA and 

Cleveland 's Park Sy^teT. 
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ENvihGiviVIENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

s r A I f <)( F L O R I D A 

D E P A R T M E N T O F C O M M U N I T Y A F F A I R S 
"Holpinfi Horidt.irts tre.ile s.^tc. vibr,tn-. i,ustjinabje_communitics 

t . . . . / ^ • ^ ' x 
lAWTON CHILES . \ 1 * ^ " '• MURlfV 

December 2, 192?, 

Ms. E l a i n e K. Kaiser 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
O f f i c e of the Secretary 
Case C o n t r o l Un.it 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

RE: Surtace T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board - Finance Docket 'lumber 
33388 - CSX Cor p o r a t i o n and CSX T r a n s p o r t a t i o n , I n c., 
N o r f o l k Southern Corporation and N o r f o l k Southern 
Railway Company - Con t r o l and Operating 
Leases/Agreements - C o n r a i l , Inc. and Consolidated R a i l 
C o r p o r a t i o n - F i n a l Scope of the Environmental Impact 
Statement 
SAI: FL9707090579CR 

Dear Ms. Kai s e r : 

The F l o r i d a S t a t e Clearinghouse, pursuant t o P r e s i d e n t i a l 
Executive Order 12372, G u b e r n a t o r i a l Executive Order 9^-359, the 
Coastal Zone Management Act, 16 U.S.C. §§ 1451-1464, as amended, 
and the N a t i o n a l Envi ronm^ental P o l i c y Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321, 
4331-4335, 434:'-4347 , as amended, has coor d i n a t e d a review of the 
above-referenced p r o j e c t . 

The South F l o r i d a Water Management D i s t r i c t (SFWMD) notes 
t h a t i t reserves the r i g h t t o f u r t h e r cortunent on the consistency 
of the p r o j e c t a f t e r review of the d r a f t environmental imipact 
statement. Please r e f e r t o the enclosed SFWMD comments. 

Based on the i n f o r m a t i o n contained i n the f i n a l scope of the 
environmental impact statement and the enclosed comments provided 
by our r e v i e w i n g agencies, the s t a t e has determined t h a t the 
above-referenced p r o j e c t i s c o n s i s t e n t w i t h the F l o r i d a Coastal 
Management Program. Comments received from s e v e r a l of the 
r e g i o n a l p l a n n i n g c o u n c i l s are also enclosed f o r your review. 

2535 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD • TALLAHASStC. FLORIDA i i i <i - 2 I 0 0 
Phone H'>0 488 d 4 6 ( ) / S u n ( : o i ) 2 7 8 6 4 6 6 FAX: 8 5 0 .92 1 0 7 b 1/Su n c o m 2 9 1 . 0 7 8 1 

I n I p r n (' t .i d (I • r s s h 11 p: i-. w v\ s I .i 1 c f I. u s' K I m .i I f' d c a h 1 m I 

fLOII0*«>S CIHNSHWtf «XTHHOtlD*IKO««0(flCI 
VfJoiCnticjlsl.ilptoofOT Field Oficf Vpjollnti(jlS(«t<inamF«(dOit<f •'(jBc<40;; 
i-<K,C,PTf,i< M.tk.n Su*.'': ISStulSWTiinolin «MOSW 
V • B*1o» Ftondj »«!0-4Ml Mi?... Flonda !r5MC;; 



Ms. Elain'.- K. Kaiser 
December 2, 1997 
Page Two 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the f i n a l scope of 
the environmental impact statement. I f you have any questions 
regarding t h i s l e t t e r , please contact Ms. Cherie Trainor, 
Clearinghouse Coordinator, at (90-;) 922-5438. 

Ralph Cantral, Executive Director 
Florida Coastal Management Program 

RC/cc 

Enclosures 

cc: Ricky Keck, Central Florida Regional Planning Council 
Teri Bryant-Hunalp, East Central Florida Regional Planning 
Counci1 

Steven Dopp, North Central Flor-da Regional Planning Council 
Wayne Dyess, Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council 
Ron T i n d a l l , South Florida Regional Planning Council 
Wayne Daltry, Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council 
John Meyer, Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council 
Liz Gulick, Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council 
Vivian W h i t t i e r , Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council 



I COUNTY: State 

Message: 

DATE 
COMMENTS DUE-3 WKS 
CLEARANCE DUE DATE 

SAI# 

10/17/97 
10/31/97 
12/01/97 

FL9707090579CR 

STATE AGENCIES WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICTS 

Community Affairs 
Environmental Protection 
Game and Frest-. Water Fish Comm 
OTTED 
State 
Transportation 

Northwest Florida WMD 
South Florida WMD 
Southwest Florida WMD 
St Johns River WMD 
Suwannee River WMD 

The attached document requires a Coastal Zone Management Act/Florida 
Coastal Management Program consistency evalutation and is categorized 
as one of the following: 

Federal Assistance to State or Local Government (15 CFR 930, Subpart F). 
Agencies are required to evaluate the consistency of the activity. 

Direct Federal Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart C). Federal Agencies are 
~ - required to furnish a consistency determination for the State'' 

concurrence or objection. 

Outer Continental Shelf Exploration, Development or Production 
Activities (15 CFR 930, Subpart E). Operators are required to provide a 
consistency certification for state concurrence/objection. 

Federal Licensing or Permitting A jtivity (15 CFR 930, Subpart D). Such 
projects will only be evaluated 'rr consistency when there is not an 
analogous state license or permit. 

OPB POLICY UNITS 

Environmental Policy/C & ED 

OCT 2 7 ,997 ilu 

»a(e Of F«3 Clearingkom 

Project Description: 

Surface Transportation Board - Final Scope of the 
Environmental Impact Statemeni - Surface 
Transportation Board Finance Docket Number 
33338 - csx Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, Inc , Norfolk Southern 
Corporation and Norfoik Southern Railway 
Company - Control and Operating 
Leases/Agreements-Conrail Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation - Florida. 

To Florida State Clearinghouse 

Department of Community Affairs 

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2100 

(850) 922-5438 ( SC 292-5438) 

(904)414-0479 (FAX) 

EO. 12372/NEPA 

^ No Comment 

Q Comments Attached 

Not Applicable 

Federal Consistency 

Q No Comment/Consistent 

Q Consistent/Comments Attached 

Q Inconsistent'Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

From: 

Division/Bureau fcto n}(rl /cPc- o //^TjizcrVkf . p/i c L - i ^ ^ 

Reviewer /O. l^^JH^l^^J 

Date: JO 



COUNTY: State 

Message: 

DATE 

COMMENTS DUE-2 WKS 
CLEARANCE DUE DATE 

SAI# 

1 0 / 1 7 / 9 7 

: 0 / 3 1 / 9 7 

1 2 / 0 1 / 9 7 

FL9707090579CR 

STATE AGENCIES WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICTS 

Community Affairs 
Environmental Protection 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Comm 
OTTED 
State 
Transportation 

1 r ncT 

Northwest Florida WMD 
South Florida WMD 
Southwest Florida WVD 
St. Johns River WMD 
Suwannee River WMD 

2 7 1997 ^ 

State of flQiida Clearinghouse 

The attached document requires a Coastal Zone Management Act/Florida 
Coastal Management Program consistency evalutation and is categorized 
as one of the following: 

Federal Assistance to State or Local Government (15 CFR 930, Subpart F). 
Agencies are required to evaluate the consistency of the activity. 

Direct Federal Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart C). Federal Agencies are 
~ ~ required to furnish a consistency determination for the State's 

concurrence or objection. 

Outer Continental Shelf Exploration, Development or Production 
Activities (15 CFR 930, Subpart E). Operators are required to provide a 
consistency certification for state concurrence/objection. 

Federal Licensing or Permitting Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart D). Such 
projects will only be evaluated for consistency when there is not an 
analogous state license or permit. 

OPB POLICY UNITS 

Environmental Po.llcy/(^& ED 

OCT 2 0 1997 

C r f l C t Or_ 

Project Description: 

Surface Transportation Board • Final Scope ofthe 
Environmental Impact Statement - Surface 
Transportation Board Finance Docket Number 
33388 - CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation. Inc , Norfolk Southern 
Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company - Control and Operating 
Leases.'Agreemerits - Conrail, Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation - Florida. 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse 

Department of Community Affairs 

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2100 

(850) 922-5438 ( SC 292-5438) 

(904)414-0479 (FAX) 

EO. 12372/NEPA 

Js^^No Comment 

• Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

Federal Consistency 

^ No Comment/Consistent 

• Consistent/Comments Attached 

Qj Inconsistent/Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

From: 

Division/Bureau; 

Reviewer: x - J ^ 

Date: 



COUNTY: State DATE : 1 0 / 1 7 / 9 7 
COMMENTS DUE-2 WKS: 1 0 / 3 1 / S 7 

Message: CLEARANCE HUE DATE: 1 2 / 0 1 / 9 7 
S A I # : FL9707090579CR 

STATE AGENCIES WATER M A N A G E M E N T DISTRICTS OPB POLICY UNITS 

Community Affairs 
Environmental Protection 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Comn 
OTTED 
State 
Transportation 

Northwest Florida WMD 
South Florida WMD 
Southwest Florida WMD 
St. Johns River WMD 
Suwannee River WMD 

Environmental Policy/C & ED 

^ •̂T2d 1997 

State of Flonda Ctearingbouse 

The attached document requires a Coastal Zone Management Act'Florida 
Coastal Management Program consistency evalutation and is categorized 
as one of the following: 

Federal Assistance to State or Local Government (15 CFR 930, Subpart F). 
Agencies are required to evaluate the consistency of the activity. 

_X Direct Federal Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart C). Federal Agencies are 
required to furnish a consistency determination for the State's 
concurrence or objection. 

Outer Continental Shelf Exploration, Development or Production 
Activities (15 CFR 930, Subpart E). Operators are required to provide a 
consistency certification for stat,' concurrence/objection. 

Federal Licensing or Permitting Activity (15 CFR 930. Subpart D) Such 
projects will only be evaluated for consistency when there is not an 
analogous state license or permit. 

Project Description: 

Surface Transportation Board - F'nal Scope ofthe 
Environmental Impact Statemen' - Surface 
Transportation Boarrf Finance Docket Number 
33388 - CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation. Inc , Norfolk Southern 
Corporalion and Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company - Control and Operating 
Leases/Agreements - Conrail. Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation - Florida 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse 

Department of Community Affairs 

2555 Shumard Oak Boul vard 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2100 

(850) 922-5438 ( SC 292-5438) 

(904)414-0479 (FAX) 

EO. 12372/NEPA 

JQ- No Commient 

• Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

Federal Consistency 

^ N o Comment/Consistent 

• Consiste,-,t/Comments Attached 

• Inconsistent/Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

From: 

Division/Bureau: 

Reviewer. ^ ^ - y ^ ^ l / L J 

Date: /O U / / 9 7 



COUNTY: State 

Message: 

DATE : 

COMMENTS Dt ;E-2 WKS: 
CLEARANCE DUE DATE: 

S A I # : 

1 0 / 1 7 / 9 7 

1 0 / 3 1 / 9 7 

1 2 / 0 1 / 9 7 

FL9707090579CR 

STATE AGENCIES WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICTS OPB POLICY UNITS 

Community Affairs 
Environmental Protection 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Comm 
OTTED 

X State 
Transportation 

Northwest Florida WMD 
South Florida WMD 
Southwest Florida WMD 
St. Johns River WMD 
Suwannee River WMD 

Environmental Policy/C & ED 

- — - -

OCT ?, a 1997 

State ot Florida Clearinghouse 

The attached document requires a Coastal Zone Management Act/Florida 
Coastal Management Program consistency evalutation and is categorized 
as one of the following: 

Federal Assistance to State or Local Government (15 CFR 930, Subpart F). 
Agencies are required to evaluate ' le consistency of the activity. 

Direct Federal Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart C) Federal Agencies are 
~ ~ required to furnish a consistency determination for the State's 

concurrence or objection. 

Cuter Continental Shelf Exploration, Development or Production 
Activities (15 CFR 930, Subpart E). Operators are required to provide a 
consistency certification for state concu rence/objection. 

Federal Licensing or Permitting Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart D) Such 
projects will only be evaluated for consistency when there is not an 
analogous state license or permit. 

Project Description: 

Surface Transportation Board - Final Scope of the 
Environmental Impact Statement - Surface 
Transportation Board Finance Docket Number 
33388 - CSX r orporation and CSX 
Transportaiion, Inc , Norfolk Southern 
Corporation and fJorfolk Southern Railway 
Company - Control and Operating 
Leases/Agreements - Conrail, Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation - Florida 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse 

Department of Community Affairs 

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 

Tallahassee. FL 32399-2100 

(850) 922-5438 ( SC 292-5438) 

(904) 414-0479 (FAX) 

EO. 12372/NEPA 

( 3 ^ 0 Comment 

Q Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

Federal Consistency 

[g^No Comment/Consistent 

p ] Consistent/Comments Attached 

Q Inconsistent/Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

From 

Sivisionj^ureau: 

U.4 

ID' >7'in 



rLX>RIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
LAHTO^ e m i t s 

00VTR.10R 

605 Sutoanrwe St/e'-t TalUhdSb<-«: riorida ,•52399-0450 m O I A S r. BARKT. Jr. 

SECRITAKT 

M E M O R A N D U M 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

Copies: 

Subject 

October 31, 1997 

State Clearinghouse^ 

Robert G. Hebert, Jr.^'^'7'^ 
Admi n i s t r a t o r - P o r t n rinod a 1 
Florida Department of Transportation 
SC 994-4546 FAX SC 292-4942 

Of 

n 

%i 

//// 

'^^ Clo 

FOOT ICAR Coordinator w/att. , ^ub l i r ; Transportation 
Manager-District 2, Florida Coaj^al Management Director 
(DCA), F i l e 

ICLJ? Federal Consistency Project Review Process 
cs:' Leases/Agreements - CSX/NS Merger 
SAI# FL9707090579C 

In accordance with departm.ental procedure 525-010-205, and State 
Clearinghouse requirements f o r review and comment on p o t e n t i a l 
federal projects that may a f f e c t state programs and objectives, 
please be advised that the above-referenced proposed study or 
proj ect: 

Does influence and impose a p o t e n t i a l impact on e x i s t i n g 
state programs or objectives under Ra i l O f f i c e 
j u r i s d i c t i o n to the extent noted i n the fo l l o w i n g 
comments: 

Does not influence or impose a p o t e n t i a l impact on 
e x i s t i n g state programs or objectives under Ra i l 
Office j u r i s d i c t i o n at t h i s time,and no comments or 
recommendations are required. 

Should further information or explanation be required, please fe e l 
free to contact the Rail O f f i c e at (850) 414-4500. 

RGH/ 
Attachment 

0 RECYCLED PAPER 



COUNTY: State 

Message: 

DATE 

.COMMENTS DUE-2 WKS 
CLEARANCE VUZ DATE 

SAI# 

10/17/97 

10/31/97 

12/01/97 

FL9707090579C.R 

STATE AGENCIES WATER MANAGEMENT DISTkiCTS OPB POLICY UNITS 

Community Affairs 
Environmental Protection 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Comm 
OTTED 
State 

X Transporution 

Northwest Florida WMD 
South Florida WMD 
Southwest Florida WMD 
St. Johns River WMD 
Suwannee River WMD 

fl 1 
^^'^'^ Of 

The attached document requires a Coastal Zone Management Act/Florida 
Coastal Management Program consistency evalutation and ir. categorized 
as one of the following: 

Federal Assistance to State or Local Government (15 CFR 930 Subpart F). 
Agencies are required to evaluate the consistency of the ai''vity. 

Direct Federal Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart C). Federal Agencies are 
required to furnish a consistency determination for the State's 
concurrence or objecti in. 

Outer Continental Shelf ."rploration, Development o ' Production 
Activities (15 CFR 930, Subpart E). Operators are required to provide a 
cotisistency certification for state concurrence/objection. 

Federal Licensing or Permittinc, \ctivity (15 CFR 930. Subpart D) Such 
projects will only be evaluated for consistency when there is not an 
analogous state license or pe'mit. 

Project Description: 

Su.'face Transportation Board - Final Scope of the 
Environmental Impact Statement - Surface 
Transponjtion Board Finance Docket Number 
3?.388 - CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, lnc , Norfolk Southern 
Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company - Control and Operating 
Leases/Agreements - Conrail. Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation • Florida 

To: Florida Statb Clearinghouse 

Department of Community Affairs 

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2100 

(850) 922-5438 ( SC 292-5438) 

(904) 414-0479 (FAX) 

EO. 12372/NEPA 

g No Comment 

Q Commen.s Attached 

• Not Applicable 

Federal Consistency 

[ig^'fjo^Comment/Consistent 

• Consistent/Comments Attached 

• Inconsistent/Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

From: 

Divislon.'Bu^au 

Reviewer: 

Oate. 

f^bcf /UAH cffir/f 



TO: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

NORTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
Project Review Form 

State Clearinghouse 
Department of Community Affairs 
2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-2100 

October 2b 1997 

=̂̂ T2 9 1997 

State of Florida Clearinghouse 
Project Review Intergovernmental Coordination 
Title Surface Transportation Board-Final Scope ofthe Environmental 

Impact Statement 
SAI# FL9707090579CR 

The District has reviewed the subject application and attachnents in accordance with its 
responsibilities and authonty under the provisions of Chapter 373, Flonda Statutes As a result 
review, the District has the following responses: 

ACTION 

No Comment. 

Supports the prOject 

Objects to the project, explanation attached 

Has no objection to the project, explanation options' 

Cannot evaluate the project; explanation attached 

Project requires a permit from the Distnct under 

DEGREE OF REVIEW 

Documentation was reviewed 

Field investigation w?s performed. 

Discussed and/or contacted appropnate office about project. 

Additional documentatioi/''esearch is required 

Comments attached. 

SIGNED 
Duncan Jay Cairns 
Ctiief, Bur Env & Res Ping. 



COUNH': State 

Message: 

DATE 
COMMENTS DUE-2 WKS 
CLEARANCE DUE DATE 

SAI# 

10/17/97 
10/31/97 
12/01/97 

FL9707090579CR 

STATE AGENCIES WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICTS OPB POLICY UNITS 

Community Afff lrs 
Environmental Protection 
Game and Frash Water Fish Comr 
OTTED 
State 
Transportation 

Northwest Florida WMD 
South Florida WMD 
Southwest Florida WMD 
St. Johns River WMD 
Suwannee River WMD 

— OCT 2 9 1997 

State 0̂  Florida Clearinghouse 

The attached document reqiiires a Coastal Zone Management Act/Florida 
Coastal Management Program consistency evalutation and is categorized 
as one uf the following: 

Federal Assistance to State or Local Government (15 CFR 930, Subpart F). 
Agencies are required to evaluate the consistency of the activity. 

Direct Federal Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart C). Federal Agencies are 
~ ~ required to furnish a consistency determination for the State's 

concurrence or objection. 

Outer Continental r.helf Exploration, Development or Production 
Activities (15 CFR 930, Subpart E). Operators are required to provide a 
consistency certification for state concurrence/objection. 

Federal Licensing or Permitting Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart D). Such 
projects will only be evaluated for consistency when there is not an 
analogous state license or permit. 

Environmental Policy/C & ED 

Project Description: 

Surface Transportation Board - Final Sco^o of the 
Environmental Impact Statement - Surface 
Transportation Board t-'inance Docket Number 
33388 - CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, Inc , Norfolk Southern 
Corporation a.-.d Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company - Control and Operating 
Leases.'Agreements - Conraii, Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation - Florida 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse 

Department of Community Affairs 

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2100 

(850) 922-5438 ( SC 292-5438) 

(904) 414-0479 (FAX) 

EO. 12372/NEPA 

Jo Comment 

Q Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

Federal Consistency 

io Comment/Consistent 

Q Consistent/Comments Attached 

Q Inconsistent/Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

Fro.n: fJwoT^»/iuKiN> 

Division/Bureau 

Reviewer: 

Date: 

id 

7^ O ^7 



NOV- :-97 {/ON E:3̂  PM S"'"H fL '̂AlE? 1.:GKT DUT FA; NO. 5̂ ' 687 6896 

COUNTY; State 

Message: 

STAlfc AGENCIES 

Cunirnunlty Affairs 
tnvironmentai ProtBctlon 
Ciame and Fresh Water Fish Comm 
OTTED 
State 
Transportation 

COMMEUTfl D'JE 2 VfK8; 

CLrAPANUK DUE D A T B : 

.«!AT«: 

10/17/97 
10/31/97 
12/01/97 

FL9707090579CR 

WATER MANAGEMeNI DISTRICTS 

NorthwBM Florida WVD 
South Florida WMD 
Southwest r inr lda WMD 
Sf Johns River WVD 
Suwanne* Rivp' WM") 

Th« attachod document requires a Coastal Zone MnnayenieiK Att/r iorlOa 
Coastal Managtnient r roota i i i tu' i^ isleacy eviiiuiation and Is categorized 
i t one of Uie (ulluwlng: 

Federal Assistance lo Sl.iia or i ar.ai Onvpmmetit (15 CTR C30, Subpart f ) . 
' A jpncips ure ror|tilr»d to evaluate lhe eone ..tone/ of t>ie act:«.!y. 

)( Dirflcl Tederjil Activity (15 CFR 63C, Subpart C) Federal Agencle* are 
required lo fufnisl i a consistency d«term!nalion for tlm Statp's 
concurrence cr objection. 

Outei Cmit l i ionul snelf txplarat lon, Developmnit r r Preductmr 
— Actuides (IS t > K 930, Subpart E). Operators are rp<julre(J to pnv ide a 

consistency certification for state concurrem-e'obJectiDn. 

rederol L lceni lne m Pcrmlll l i ia AcUvlly (18 CFR 930, SuDpart L ). SUCh 
projec' .III! t i i i i / tiu evaluated f j ' consistency w.ien tnaro is n >t art 
an»it.Hit^uit state license or pemilL 

OPB POI ir.Y UNITS 

Pnvirnnfnon'aj Pollry/C * F;J 

KG J 0 3 1997 ^ 

Florida Clearinghouse 

P f o j p c l D M c r l p f i o n ; 

Surface Ttarspcrtaiian Board - Fh»i S'vipn of lh# 
Er^ironnienlfti Impart Staf*moo' • "Su'face 
Trari<ipnfia!irin P9»,d F i rarc* Dectot fJi/mbof 

- rSV: Cr^pcrjt.on and CSX 
Trancportalicr. Inc , N'ctYclk Gojthem 
Cfrricrrlofi «nd fJoifolK Soutiiem Rol'way 
C fnp iny - Cciil ul niitJ OpHiatlnij 
lj-.«sw>/^gre>?iiifiils • Conran. Inc and 
Consoinaied KJ I Ccrp-̂ ration - Horida 

To. Florida State Ckciringliouse 
Department of CommLinity Affairs 
2555 Shumord Oak Dculcvord 
laiiahassee, \-fd2399-2100 
(850) fi??-M:^8 ( SC 292-5438) 
(904) 41 4-0479 (FAX) 

hederal Cons.ttency 

Q] No ComnKnt 
[3 Connie.nts Att-jctied 
• Net Applic.-iblo 

Q No Cumti jiil/Cons stent 
CorisistftntyConiments Attached 

Q Inconv rtent'Coniirenli Alld'.lieU 
n Not Aoplicable 

From; 
Division,'Biir*»r'3u: 

Reviewer 

Date: fo /?.o / T7 



COUNTY: State 

Message: 

DATE 
COMMENTS DUE-2 WKS 
CLEARANCE DUE DATE 

SAI# 

10/17/97 ( ) 
10/31/97 5;) 
12/01/97 ' 

FL9707090579CR 

STATE AGENCIES WATER MANAGEfVIENT DISTRICTS 

Community Affai*^ 
Environmental Protection 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Comm 
OTTED 
State 
Transportation 

Northwest Florida WMD 
South Florida WMD 
Southwest Florida WMD 

X St Johns River WMD 
Suwannee River WMD 

nCT 2 7 1997 ^ 

State of Florida Clearinghouse 

The attached document requires a Coastal Zone Management Act/Florida 
Coastal Management Program consistency evalutation and is categorized 
as one ot the following: 

Federal Assistance to State or Local Government (15 CFR 930, Subpart F). 
Agencies are required to evaluate the consistency of the activity. 

Direct Federal Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart C) Federal Agencies are 
~ required to furnish a consistei.cy determination for the State's 

concurrence or objection. 

Outer Continental Shelf Exploration, Development or F roduction 
Activities (15 CFR 930, Subpart E). Operators are required to provide a 
consistency certification for state concurrence/objection. 

Federal Licensing or Permitting Activity (15 CFR 930, Su jpart D). Such 
projects will only be evaluated tor consistency when thc -e is not an 
analogous state license or permit. 

OPB POLICY UNITS 

Environrrienta>^onty/C & ED 

r— 

Project Description: 

Surface Transportation Board - Final Scope of the 
Environmental Impact Statement - Surface 
Transportation Board Finance Docket Number 
33388 - CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, lnc . Norfolk Southern 
Corporation and Norfolk Souihern Railway 
Compa ly - Control and Operating 
Leases/Agreements - Conrail, Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation - Florida. 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse 

Department of Community Affairs 

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2100 

(850) 922-5438 ( SC 292-5438) 

(904) 414-0479 (FAX) 

EO. 12372/NEPA 

Q No Comment 

• Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

Federal Consistency 

^ ^ N o CommenL'Consistent 

Q Consistent/Comments Attached 

• Inconsistent/Comments Attached 

Q Not Applicable 

From: 

Division/Bureau 

Reviewer: 

Date: 

Policy & PlannioK 

Margaret H. Spontak 

October 23, 1997 



COUNTY: State 

Message: 

DATE 
COMMENTS DUE-2 WKS 
CLEARANCE DUE DATE 

SAI# 

10/17/97 

10/31/97 

12/01/97 

FL9707090579CR 

STATE AGENCIES WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICTS 

Community Affairs 
Environmental Protection 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Comm 
OTTED 
State 
Transportation 

State of 

Northwest Florida WMD 
South Florida WMD 
Southwest Florida WMD 
St. Johns River WMD 
Suwannee River WMD 

;T 2 7 1997 ^ 

lorida Clearinghouse 

The att;j ;hed document requires a Coastal Zone Management Act/Florida 
Coastal Management Program consistency evalutation and is categorized 
as "̂ ne of the following: 

Federal Assistance to State or Local Government (16 CFR 930, Subpart F). 
Agencies i re required to evaluate the consistency of the activity. 

Direct Federal Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart C). Federal Agencies are 
~ ~ required to furnish a consistency determination for the State's 

concurtnce or objection. 

Outer Conjnental Shelf Exploration, Development or Production 
Activities (15 CFR 930, Subpart E). Operators are required to provide a 
consistency certification for state concurrence'objctlion. 

Federal Licensing or Permitting Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart D). Such 
projects will only be evaluated for consistency when there is not an 
analogous state license or permit. 

OPB POLICY UNITS 

Environmental Policy/C & ED 

R E C E I V E D 
S . R.W. M.D. 

OCT 2 0 1997 

ORIGINAL TO FILE. 

COPIES TO 

Project Description: 

Surface Transportation Board • Final Scope t l ths 
Environmental Impact Statement - Surface 
Transportation Board Finance Docket Number 
33388 - CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, lnc . Norfolk Southern 
Corporation ar,1 Norfolk Southe'n Railway 
Company - Control and Operating 
Leases/Agreements - Conrail. Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation - Flonda 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse 

Department of Community Affairs 

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2100 

(850) 922-5438 ( SC 292-5438) 

(904) 414-0479 (FAX) 

EO. 12372/NEPA 

g-W^Comment 

• Comments Attached 

Q Not Applicable 

Federal Consistency 

[] ] No Comment/Consistent 

• Consistent/Comments Attached 

Q InconsiStent/Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

From: 

Division/Bureau 

Reviewer: 

Date rtP/zY? 7 



COUNTY: State 

Messdge: 

DATE 

COMMENTS DLIE-2 WKS 
CLEAR-'-kNCE DUE DATE 

SAI# 

10/17/97 

10/31/97 

12/01/97 

FL9707090579CR 

STATE AGENCIES WATFR MANAGEMENT DISTRICTS 

Community Affairs 
Environmental Protection 
Game and Fresh Water Fish Comm 
OTTED 
State 
Transportation 

Northwest Florida WMD 
South Florida WMD 
Southwest Florida WMD 
St. Johns River WMD 
Suwannee River WMD 

d i OCT 2 8 1997 ^ 

Slate of Florida Clearinghouse 

The attached document requires a Coastal Zone Management Act/Florida 
Coastal Management Program consistency evalutation and is categorized 
as one of the following: 

Feder.il Assistance to State or Local Government (15 CFR 930, Subpart F). 
Agencies are required to evaluate the consistency of the acti. :ty. 

Direct Federal Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart C). ^ederal Agencies are 
~ *• required to furnish a consistency determination for the State's 

concurrenc i or objection. 

Outer Conti lental She'f Exploration, Development or Production 
Activities (1t CFR 930, Subpart E). Operators are required to provide a 
consistency certification for state concurrence/objection. 

Federal Licensing or Permitting Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart D), Such 
projects will only be evaluated for consistency when there is not an 
analogous state license or permit. 

OPB POLICY UNITS 

X Environmental Policy/C & ED 

Cf?':-
:-:0 s 

—' tJ,Kn 

Project Description: 

Surface Transportation Board - Final Scope of the 
Environmental Impact Statement - Surface 
Transportation Board Finance Docket Number 
333S8 - CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, Inc , Norfolk Southern 
Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company - Control and Operating 
Leases/Agreements - Conrail, Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation - Florida 

c r ft 0 
Fec^ral Consistency 

Q No Comment/Consistent 

• Consistent/Comments Attached -

• Inconsistent'Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse 

Department of Community Affairs 

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2100 

(850) 922-5438 ( SC 292-5438) 

(904)414-0479 (F.AX) 

E a 12372/NEPA 

QJOo-Comment'- " / j , , 

• Comments Attached 

• Not Applicable 

From: 

Division/Bureau: 

Reviewer , 

Date 



CENTRAL FLORID.A REGIONAL ['LANNING COI NCIL 

October 22, 1997 

Florida State Clearinghouse 
2.>v> .Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahas.see. Florida 32399-2100 

RH: SAI#: FL9707090579C 

The Central Florida Regional Planning Council staff has reviewed the above referenced 
project in accordance u ith the provisions of the State of Florida's Coastal Management 
Program/Federal Consistency Process procedures and input from affected local 
jurisdictions. 

Based on this review, the Cl'RPC staff has no adverse cominents on the above referenced 
application 

Sincerely, 

Ricky I . Keck. CLCM 
Senior Prouram Manaser 

Enclosure 

OCT 2 7 1997 ^ 

State of Florida Clearinghouse 

.̂ SS KuM Church Sirect. B.irtow. FL }3XM1 • PO B»v :(1S'), B.inow. FL .V^K.M 
(^4)1 .S.U-TI.M) . .SLNCOM .MV-71.M) • FA.X m i ) f,}4-7\}>i • TOLL LRLE i8tK)i :4--H()41 ® 



FLC !DA STATE CLEARINGF USE : 
RFC INTERCOVERr r,w.NTAL COORDINATION I 

AND RESPONSE SHEET i 

SAI#: FL9707090579C DATE: 07,09/97 
COMMENTS Dl E TO CLEARINGHOl'SE: 08/08/97 

AREA OF PROPOSED ACTIVITY: COUNTY: State 

• FEDERAL ASSISTANCE [X] DIRECT FEDERAL ACTIVITY Q FEDERAL LICENSE OR PERMIT Q OCS 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Surface Transportation Board - Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and Request for Comments on 
Proposed EIS Scope in STB Finance Docket Number 33388 - CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Southem 
Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company - Control and Operating Leases Agreements - Conrail. Inc. and Consolidated 

ROUTING: KPC 

Aoalachee RPC 
X Central FL RPC 

E Central FL RPC 
N. Central Florida RPC 
NE Florida RPC 
SW Florida RPC 
South FL RPC 
Tampa Bas' RPC 
Treasure Coast RPC 
West Florida RPC 
Withlacoochee RPC 

n.FASF CHECK A L L THF LOCAL COX'FRNMFNTS BFLOW FROM WUICU COMMENTS H A \ E BEEN 
RECEIN ED; A L L C (»LMENTS RECEIN ED SHOLLD HE INCLLDEI) LN THE RPC S CLEARLNCHOLSE 
RESPONSE PACKAGE. IF NO COMMENTS WERE RECEIN ED, PLEASE HECK "NO CO.\LMENT" 
BOX AND RETURN TO C L E A R 1 N ( ; H 0 U S E . 

COMMENTS DUE TO RPC: 07/30/97 ^-.^ _ 

NO COMMENTS: 

(IF THF RPC DOES NO ! RFCEIVE COMMENTS BY THE DEADLINE DATE. LlU; RPC SHOULD CONTACT 
THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT TO DETERMINE 1 IE STATUS OF THE PROJECT REVIEW PRIOR TO 
! ()R\\ ARr)IN(j THF RESPONSE PACKAGE TO THE CLEARINGHOUSE.) 

NOTES: 

ALL ( ()N( ERNS OR (ONLNU NTS RECiARDINC; I HE VITACHED PRO.IECT (INCLLDINO ANV RPC 
( O.M.MENTS) SHOLLD BE SENT IN W R I T I V . BV THE D l E DATE TO THE CLEARINGHOUSE 
PLEASE ATTACH I HIS RESPONSE FOR.M AND REFER TO THE SAI # IN A L L CORESPONDEISCE. 

IF YOU HAVE ANV QL'ESTIONS REGARDING THE ATLACilED PROJECT. PLEASE CONTACT THE STATE 
CLEARINGHOUSE AT (904) 922-5438 OR SUNCOM 272-5438. 



RECEIVED OCT 2 0 1997 
FLC IDAiTATECLEARLNGF USE 

RPC INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION -̂' ^ 
AND RESPONSE SHEET 

SAltt: FL9707090579CR DATE. 10 1797 

CO.MMENTS DUE TO CLEARINGHOUSE: 11/16/97 

AREA OF PROPOSED ACTIVITY: COUNTY: State 

• FEDERAL ASSISTANCE [X] DIRECT FEDERAL ACTIVITY Q FEDERAL LICENSE OR PERMIT Q OCS 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Surface Tran.sponation Board - Final Scope of the Environmental Impact Statement - Surface Transportation Board Finance Docket 
Number 33388 - CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc.. Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railvvay 
Company - Control and Operating Leases'.̂ l!reements - Conrail. Inc and Consolidated Rail Corporation - Flonda. 

ROUTING: RPC 

Apalachee RPC 
Cenfal FL RPC 

X E Central FL RPC ^ 
N. Central Florida RPC r^' 
NE Florida RPC ^^ 
SW Florida RPC 
South FL RPC 
Tampa Ba> RPC 
Treasure Coast RPC 
West Florida RPC 
Withlacoochee RPC %\.Z^^ ^ 

\ . ,r , . j03OT 

t florida Clearinghouse' 

PLEASE CHECK AI L THE LOCAL CON ERNMENTS BELOW FROM WHICH (OMME.NTS HAVE BEEN 
RECEIN ED; ALL COM.MENTS RECEIN ED SHOLLD BE INCLLDEI) IN THE RPC S CLEARINCillOLSE 
RESPONSE PACKAGE. IF NO COMMENTS NVERE RECEIN ED. PLE.\SE CHECK "NO CO.M.MENT" 
BOX ANI) RETURN TO CLEARIN(; i IOl SE. 

COMMENTS DUE TO RPC: 11/07/97 

NO COMMENTS: 

(IF THE RPC DOLS NOT RECEIN E CO\LMENTS BY THE DEADLINE DATE. I HE RPC SllOl LI) CONTACT 
THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT TO DETERMINE THE STATUS OF THE PROJECT REVIENV PRIOR TO 
FORNVARDING THE RESPONSE PACKAGE TO THE CLEARINGHOUSE.) 

NOTES: 

ALL CONC ERNS OR ( O.NIMEN I S REGARI)IN(; H I E AL I AC HLD PROJECT (INCLLDIN(; AN^ RPC 
CO.M.MENTS) SHOLLD BE SENT IN NVRITIN(. BN TIIE DLL D.NTE TO TIIE CLEARINGHOUSE. 
PLEASE ATTAC H I HIS RESPONSE FOR.M AND REFER TO THE SAI IN ALL CORESPONDENCE. 

II- NOU llAN H ANY QUESTIONS REGARDING THE ATI ACIIED PROJECT. PLEASE CONTACT THE STATE 
CLEARINGHOL'SE AT (904) 922-5438 OR SUNCO.M 272-.' 138. 



GROWING SMARTER THROuGH REGIONAL PLANNING 

East Central Florida 

REGIONAL 
PLANNING 
C O U N C I L 

Counci l Cha i rman 
Lorry Whaley 

Clerk of Courts 
Osceo la Coun ty 

Vice Chai rman 
Evelyn Smith 

Commissioner 
City of Eustis 

Secretary-Treasurer 
Carole Barire 

Governor s A p p o m t t e 
Seminole County 

Executive Director 
Aaron Dowling 

The Council's mission is to 
take a leadership role in 

ropresenting identified 
regional resources and 

interests through a strategic 
planning program, 

develop and maintain a 
.•egional da ta sys'em 

provide coordination and 
assistance to governments 

at a;i levels, develop a 
shared vision of the 
region's future, and 

coordinate the region's 
resources and eu^'Z'- ' -
achieve common goals 

Serving Brevard, 
Lake, Orange, Osceola. 

Seminole and Volusia 
counties and fhe 67 cities 

in the Eos* Central 
Florida region 

1011 Wymore Road 
Suite 105 

Winter Park, Florida 
32789-1797 

Phone 407 623 
Fax 407 623 

1075 
1084 

O 
O 

October 29, 1997 

Ms. Keri Akers 
Florida State Clearinghouse 
Department of Community Affairs 
2555 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-2100 

Re; FL 9707090579CR 
RE-98-06 EIS Conrail Acquisition 

Dear Ms. Akers:: 

In accordance with the Office of Planning and Budgeting 
Intergovernmental Coordination and Review Process, this office has 
conducted a clearinghouse review of the above referenced proposal. 

Based on this review, the Council offers the following 
comments and/or recommendations; 

The proposed project, as presented for review and 
when considered in its entirety, is consistent with the 
adopted Goals, Policies and Objectives of the East 
Central Flonda Regional Planning Council. 

Shoutd there be any questions concerning this review, please 
contact the Project Review Division at the Council Office. 

> 

Sincerely, 

Ten Bryant-Hunalp 
Technical Assistant 
Planning Services 

Suncom 334 1075 
Suncom Fax 334 1084 

Puntec c- 'e. 



N o r t h C e n t r a l F l o r i d a 
R e g i o n a l P l a n n i n g C o u n c i 

S O O a N W 6 7 P L A C E , S U I T E A , G A I N E S V I L L E , F L O R I D A 3 S E 5 3 - 1 6 0 3 
( 3 5 2 ) 9 5 5 - S S O O S U N C O M E S 5 SSOO F A X ( 3 5 2 ) 9 5 5 - S S 0 9 

October 21, 1997 

Keri Akers, Clearinghouse Coordinator y r \ ^ f ^ " '̂ 
Coastal Management and State Clearinghouse "v^>—''-J ' - i l ' * 
Florida Department of Community .Affairs i \ j V j 
2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard ' OCT 2 3 1997 
Tallahassee. FL 32399-2100 

State of Florida Clearinghouse 
RE: Surface Transportation Board - Final Scope of the Environmental Impact Statement -

Surface Transportation Board Finance Docket Number 33388 - CSX Corporation and 
CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk Soulhem Railway 
Company - Control and Operating Leases/Agreements - Conrail. Inc., and Consolidated 
Rail Corporation - Florida {SA1#: FL9707090579CR) 

Dear Ms. Akers: 

The North Central Florida Regional Planning Council functions as the Regional Clearinghouse 
for Planning Disirict 111 as designated by the Stale of Florida pursuant to Presidential Executive 
Order 12372. 

The following comment is submitted on the above-referenced item in accordance vvith State 
Clearinghouse procedures and Council rules. 

The above-referenced item is consistent with the North Central Florid.t Strategic Regional 
Policy Plan. 

No comments on this item were requested by the Council from affected local go\ emments, 
agencies, or organizations. A copy of the RPC Intergovemmental Coordination and Response 
Sheet is enclosed. Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions conceming this matter. 

Sincerely, 

La 
Steven Dopp 
Senior Planner 

enclosure 
.xc: Jasmine Ratfington, DCA 

St'r\ irii> Florida's Suwannei' \alley 



FLOP'OA STATE CLEARINGHf ^SE 
RPC IN î EKGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION 

AND RESPONSE SHEET 

DATE: 10/17/97 
SAI #: FL9707090579CR 

COMMENTS DUE TO CLEARINGHOUSE: 11/16/97 

AREA OF PROPOSED ACTIVITY; COUNTY. State 

• FEDERAL ASSISTANCE Q DIRECT FEDERAL ACTIVITY Q FEDERAL LICENSE OR PERMIT Q OCS 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

NumbeVsTT^S^^^^ ' ^ ' . T Environmental Impact Statemen. - Surface Transportation Board Finance Docket 
^ ^ ' c ! t : t ^ ^ T ° : : ^ : : r ' - ^ - - P - - ' - - NorfCk southem corporation and^Norfolk Southem Ra wa 
^ompan> Lontrol and ^..rating Leases/Agreements • Conrail. Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporation - Florida 

ROUTING: RPC 

Apalachee RPC 
Central FL RPC 
E Central FL RPC 
N. Central Florida RPC 
NE Florida RPC 
SW Florida RPC 
South FL RPC 
Tampa Bay RPC 
Treasure Coast RPC 
West Florida RPC 
Withlacoochee RPC 

REGIONAL r-'.ANN'lJQ COUNCIL 

COMMENTS DUE TO RPC. 11/07/97 

nCT 2 3 1997 '•lli; 
state of Florida Clearinghouse 

NO COMMENTS: 

(IF THE RPC DOES NOT RECEIVE CO.MMENTS BY THE DEADLINE DATE THE RPC SHOULD CONTACT 
HE LOCAL GOVERNMENT TO DE lERMINE THE STATUS OF THE PROJECT REVIEW PR^OR TO 

FORWARDING THE RESPONSE PACKAGE TO THE CLEARINGHOUSE.) 

NOTES: 

r ! ) M N ? ^ ^ f ? m u M n K F ( ; A U I ) 1 N G T H E ATTACHED PROJEC I (INCLL I)1N(; .^vy RPC 
i ' l l ^ ^'"^ ' \ \ Urr iNG B Y T H E D I E D . \ T F T O T H F C L F V R I N r n n i V r 

F'LLASL A I T A C H THIS RKSPO.NSE FORM A.M) REFER TO THE S A l " IN .ALL CORF^>m 



Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council 
Baker • Clay • Duvai • Flagler • Nassau • Putnam • St. Johns 

9143 Philips Highway, Suite 350, Jacksonville. Florida 32256 
(904)363-6350 FAX (904) 363-6356 

Suncom 874-6350 Suncom FAX 874-6356 

November 17, 1997 T F \ T f * i ^ ^ T 7 ^ f ? T R ^ 

Florida State Clearinghouse 
Department of Community Affairs NOV 2 1 1997 
2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallaha.ssec, Florida 32399-2100 

Att: Glenn Church 

i 
state of Florida Clearinghouse 

SAI# : FL9707090579CR Final Environmental Impact Statement, CSX and CSX 
Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporalion and Norfolk 
Southern Railway Company, Conrail, Inc. and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation - Florida. 

The Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council staff has reviewed the above Direct Federal 
Activity. No respon.ses or comments were received from local governments. 

Based on the information contained in the Project Description and after a review ofthe 
Comprehensive Regional Policy Plan goals and policies the .staff finds the proposal to be 
"consistent" with the following regional policy: 

Policy: 16.2.1. In order to preserve the region's natural resources and quality of life, urban 
growth should take place where services are either existing or planned in an environmentally 
acceptable manner. 

This Federal activity also generally conforms with the policies, plans, and programs of the 
Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council. 

This letter signifies that the Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council staff has no objection 
to the above cued Direct Federal Activity 

Sincerelv, 

Wayne A. Dyess 
Regional Planner 

A l l i rma l i ve A c h o r a n a Eoua l OopolL,fMly Empk j>er 



FLC IDA STATE CLEARINGf USE ^^^^t^^ ^1-
RPC INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION 

AND RESPONSE SHEET 

SAI#: FL97C7090579CR DATE: 10 17,97 

COMMENTS DUE TO CLEARINGHOL'SE: 11/16/97 

AREA OF PROPOSED ACTIVITY: COUNTY: State 

• FEDERAL ASSISTANCE [X] DIRECT FEDERAL ACTIVITY Q FEDERAL LICENSE OR PERMIT Q OCS 

FRO.IECT DESCRIPTION 

Surface Transportation Board - Final Scope ofthe Environmental Impact Statement - Surface Transportation Board Finance Docket 
Number 33388 - CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway 
Company - Control and Operating Leases Agreements - Conrail. Inc and Consolidated Rail Corporalion - F lorida. 

ROUTING: RPC 

N. Central Florida RPC " i i i i , „ ' <̂  

Apalachee RPC 
Central FL RPC 
E Central FL RPC 

NE Florida RPC ^'^^ ^ 9 IQQy 
X SW Florida RPC ' 

South FL RPC State of Pl 
Tampa Ba> RPC '^'O/'/cfa Ctearir^.t. 
Treasure Coast RPC ™''Oyjg-
West Florida RPC 
Withlacoochee RPC 

F'LEASE CHECK ALL THF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS BELOW FROM WHICH COM.MENTS HAVE BEEN 
RECEIVED; A L L C O M M E M S RECEIVEP SHOLLD BE INCLLDED IN THE RPC S CLEARINCHOUSE 
RESPONSE P A C K A ( ; E . IE NO COM.MENTS W ERE RECEIVED, PLEASE CHECK "NO COMMENT" 
BOX ANI) RETURN TO CLEARINCHOUSE. 

COMMENTS DUE TO RPC: 11/07/97 

i M ^ "^I'i 
nCT £2 1397 

S.W. FLORIDA REGIONAl 
PLANNING COUNCIL 

NO COMMENTS: 
(IF I HF Rl'C DOLS NO I RIX EIVF COMMENTS BY 'HIL DEADLINE DATF. THE RPC SHOULD CONTACT 
THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT TO DETERMINE THE STATUS OF THE PROJECT REVIEW PRIOR TO 
FORWARDING THE RESPONSE PACKAGE TO THE CLEARINGHOUSE.) 

NOTES: 

A L L ( ()N( EJLNS OR ( O M M E M S KEGARI)IN(; THE ATT XC HEI) PROJECT (INCHDINC; A N \ RFC 
C O.M.MENTS) SHOLLD BE SENT IN WRITING B^ THE DUE DATE TO THE CLEARINGHOUSE. 
PLEASE A I TAC H I HIS RESPONSE FOR.M AND REFER TO THE SAI # IN ALL CORESPONDE.NCE. 

IF VOU HA\ F ANV QULS 1 IONS RFGAR[)1NG fHE AITACHED PROJECT, PLEASE CONTACT THE STATE 
CLEARINGHOUSE AT (904) 922-5438 OR SUNCO.M 272-5438. 



SoutFiwcst Florida Kct<if)nal Plannini* ( ouncil 

4980 Havhnc Dnve. M t Hotn. N. Ft- .Myers. Fl. 33917-3909 (941) (i.S<,.7720 

I'.O. H<i\ 3455. N. Ft. Myers. H . 33918 :3455 SL-XCOM 749-7720 

FAX f H l -6.5r> 7724 

October 27, 1997 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser, Env. Proj. Director l Y i r < ^ ^ > ^ ' U/ ' J ' 
Office of the Secretary' - Case Control Unit J A' -31 f 11 
Finance Docket No. 33388 GOT 2 9 1997 ^ 
1925 K StreeLN.W. 
WASHINGTON, DC 20423-0001 

State of Florida Clearinghouse 
RE: IC&R Project #97-382 

State Clearinghouse <̂ FL970/090579CR 

Surface Transportation Board - Final Scope of the EIS - Surface Trmsportation 
Board Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, 
Inc.. Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company -
Control and Operating Leases/Agreements - Conrail, Inc. and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation - Florida 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

The staff of the Southwest Flonda Regional Planning Council reviews various proposals. 
Notifications of Intent. Preapplications. permit applications, and Environmental Impact 
Statements for compliance vvith regional goals, objectives, and policies, as determined by 
the Strategic Regional Policy Plan. The siaff reviews such items in accordance with the 
Florida Intergovernmental Coordination and Review Process (Chapter 291-5. F..A.C.), and 
adopted regional clearinghouse procedures. 

These designations determine Council staff procedure in regards to thc reviewed project. 
The four designations are: 

Less Than Regionallv Significant and Consistent no further review ofthe project can be 
expected from Council. 

Less Than Regionally Significant ana Inconsistent Council does not find fhe project of 
regional importance, but will note rertain concerns as part of its continued monitoring for 
cumulative impact withm the noted goal area. 

Regionallv Sitznificani and Consistent nrojeci is of regional importance, and appears to 
be consistent with Regional goals, objectives, and policies. 

® 



To: Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser, Env. Proj. Director 
Date: Octobei 27, 1997 
Re: SWFRPC #97-382 
Page: 2 

Regionallv Significant and Inconsistent project is of regional impxjrtance and does not 
appear to be consistent with Regional goals, objectives, and policies. Council will 
oppose the project as submitted, but is willing to participate in any efTorts to modify the 
project to mitigate the concems. 

The above referenced document has beer reviewed by this ofTice, based on the 
information contained in the document, and on local knowledge, has been found No 
Impact on our Region with adopted goals, objectives, and policies of the Strategic 
Regional Policy Plan. Should you or any other party request this finding to be 
reconsidered, please contact Nichole Gwinnett, IC&R Coordinator, with this request, or 
any questions conceming staff review of this item. This recommendation will be 
discussed at the next scheduled Council meeting. Should Council action differ from the 
staff recommendation, you will be notified. 

Sincerely, 

SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 

Wayn^E. Daitry 
Executive Director 

WED/NLG 

cc: \ Keri Akers, Florid JState CleanngEol 



South 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

November 12,1997 State of Florida Clearinghouse 

Ms Keri Akers 
f-luriild .Sidle- Cleiiringhdust' 
l lorida Department of Communit>' Affairs 
2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL .'̂ 2399-2100 

Re: SFKPC #97-10:̂ 6, SAI# Fl f)7079057'>C:R .Notice of Intent fo prepare an Environmental Impart 
Statement and requesi for conmients on the proposed LIS scope m Surface Iransportation Board 
Finance DcKkef Number 3338H, Stateu ide 

Dear .Ms Akers: 

Council staff has reviewed fhe above notice and has the follow inj; comments: 

• The project, as proposed, is generally consistent with the goals and policies of the Strategic 
Rcgiivial I'flhnj PLin for Stuttli hlortda (SKPP), particularlv those regarding land use and public 
facilities, regional transportation and economic development Council staff iK-lieves the future 
productive use of the current CSX System in South Flonda wiM further our goals for a more 
lival le, sustainable, and competitive region. 

• Council staff suggests thai you incorporate into the FIS a Ha/ardous Material Management Plan 
(ILMMP) lo protect against accidental spills of lô îc materials which w ill IK- transported over the 
former Conrail system and the proposed Seven Connections. The Draft EIS should identify the 
company representatives responsible for spill cleanup, the affected state departments charged 
vvith emergencv spill response and those designatevi ciinfractors, to lu' contacted, should a 
hazardous spill occur. Council staff requests the opportunitv' to receive the draft FIS for review 
and comment when it is completed as descrilx-d in the N'olice of (Vlolx.>r 1, 1997. 

• \\ tun re\ lowing the Proposed EIS Scope (Notice), the follow ing goals and policies of the SRPP 
should l)e considered. 

STRATI C:iC RI f;iONAI COAI 2.1 

2 1 Achieve long-term efficient and sustainable development patterns bv guiding new 
ilevelopmenf and redevelopment within fhe region lo areas which are most intrinsicallv 
suited tor development, including an as (1) which are leasl exposed lo cciastal storm surges; 
(2) w here negative impacts on the natural environment w ill be minimal; and (3) w here public 
facilities and services already evist, are programme.! or, on an aggregate basis, can be 
provided most economically. 

3440 Hollywood Boulevard Suite 140, Hollywood. Florida 33021 
Broward (954^ 985-4416, Area Codes 305 407 and 551 ( 8 0 J ) 985-4416 

SunCom 473-4416, FAX (954) 985-4417. SunCom FAX 473-4417 
e-mail sfadmin@sfrpc com 



.Ms. Keri Akers 
November 12, 1997 
Page 3 

Regional Polic'es 

2.1.1 Fncourage the establishment of a uniform 20-year planning horizon encompassing the period 
1995-2015 for the future land use element in all loc-l government comprehensive plans in the 
region for the next update of those plans I urther encourage related long-range plans for the 
region such as, education, transportation and water supply, to provide a policy framework 
consistent with the same 20-year period. 

2.1.6 Direct future development and redevelopment first to areas served by existing infrastructure 
and lo other locations that are suitable for development, as identified in their comprehensive 
plans In particular, local governments should coordinate with stale officials lo identify 
public transportation corriuors and lo promote development along those corridors by 
implementing investment strategies for providing infrastructure and services, which are 
consistent with them. 

STRATEGIC REGIONAL GOAL 2.2 

2.2 Revitalize deteriorating urban areas. 

Regional Policies 

2.2.4 Continue the development of tho urban core concept and criteria in order to a) provide 
incentives for high densitv', urban centers; b) allow for flexibility in the expenditure of 
transportation svstem capital funds to cn-ate a more balanced mix of highways, transit and 
goods movemeni, and c) identify areas and corridors of high-qualify transit service in which 
transportation levels of service standards may t>e based on person trips rather than vehicle 
trips. 

2.2.13 In the development of the regions multi-modal transportation sysiem, give priority to 
enhancing access between existing and emerging employment centers and residential areas 
experiencing underemployment 

STR.\TEGIC REGIONAL GOAL 2.3 

2.3 Enhance the economic competitiveness of the region and ensure the adequacy of its public 
facilities and services by eliminating the existing backlog, meeiing the need for grow th in a 
timely manner, improving the qualitv- of services provided and pursuing cost-effectiveness 
and equitabilitv' in their production, delivery and financing 

Regional Policies 

2.3,6 l ocal governments should consider providing for increased den.sities on their land use and 
zoning maps in those areas where excess capacitv- for public infrastructure exists, specifically 
where those densities will support regional public Iransportation plans and public 
transportation investments. 

23.19 Permit new development only when and where adequate excess capacib/ exists, is 
programmed or where funding to expand that capacity is otherwise made available; 
considering new infill development or redevelopment approved Transportation Concurrency 
Exception Areas 
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2.3.20 Encourage the clustering of places of employment in well-planned activitv- centers so as to 
elicit more efficient use of infrastructure and support services. 

STRATEGIC REGIONAL GOAL 3.1 

3.1 Eliminate the inappropriate uses of land by improving the land use designations and utilize 
land acquisition where necessary so thaf the qualiU' and connectedness ot Natural Resources 
of Regional Significance and suitable high qualit)- natural areas is improved. 

Regional Policies 

311 Natural Resources of Regional Significance and other suitable natural resources shall be 
preserved and protected Mitigation for unavoidable impacts will be provided either on-site 
or in identified regional habitat mitigation areas with the goal of providing the highest level 
of resource value and function for the regional sysiem Fmdangered faunal spcKies habitat 
and populations documented on-site shall be preserved on-site. Threatened faunal species 
and populations and species of special concern documented on-site, as well as critic illy 
imperiled, imperiled and rare plants shall be preserved on-site unless il is demonstrated that 
off-site mitigation will not adversely impact the viabiliU' or number of individuals of the 
species. 

3.1.2 Direct inappropriate uses of land that are not consistent with the protection and maintenance 
of natural resource value's away trom Natural Resou «'s of Regional Significance and suitable 
natural resource areas. 

3 1 19 Uses of the land shall be consistent w ith the sustained ecological functioning of the Natural 
Resources of Regional Significance and suitable adjacent natural buffer areas and will be 
based upon the radius required to provide protectio ' to tlie natural system and associated 
inhabitants The radius will vary in size depending upon the resource or species that is lo Ix' 
protected. 

31 20 Include identified tiuffer areas into the land use planning process at the local government 
level and designate those identified areas for incorporation into the adjacent Natural 
Resources of Regional Significance 

STRATEGIC REGIONAL GOAL 3.2 

Regional Policies 

3.2 Develop a more efficient and sustainable allocation of the wal -r resources of the region. 

3.2.9 Require all inappiopriale inputs into Natural Resources of Regional Significance lo lx.» 
elinunated Ihrough such means as; redirection of offending outfalls, suitable treatment 
improvements or retrofitting options. 

3.2.10 I'he discharge of freshwater to Natural Resources of Regional Significance and suitable 
adjacent natural buffer areas shall designed to imitate the natural discharges in quahtv' and 
quantity as well as in spatial and temporal distribution 
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3.2.11 Existing stormwaler outfalls that do not meet or improve upon existing water qualitv- or 
quantity- criteria or standard, or cause negative impacts lo Natural Resources of Regional 
Significance or suitable adjacent natural bu(fcr areas shall bc modified to meet or exceed the 
existing water quality or quantity criteria or standard The modification shall be the 
responsibility of the outfall operator, permittee or applicant 

STRATEGIC REGIONAL GOAL 3.3 

3.3 Achieve improved air qualitv- throughout the region through a reduction of transportation 
related impacts and the increased use of natural plantings. 

Regional Policies 

3.3 1 Increase the use of alternative modes of transportation such as, but not necessarily limited to, 
carpooling, mass transit and commuter rail svstems 

3.3.2 Increase the availability- of alternative modes of fransportation lo further encourage their use. 

3.3.7 Strengthen the coordination and understanding of the linkage between land use and 
transportation/air quality planning. 

STRATEGIC REGIONAL GOAL 4.1 

4.1 Achieve a competitive and diversified regional economy, including lower unemployment 
rate and higher per capita income than the state and national average for Dade, Broward 
.md Monroe Counties through the achievement of cutting edge human resources, economic 
development intrastructure and other resources to ensure a sustainable regional eommunit)'. 

Regional Policies 

4 1 10 Coordinate and develop a totally integiafed, multi-modal regional transportation system 
whereby heavy and light rail Iransit, people movers, Iri-Rail Commuter Service trolleys, 
express and local bus service and other transit related travel play a more active role in the 
movemeni of people When modernizing or creating new transportation sysiem utilize land 
use/transportation strategies to reduce congestion and allow for sustainable giowtli in tlie 
Region. 

4 1 12 Promote the coordination for seaports and airports with Tri-Rail, tixi, and other ground 
transportation through forums, workshops, seminars, etc , to facilitate information exchange 
and joint planning. 

STRATEGIC REGIONAL GOAL 5.1 

5.1 To achieve muluallv supportive transportation planning and land use planning that 
promotes both mobilitv- and accessibilitv in order to foster economic development, preserve 
natural svslems, improve air qualitv, increase access to affordable housing and promote 
safet)-. 
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Regional Policies 

5.1 16 Improve intermodal linkages among the various transportation systems in the region, 
including multimodal access to and connections betwwn airports and seaports. 

51 17 Support the development of a statewide rail network to improve inter-regional and 
intermodal linkages 

5.1.18 Enhance freight movement through the development of a multimodal regional transportation 
system vMth links between highway, rail, air and sea transportaticm 

5.1 19 Provide efficient dependable, and cost-effective inlermodal movement of goods and 
passengers to ensure the region's continued abilitv- to compete for trade movements and 
cruise pa'̂ senger business in the global economy. 

STRATEGIC REGIONAL GOAL 5.2 

5.2 To enhance the regional transportation systems role in system-wide preparedness for 
emergency situations. 

Regional Policies 

5.2.2 Develop high design, maintenance and inspection standards for the primary elements of the 
region's multimodal transportation system to enable the system's survival in the event of 
hurricanes or other natural disasters. 

5.2.3 Provide access to regional, system-wide information, so thaf the populace, including the 
transit dependent, will be aleried lo transportation system conditions and effective response 
and recovery information can IK- received. 

5.2.4 Provide infermodai connections lo primarv evacuation facilities. 

STRATEGIC REGIONAL GOAL 5.3 

5.3 To achieve a coordinated transportation sysiem planning process across jurisdictions and 
across issue-areas so that barriers are minimized and consistency across the region is 
achieved. 

Regional Policies 

5.3.1 Strengthen regional coordination regarding transportation planning and transportation 
improvements of regional signific ance Ihrough mechanisms such as the Council s Multimodal 
Regional 1 rdiisporlation System Conunittee and other conmiillees. 

5.3.2 Facilitate regional transportation policv and planning related research, distribution of data 
and educational inlormation throughout the region, and utilization of proven technologies 
that supports a regional perspective and considers regional impacts. 

5.3.3 Promote use of techniques and processes such as cross-acceptance and conflict resolution to 
improve coordination at the planning stage and encourage the participation of local 
governments. 
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5.3.5 Promote the participation of the private sector in transportation planning and ensure that 
public and private respc>nsibilities for transportahon improvements are determined equitably 
and on a fair share basis. 

Thank you for the opportunit)- to comment Please feel free to call me should you have any questions. 

vSincerel* 

Rorf I mdall, AICP 
Senior Planner 

Rl/kc 
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Councilman 

Armand "Sandy" Burke 

Vice-Ctiairman 
Commissioner 

Steven M Seibert 

Secrelary.Treasurer 
Barbara Romano 

Executive Director 
Julia E Greene 

Sf: 

October 29, 1997 

Ms Cherie Trainor 
Florida State Clearinghouse 
Florida Department of Community Affairs 
2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100 

Subject IC&R #345-97, Railroad Consolidation Application Final Scope of 
the Environmental Impact Statement, SAI #FL9707090579CR, 
Statewide 

Dear Ms Trainor: 

This letter constitutes acknowledgement and preliminary assessment of an 
application for the aforementioned project submitted under the provisions of 
Florida's Intergovernmental Coordination and Review (IC&R) process 

While we do find the proposal to be regionally significant, initial in-house review 
does not indicate the necessity for action by the Council All member local 
governments will be notified of your application for any comments concerning local 
significance You will be contacted if any local concerns are identified 

In accordance with staff findings, and subject to concurrence of the Tampa Bay 
Regional Council's (TBRC) Clearinghouse Review Committee and TBRC's fijil 
policy board, this project is considered to have met the requirement of Florida's 
IC&R process and no further review will be required by our agency This letter 
constitutes compliance with IC&R only and does not preclude the applicant from 
complying with other applicable review/permit requirements or regulations 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me 

Sincerely, 

' ; /,} • 
Johrl M Meyer, Principal Planner (J 
Intergovernmental Coordination & Review 

JMM/bj 

THE REC ONAL PLANNING COUNCIL is recognized as Flonda s only multipurpose regional entity tnat is in a position to plan for and 
coordinate intergovernmental solutions to groA-tn-related problems on greater-tnan-local issues provide technical assistance to local 
governments and meet other needs of the communities in each region 

F S 186 502(4)1 
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FL UDA STATE CLEARING!- >USE 
RPC INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION 

AND RESPONSE SHEET i - , 

SAJ»: fl^9707090379CR 

COMMENTS DUE TO CLEARI.^GHOUSE: 11,16/97 

DATI,: JO'17/97 

AREA OF PROPOSED ACTIVITY COUNTY: Sute 

•bKMII • KtUtRAL AbblSI ANCt [XJ UlRECT KtUtKAl . AC I lV i 1 ^ ;_) I KJhRAL LICENSE UK \' 

PRO.IFnr DF.SrRIPTION 

Surface Transponation Board - Final Scope of the Environnient?.l Impact Statenient - Surface Tran <;porrat ion Board F 
Number 33388 - CSX Corporaticn and CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Soutiiem ( orporaiion ami Norfolk Southen 
Company - Control and Operating Leases'AgrecmentE - Conmi!. Inc and CoiKohdatfd K.iil foipontioD - Florida 

ipa.nce Docket 
Railway 

ROUTING; RPC 

.Apslarhpp RPC 
Central FI, Rlx". 
E Central FL Rl'C 
\ ' renrral Flondn RPC 
NE Florida RPC 
SW Florida RPC 
Soutti FL RPL 
Tampa Oay RPC 
Treasure Co.ut RPC 
West Florida RPC 
Withlacoochee RPC 

PLEASE C i r e C K A L L T H E L O C A L GOVERNMENTS B E L O W FROM V t W C M C O M M E N T S n A \ T 
RECEIVED; A L L C O M M L M S R t C t l V L l ) b l l O U L U BK I N C L L D l l» 1^ I HK KP( S t L K A 
RESPONSE P A C K A G E . IF NO COMMENTS WERE RECEIVED, PLEASE t ; : E C K "NO C O M ^ 
BOX AND R E T i r R N T O CLEARINGHOUSE. 

COMMENTS DUE TO RPC: 11;07/97 

• BEEN 
K l i > f . ; H O t i i K 

E N T " 

NOCQVl.MENTS: 

(IF THE RPC DOES NOT RECEIVE COMMENTS BY THE DEADLINE DATE. THE RPC SHOUI-D CONTACT 

THE I o r<M n n v F R X ' M F N T TO DFTFHMINF. TMF STATl.'S OF THK PROJECT REVIEW PRJOR TO 

FORWARDIN'G THE RESPONSE PACKAGE TO THE CLEARlNGHOl'SE ) 

NUIbS: 

A M CONCERNS OR C O M M E N T S REGARDLNG I H E A T I ACUFI) PROJECT (INCLUDLNG 
C OMMENTS) SIIOUI^D BE SENT I N WRITINC: I tV ITTE DUE I)AT E l O T I U : CLEAROSOHOU 
PLEASE . \ T T A C H I H I S RESPONSE FORM .VND REFTR T O I HF SAl ii IN A L I ( ORF.SPOM) 

IF YOU HAVE AMY QUESTIONS REGARDING THE ATTACHED PROJECT. PLEASr CONTACT 
CLEARINGHOUSE AT (904) 922-5438 OR SLT^COM 272-54.18. 

ANY I RPC 

•NCE. 

T TC STATE 
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TREASURE COAST REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCO 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL COQRDINAnON AND REVIEW LOG 

TCRPC NUMBER: 97-FL-lO-lO (SAl //FI.9707090579CR) 

APPLICANT: Surface Transporiatian Board, Section ofEiivironmeHtal 
Analysis i 

PROJEC T DESCRIPTION: Pinal Scope ol the hnv ironmental Impact Statement 

The Surtace Iransportation Hoard is issuing a Notic? of 
Intent to prepare an I-'IS for a proposed raJiroad co ilrol 
transaction involving 44,000 miles of rail lines and 
related facilities covering a large [jortion cf l!he ea; tem 
United Stares. Tnc proposal is for CSX corporation and 
C'SX Transportation. Inc., Norfolk Southem Corpon tion 
and Norfolk Soutliern Railway Company (o att 
control of Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) 
authority fur the sulwquciil divibiuii of Coiuail's assets 
The Board ha.s detennined that an EIS is warranted d»e to 
thc nature and scope of cnvironmciitaJ issued (sue 
inter-city passenger service and commuter rail ser ice; 
that may arise. 
November 1997. 

Tlic draft EIS will ix; sobrr.irfc I 

FUNDING AGENCY: 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

No funding requested 

Tliis program coniaias work and efforts that could fu ther 
SRPP R«|{ionnl Goal 7.1, foT n hpi\nt\mi and irttpgi ated 
transportation system. 

AGENCIES CONI ACTED: Indian River County 
St. Lucie County 
Martin County 
Palm Beach Countv 

uire 
and 

as 

i n 



FLC IDA STATE CLEARINGF USE 
RPC INTERC;OV ERNMENTAL COORDINATION 

AND RESPONSE SHEET 

SAI«: FL97()7090579CR R E C E I V E D - u i 2 1 1007 ^ATE: 10/17/97 
COM.MENT.S DI E TO CLEARINGHOU.SE: II/I6/97 

AREA OF PROPOSED ACTIVITY: COUNTY: State 

• FEDERAL ASSISTANCE [X] DIRECT FEDERAL AC HVITY Q FEDERAL LICENSE OR PERMIT Q OCS 

PRO.JECT DESCRIPTION 

Surface Trar'portation Board - Final Scope ofthe Environmental Impact Statement - Surface Transportation Board Finance Docket 
Number 333o8 - CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway 
Company - Control and Operating Leases .Agreements - Conrail, lnc and Consolidated Rail Corporation - Florida. 

UOLTING: RPC 

Apalachee RPC 
Central r L RPC 
E Central FL RPC 
N. Central Florida RPC j ' i ' ' ' " V j 

Mr 7 1.-
SW Florida RPC " ^- i fgO^ 

NE Florida RPC 

South FL RPC 
Tampa Bay RPC 
Treasure Coast RPC 
West Florida RPC 

X Withlacoochee RPC • - > - - ^3 

PLEASE CHECK AI L THE LOCAL GOVERNMENTS BELOW FROM WHICH COMMENTS HAVE BEEN 
RECEI\ EI); A L L COM MENTS RFC FIN LD SHOI Ll) BF INCLl DFD IN THE RPC S CLEARINGIIOLSE 
RESPONSE PACKAGE. IF NO CO.MMENTS W FRF RECEIVED, PLEASE CHECK "NO C O.MMENT" 
BOX ANI) RETURN TO CLEARINGHOUSE. 

COMMENTS DUE TO RPC: 11/07/97 

NO CO.M.MENTS: 

(IF THE RPC DOES NOT RECEIVE COMMENTS BY THE DEADLINE DATE. THE RPC SHOULD CONTACT 
THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT TO DETERMINE THE STATUS OF THE PROJECT REVIEW PRIOR TO 
l-ORWARDING THE RESPONSE PACKAGE TO THE CLEARINGHOUSE.) 

NOTES: 1 1 / 1 0 / 9 7 : See WRPC comments a t t a c h e d , 

. ! .L ( ()N( FRNS OU (O^IMFNTS R F ( ; A R I ) I N ( ; I T I F A I TACUFI) PRO.IFC T (1N( L I DINC; \ N ^ RPC 
COM.MENTS) SHOI LI) BF SENT IN WRITINCi B^ THF 1)1 F DATF Ti ) THF CLEARINGHOl SE. 
PLi \SF AT TAC I I I HIS RFSPONSF FORM ANI) REFER TO THE SAI » IN ALL CORESPONDENCE. 

IF YOV H A \ T : A N Y g i ES T I O N S R E G A R D I N G I H E A E I A C H E D PROJECT, P L E A S E C O N T A C T THE STATE 
CLEARINGHOUSE AT (904) 922-5438 OR SUNCO.M 272-5438. 



LINDA S. SLOAN 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

1241 S W 10th Street 
OCALA, FLORIDA 34474-2798 

Telephone 352/732-1315 
Suncom 667-1315 

FAX 732-1319 
email: wrpc@atlantic net 

November 10. 1997 

SER'.i.NG L E V V C i * R o i 
MABiON SUWTEB ANO ^ # 

O ' r I C E R S 

NICK BRYANT 
CHAIRMAN 

PAT NOVY 
VICE-CHAIRUAN 

EUGENE A. POOLE 
SECRETARY 

Ms Ken Akers. Coordinator 
Florida State Clcarinuhousc 
Department of Coninuinit\ Affairs 
2555 Shumard Oak BUd 
Tallahassee. FL .̂ 2399-2100 

SUBJECT SAI U: FL9707090579CR 
Surfacc Transportation Board - J'inal Scope of EIS 
Florida 
VVRPC ICR« 58-FI5-97-STB 

Dear Ms Akers 

''12 
^ Of 

1997 'Ij^J 
Flo. 

'Se 

WRPC staff contacted Michael Dalton. SEA Project Manager. Conrail Control Transaction, and was advised that 
no sites in Florida will be impacted at this time Hou ever, as some hazardous materials ma\ bc transported b\ 
rail ulong llie east coast of Florida, the following goals in the WRPC s adopted Siraw^ic Regional Policy I'lan 
ma> be applicable 

Regional Goal 3.1: All counties in iJie region will be prepared to respond to and recover from thc 
impacts of all ha/ards 

Regionai Goal 3.6: Local govemments sliall protect the pi blic from ha/ardous matenals releases 

W c appreciate thc opporlunilv lo comment on this program 

Sincerelv. 

Vivian k Whittier 
ICR Procedural Coordmalor 

Aavv 

Enc. (SCH Response Sheet) 



FLC IDA S^wv.r: CLEARINGF USE . 
RPC INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDLNATION -

AND RESPONSE SHEET 

SAI#: FL9707090579CR DATE: 10/17,97 
COMMENTS DUE TO CLEARLNCiHOUSE: 11/16/97 

AREA OF PROPOSED ACTIVITY: COUNTY: State 

• FEDERAL ASSISTANCE [T] DIRECT FEDERAL ACTIVITY Q FEDERAL LICENSE OR PERMIT Q OCS 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Surface Transportation Board - Final Scope ofthe Environmental Impact Statemen! - Surface Transportation Board Finance Docket 
Number 33388 - CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway 
Companv - Control and Operatinu Leases Agreements - Conrail. lnc and Consolidated Rail Corporalion - Florida. 

ROUTING: RPC 

t—V c-ẑ  ^—ir=ar-c-»f-»(—»-~^ X Apalachee RPC 
l » Y l r V^>.L.^.\ \»i • 1 • CentralFLRPC 

OCT 3 0 ,997 ' ' ^ B ^ l B ^ ' ^ W 
SW Florida RPC \lV\^ ,nai 
South FL RPC l i ) ^ OCT 2 3 ^99/ State of Florida Clearing.house Tampa Bay RPC 
T reasure Coast RPC 
West Florida RPC ' ^ L A N N I N G COUNCIL 
Withlacoochee RPC 

PLEASE CHECK A L L TIIE LOCAL GOVERNMENTS BFLOW FROM WHICH COMMENTS H AVE BEEN 
RECEIVED; A L L C O.M.MENTS RECEIVED SHOI LD BF INCLLDED IN THE RPCS CLEARINCiHOLSE 
RFSPONSF PACKAGE. IF NO COM.MENTS W FRF RECEI\ ED, PLEASE CIIECK "NO CO.\LMENT" 
BOX ANI) RETURN TO CLEARI.NCillOLSE. 

COMMENTS DUE TO RPC: 11/07/97 

NO C O.%LMLNTS: \' 

(IE THE RPC IXJES NOT RECEIVE COMMENTS BV THE DEADLINE DATE. THE RPC SHOULD CONTACT 
THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT TO DETERMINE THE STATUS OF THE PROJECT REVIEW PRIOR TO 
FORWARDING T Hi: RESPONSE PACKAGE TO THE CLEARINGHOUSE.) 

NOTES: 

A L L CONC FRNS OR COMMEN I S R F C ; A R 1 ) I N G THE A I TAC HED PRO.IEC T (INC I I DING AN^ RPC— 
COMMENTS) SHOI I D BF SENT IN W RITING BV TIIE DUE DATE TO THE CLE ARINGHOUSE 
PLEASE .\TTAC H I HIS RESPONSE FOR.M AND REFER TO THE SAl P IN ALL CORESPONDENCE. 

IF YOU HAVE ANV OLES I IONS REGARDING THE ATTACHED PROJECT. PLEASE CONTACT THE STATF 
CLEARINGHOUSE AT (904) 922-5438 OR SUNCOM 272-5438. I A C J i n t M A l b 
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B A Y 
V I L L A G E 
SCHOOLS 

ENVIRCiVMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Novcir.ber 25^'. 

.177 Dover Center Hoad 
Hay ViUage, Ohio 44140 
(:i6)S7i-2.m 
tAXH99-5SH0 

Dennis C. Woods 
SuperintenderU 

Thomas F. Carr 
AssisUint Superintendent 

John J. Cavalier, Jr. 
Treasurer 

tuaaitif tducaiwn 

.\ancy M. Rttdgen, 
l/if rence (i. Elmore 
( aiherine H. (iikhriitt 
Karen A. IJeske 
Carols, fancoast 

U. S. Surface Transportation Board 
Attn: SF.A Finance l)(Kkol 33.388 
l'>:5 K Street. NW 
Washington. 1) C". 20423 

hear''. S. Surface 1 ransportation Board: 

This letter is to once again convey our serious concern regarding a pending Norfolk 
Southern/CSX merger and the subsequent incrca.se in rail traffic anticipated in Bay 
Village, Ohio. 

hncloscd you will lind a Resolution to Oppose an Increase In Train 
Traf l i t appioved by our Board of Kducation on .No\etnber 24. IW7. We 
ivs|x;ctfully requesi that the T ransportation Board give serious deliberation to .his 
issue. Wc huploK you to explore alternative solutions to reduce the negative health 
and safely impact on t)ur communiiy. T hank you lor your consideration of this 
important matter. 

Severely, 

Dennis C. W\H)ds 
SuixTintendent 

John Cavalier, Jr 
Treasurer. DirecU)r of Business & 

Fiscal Ser\ ices 

enclosure I 1) 

Kducation For A Ufet'-n. i-j learning 



VILLAGE 
SCHOOLS 

A Resolution 
to Oppose an Intrease in Train TralTic 

WHl-.KI-.AS. (he Nortolk Southem l.NSi and CSX Transportation arc proposing joint acquisition ofConrail Inc. and 
plan to increase lhe nuinbcr of freight Irains through thc nc rthvvcstem suburbs from 14 a day to 3S a dav; and 

WHIiRl lAS. an increase in daily ireight Irain traffic would create safety concerns for the students who enter the 
conirminit> to attend school iit c ither St. Raphael School. Ba\ Village Montessori School or the Bay Village City 
Schools and for students who leave the city for co-ciirricular contests and academic field trips and competitions; and 

W H I ; K I ; . . \ S . concerns regarding the safety of our students and staff members \\ ho ride over or near the tram tracks as 
well as for those parents who dri\e students in and out of Ba> Village would be grcatlv increased if train iraffic were 
lo nearly triple over its current rate; and 

Wlll.KF.AS. increased freight train traffic .vould cause health and sateiy concems and could, in fact, create a life or 
ileath situation for our students and staff if police, fire or emergency squad access to and away from ou. schools to 
medical facilities is impeded or rerouted around congested railway crossings, and 

\\ HFRI^AS, an increase in rail traffic would negatively impact property values, which directly impact the scht)ol 
disiiict o|XTating budget; and 

WHF!Rl..'\S. an increase in daih freight train use would create environmc..;al concerns regarding noise and air 
pollution as vvell as ongoing disniplions lo lhe learning pr.Kess within our schools; and 

W HI KIIAS. concerns over health aiul safetv due to potential increase in the transportin,! of hazardous materials 
vv hich in cast of derailment vvoulil i equ ire the evacuation ot our sehooK wilhin I AO lo four miles of the tracks; 

NOW . TllFRHIORE; Bl 11 RI SOEVT.I) In the Bav Village Board of Education that the Board opposes the acquisi
tion ofConrail, Inc. by Noriolk Southem and C\S,\ Transportation, which would rc:-ii!; in mcreased rail traffic ihrough 
our community and increased safetv risks to the students of Bay Village; and 

Bl : IT IT 'HI HI R RI S( )! ,VI-.!) ihai liie Board encourages other area school boards and parent organi/atii>ns, includ
ing St. Raphael s and Bav Village Montessori School, to t ike similar action to send a clear message ti the Federal 
Surface Transportalion Board before they lake action to approve this acquisition by June 1998; and 

BE Al,SO RI-SOLVId) ihal a copv of this resolution be submitted lo the Federal Surlace T ransportation Board. 

Ixiwrence G. Elmore 

President, Hoard of Fdiu ution 

karen .A. Lieskc 

C atherim II. (iih hrist 

Superintendent of Schools 

Treasurer 

C arol S. Pancoast 

S'ancy .M. Rodgers 
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SUSTAINABLE SOCIETY ACTIOM PROJECT, Inc. 
525 Mitivale Road 

•. Upper Darby, PA 19082-3607 
^^^ V. • .""^.!?:f»J7^L 610*352-2689 

Vernon A. Williams. Secret.irv 
Olfice ol the Secretary 
C.ise Comroi Br.uich 
Surl.ice Transportation Bo.ird 
1925 K. Slreeet. N.W. 
Washinuton. DC 2(»4:3-(H)() 1 

November 24. 1997 

Attr : S I N I inance Docket No 333SS 

Dear . \ I i . Williams, 

As a uroupof jvople conceriisd ;ihout making ;i sustainable econotny in the United Sl;iles. 
we are inleresled in the proiiosed s.ile ol C onrail :issets to Norlolk-Soulhern and CS.X. Rail 
tninsporlation. ot both p.issengers .ind freigh'.. is more energy efficient than either highvvav or 
;in ir.msiiort.Uion Iherelore .i v i.ible r.iil sysiem vvill be iei|Uired tor the luUire. 

We h.ive three m.iior concerns .iboul the proposed le-org ini/.ition ol r.iilroad ojx-r.itions 

in the northe.isl qu.idr.inl ol the United Stales. These iv)ints .ire listed below: 

1. To reduce he.ivv truck trallic on through highvv;iys. it is essenti.il ih.il direct r.iii treighl 
service i v .iv.iil.ible to soutnern New I ngl.ind. L*>ng Isl.ind. .ind New > ork Citv Irom the 
Soulhe.isl. At present, tlie southernmost treighl ir.icks .icioss the Hudson River .ire ne.ir .Mbany 
- which is iike h.iviiig to go to B.iilimore ,ind W.ishington by way ol Harrisburg. Repl.icing the 
lormei c.ir-tio.il oivr.iiions .icross New ^ ork h.irbor wil l be ;in exivnsive project, but it must 
be done. It involves running Height ir.uns through Pciinsyi\.mi.i Sl.ilion in New '"tork. which 
h;is been studied" loi ovei 25 ve.us .uul or re-opening the Mid-lludso!^ r.iil bridge Ihe re-
slMiclured r.ul svslems shouid be mstructed to sivedilv imiilenieni direct tr.ms-hudson treighl 
serv ice. 

2. Bettei co-ordm.ition betv/een leedei Imes .md the iong dist.ince c.iiners must be .irr.mged. 
There is concern th.u the pl.iii io turn over ali loci! Height ir.ickv to shorl lines. .Mi medium 
.md huge gener.ilors ol treiglit should be served by r.iil sidings, including ship piers In 
.iddiiion. there should be 1.icilities intermod.il tr.msler ol sm.iil shipments io Height c.irs lor 
intei-cilv niovenu nts l.ocil 1-eight cu movements on br.iiich lines must .ilso be .lilociled a l.iir 
sh.iie ol lile tot.i! ii,msiiort,ilio:i ch.irge 

IMAr^'NE A SUSTAINABLE FUTURE AND ASK, WHY NOT"? 



SUSTAINABLE SOCIETY ACTION PROJECT (2) 

Finallv. i l some competition is good, mote is betier. L.ich ot llic two sirong rouics Horn 
the New York - Northern Jersey are.i U) the Mid-west w.is allocated to one ol the suitofs lor 
Conr;iil However, the wciiker Frie-Lackawann;i route ihrough the P«)com) Mount;iins md the 
Souihern Tier counties ol New York Sl.ile should .ilso be preser\ed. .ind used lor .i signilic.ml 
.imount o! Ireight traflic. II this route is olleied it) the C.in.idi;tn P.icilic or one ol the large 
western railro.ids. with trackage rights to the Philadelphia .ire.i. there would be .ictive ihree-w.iy 
competition lor Delaware V.illey Height business. 

Sincerely yours. 

^^..^yf ^, /:^: 
Ernest B C ohen. PF <V PhD 

Copies: 
President Clinion 
Sen.ilor S;miorum 

Sl Rl I KAN '>7J 

IMAGINE A SU.STAINABLE FUTURE AND ASK, WHY NOT"? 
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CENTRftL ftOMmiSTRMlVE UNIT 

Sup«r*n4«n<t«nt 

r r t a t u w 

RE.C'0: ^ 

Central Local Schools 
Ei\ViR05 îl\1Eî ^TAL 

DOCUMENT 

OcUjber 24. 1997 

310S Or««nwicb AngHng Rotd. G(«*n«iicti Otiio 44337 •441 
PSan«( (419) 7&2 13S4 

(4191 r s } M t ; 
FAX (4191 7S24927 

y'tf^i ! ' 

Surface Transportation Safety Board 
1925 K Street. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. .20423-001 

To Whon It May Concem i 

v'-̂  ^ -.̂:̂  -̂ / ' 

As a aember of the South Central Local Schc^ls CooBonity in Huron 
County. I an asking for your help. CSX Railroad is expanding their Hillard 
yard and Greenwich connections without concem for public safety. Repeated 
attempts have been nade by Huron County to get CSX to address this issue, but 
CSX has refused tx) conalt to public safety. 

Increased r a i l traffic, (80 to 100 trains per day) through Greenwich. 
Ohio, will virtually close all eneroencv roBoonse access to 2.067 residents of 
Greenwich Vill«-ge. Ripley Township, part of Greenwich Township, and 923 
students in the South Central school systeia (1/4 •lie north of 
Greenwich) THIS IS TOTALLY UNRCCEPTABLE. 

Huron County has requested that CSX install either an overpass or 
underpass for a l l three rail crossings on Townsend Street in Greenwich. Ohio. 
We cannot deny public safety to our residents and schools I Adding two Bore 
tracks will not lessen the dockage but only enhance i t . 

How can railroads do Bajor expansions to enhance their profitability 
without any regard for public safety? I really need your help; ny life and 
the lives ol others, especially our children, depend on itl11 

Sincerely, 

•1± 

Better Schools Make fl' 'r < ommunittes 
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NEW yO«H S1»TE 

Bernadetts Castro 
Commissioner 

New York State Office ot Parks, Receation and Historic Preservation 
Historic Preservation Field .Services Bureau 
Peebles Islanij, PO Box 189. Waterford, New York 12188-0189 

November 14, 19 97 

El^Titie K. K a i s e r , C h i e f 
O f t i c e o f t he S e c r e t a r y 
Case C o n t r o l U n i t 
STB F:.nance Docket No 3 3 3 8 8 
S u r f a c e 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 ing ton , D.C. 2 04 23-0001 

DOCUMENT 

Dear Ms. K a i s e i : 

RE: STB 
Conrail Sale/Traffic Increases 
M u l t i p l e Counties 
97PR009C 

Thank you for requesting the comments of the State H i s t o r i c Preservation 
Off i r e (SHPO) . We have reviewed the project i n accordance w i t h Section 106 
of the National His'.oric Preservation Act of 1966. 

Based upon t h i s review, i t i s the SHPO's opinion that your project w i l l 
have No Effect upon c u l t u r a l resources i n or e l i g i b l e f or i n c l u s i o n i n tne 
National Register of H i s t o r i c Places. 

I f f u r t h e r correspondence i s required regarding t h i s p r o j e c t , please be 
sure t o r e f e r to the OPRHP Projecu Review (PR) number noted above. 

Sincerely, 

Ruth L. Pierpont 
Director, H i s t o r i c Preservation 
F i e l d Services Bureau 

RLP:cm 

An Equal Opportunity/Attirmative Act.on Agency 
Q ptinlta on r»cycl»d 0«[>«r 
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Ms. Helen T. Corns 
19000' Lake Rd Apt 221 

United States Surface Transportation Board 
S.F..A. Finance DcKket .3.̂ .388 
1925 K Strw't N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20423 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

ENV. 
DOCUMENT 

I would l i k e t o go on r e c o r d as one who i s unalteraD-fty 
opposed t o the proposed increase m the number of ttcii^.S^ 
scheduled to run on the 
through Lakewood,Day Vi 
Rocky R i v e r . 

! N o r f o l k and Southern t r a c k s spaa^K^ict^' 
l l a g e , Avon,Ohio and my own c l t y ^ "'/ TT] 

The newspapers have informed us 
day w i l l increase from 20 t o 38 
one t r a i n every h a l f hour or so! 

t h a t the number of t r a i n s per 
or even 40! That would mean 

7his i s unacceptable! 

I l i v e f a i r l y c lose t o the t r e s t l e for..unateIy m a sound
pr o o f h i g h - r i s e apartment b u i l d i n g . Even so I have n o t i c e d 
how very long and noisy the t r a i n s are. I r e c e n t l y moved 
here ( t o Rocky River) from Lakewood where I was about 200 
yards North of the t r a c k and was even more aware o f the noise 
and the (mandatory, I presume) w h i s t l e blowing day and 
n i g h t . The engineers are o n l y supposed t o t o o t when they are 
approaching a c r o s s i n g -- however some o f them get c a r r i e d 
away and lean on the horn as they t r a v e r s e the t r e s t l e / b r i d g e 
over the Rocky Riv e r . However t h a t i s j u s t a minor p o i n t . 

The mam problem, i s t h a t our l o v e l y community i s d i v i a e d --
North o f the t r a e :s near Lake E r i e (almost e n t i r e l y upscale 
r e s i d e n t i a l ) and south o f the t r a c k s where businesses, 
churches, s t o r e s and more people d w e l l . I t i s a l s o where the 
Community Services l i k e the POLICE and FIRE DEPARTMENT not 
to mention the HOSPITALS are l o c a t e d . Do you begin t o see 
the p i c t u r e ? Do you see, as I do, emergency v e h i c l e s being 
h e l d up f o r extended p e r i o d s o f time ( I f o r g o t t o mention 
t h a t the T r a i n s are u s u a l l y at l e a s t one hundred cars l o n g 
which means w a i t i n g c o n s i d e r a b l e amounts of time when b 
minutes cou.ld mean l i f e or death i n the case o f response time 
f o r the Po-ramedics or the F i r e Department!) 

I haven't even gone i n t o such other c o n s i d e r a t i o n s as the 
l i k e l i h o o d o f increased t r a m a c c i d e n t s , e s p e c i a l l y w h i l e 
c a r r y i n g hazardous m a t e r i a l -- we're not so naive as t o t h i n k 
they don't c a r r y s t u f f l i k e t h a t ! 

Rocky R i v e r , Ohio is a charmir^g and d e s i r a b l e place t o l i v e . 
Please don't r u i n i t w i t h more t r a i n t r a f f i c --Get your 
e x p e r t s t o work on t h i s problem I'm sure they can come up 
With an a l t e r n a t i v e . Put y o u r s e l f m our p o s i t i o n . Do the 
r i g h t t h i n g . 

Hopeful.y, - : ^ ' 

Helen T Corns 
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Recycling & l itter Prevention - Keep Lakewood Beautiful 

November 21. 1997 

U.S. Surface TraJisportation Board 
ATTN: SEA - Finance Docket 33388 
1925 K Streei. N.W 
W ashinaton. D.C. 20423 

ENVfRw • i ti» i. .i-S J A L 

DOCUIV'iENT 

Dear Board Members: 

On behaif of the Keep Lakewood Beautiful .Advison.- Board, a Chapter of Keep 
.•\merica Beautiful. 1 am wTiting to e.xpress our strong opposition to the currently proposed 
acquisition and allocation of the assets of Conrail. Inc. by Norfolk Southem and CSX 
Corporation. Under the proposal. Norfolk Southem plans to divert as nany as twenty-five (25) 
trains or more to its currently-owned westshore line that mns through Lakewood. 

Tnis proposal is totally unacceptable to our Community and poses a senous threat to the 
safety and health of the residents and business of Lakewood. Specifically, the curren" proposal 
fails to recot,nize the following critical factors unique to Lakewood: 

• Lakewood has twenty-seven (271 crossings in three (3) miles and only one i l ) 
underpass on the far west side of town whereby travelers may cross the City in a 
north-south direction without r^il intermption: 

• Lakewood is the mcst densely populated community between New York and 
Chicaco. and anv increase in dail> freight train traffic would create serious health 
and safety risks by interfenng wnh the ability- of Lakewood Hospital, its 
ambulances and paramedic squads, to directly and timely respond to medical 
emergencies for cjxy and all causes, whereby minutes in response time can often 
mean ihe difference between life and death; 

• As a community of neighborhood schools in which the majonty of Lakewood's 
9.000 pre-school and school-aged children walk to their school, any increase of 
freicht trains increasts the risk to our school children; 

-a i^ r l t t , ' ^e D-'.-yty^ Ll! 



1 S. Surfacc i ransporlation Board 
November 21. 1997 
Page Number Iwo 

Any increase in daih freight trains will adverselv imnact the abiliu of all types of 
coordinated emcruenc> response teams between Lakewood and oiher Westshore 
Communities to nest use each others" medical facilities and fire and police forces 
and equipment in a predictable and timely fashion; 

I lie potential increases in the transporting of hazardous materials raises grave 
concerns for health and safet\ in the e\ent of a derailment, which would 
necessitate the e\acuation of residents of Lakewood wilhin 2 to 4 miles ofthe train 
tracks, an area that encompasses the entire City of Lakewood; 

.\n\ increase in dail> freight trains will interfere wilh the ability of Lakewood's 
police and fire safet) forces to directh and timely respond to fires, crime and 
natural disasters; 

Any increa.se in Ireight trains will increase \ehicular and pedestrian congestion, 
strangle the commercial health and generalK lower the qualit\ of life in our 
Communil); 

. \ i i \ increase in freight irains will .se\crel\ restrict traffic mo\ements and congest 
traffic on numerous residential streets. thereb> isi>lating the northern residential 
areas from LakewiH>d's southem commercial areas a.id downtown; 

I hc present propo.sal before the STB means the abandonment of plans to introduce 
commuter rail service to l akewood and communities further west, a great loss to 
I ake wood in tern s id" positi\e economic de\elopment and impro\eU regional 
transportation; 

• .\n increase in daily freight trains would create en\ ironmcnlal concerns due to 
significanll> ele\ated le\els ol noise and air polhitioti; and 

• l he Norfolk-owned .md operated Cle\ciand-\ ermilion line bisects the heart ol" 
! ake\\ood"s densel\ populated residential neighborhoods. 

f or these and other reasons, we respectfulh request \ou reject the present proposal that 
would triple the number i)f trains through Lakewood. Ohio and direct Norfolk Southern and CSX 
Corporalion to de\elop alternati\es that fuli> consider and refiect the unique position of our 
Community 

\ er\ lrul> yours. 

KI I P I AKI WOOD Bl Ai m n BOARD 

Niei MacDonald. Chaimian 
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Surface aransportation iBoariJ 
BaBhington. fl.CT. 20423-0001 

November 19. 1997 

Mr. Robert Flores and Ms. Cindy Tausch 
1330 Cook Avenue 
Lakewood. OH 44107 DOCUMENT 

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

Conrail 

Dear .Mr. Flores and .Ms. Tausch: 

Thank you for your recent correspondence conceming the potential safety effect'̂  ofthe 
proposed changes in train traffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transponation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SE.A) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
pioposed Conrail acquisiiion and will prepaie an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As part 
of its environmental review, SE.A will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, transportation systems, land use. energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safely impacts. SEA will consider accident nsk and \ chicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysts ofthe increased probability of derailments and 
releases of ha/ardous matenals due to increased train tratTic. Further. SE.A will examine local 
tmck traffic increases attnbuiable to increased intennodal activities, and safety issues associated 
with the integration of diffenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition. SEA will 
address potential imparts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due lo increases in rail-related operations as a resull ofthe proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem lo the residents ofthe west side 
of Cleveland and ils westem suburbs. A representative of SEA attended the public meeting held 
in Lakewood on September 21. 1997. in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection ofthe NS route ihrough Lakewood as well as neighbonng communities. 
While the Board and SEA do not expect lo conduct any additional public heanngs, you can be 
assured that your views will be carefully considered along w ith all other comments that have 
been received in this mailer. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA plans lo issue the 
Draft EIS in late December 1997. w ith a 45-day public review and comment penod. After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental information 
available lo dale, consulting w ith appropnate agencies, a.nd fully considenng all public 
comments. SEA plars to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its 
final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Fmal EIS. The Board will issue its final written decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a loll-free environmental Hotline (1 888-869-1997) for interested 
parties to call lo obtain informatio;i about the proposed Conrail acquisiiion and the Board's 
environmental review process. Information is also available on the Intemet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisiiion Web Site" at www.conrailmerger.com. 

1 have made your letter a part of the public docket for this proceeding. If you have 
additional questions conceming the EIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief. SEA, or 
Mike Dallon, SEA's Project Manaj; r for this transaction, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely. 

Linda J. Morgan ^ 



o 
1330 Cook Avenue > 
Lakewood. OH 44107 

Oetobei 14. 1W7 'f. 

In Reference: Docket No. 33.̂ S8 ? 

ez 
TO 

X 
Chairwoman Linda Morgan ^ 
Surtace Triinsportation Hoard 
I92.S K Street. NW. Roi)ni 820 
Washington. D( " 20423 

Dear Madam Chairwoman: 

We are writing to express our concerns regarding the proposed plans lor the Northfolk 
Southern railroad that runs from Cle\eland through the western suburbs. We are \ehementl\ 
opposed to an increase in train traffic for se\eral reasons. This letter w il! detail those concerns. We 
also would like to uryie lhe Surtace I ransportation Board to come to Lakewood to do a ph\sieai 
inspection ofthe Nortolk Southern route and conduct a Public Interest hearing. 

We live in Lakewood next to the train tracks (w ith an empt\ lot between usi. i ortunateK . we 
live on the "right" side oi the tracks the south side, the same side as the hospital. One of our 
concerns is safet\. I he tmcks cut l.akew(H)d in hall. With l.akewooil being the mo t dense!) 
populated cit\ in Ohio and having more tram crossings than an> other eommunit). this is a recipe 
tor disaster. Tripling the train traffic will more than "ikely increase the accidents. This will then 
decrease the safet) of the residents on the "w rong" side of the tracks: we have seen the train stop 
for se\era! hours alter an accident. Safet) personnel will then take longer to get to a resident in 
need and/or longer lor them to get to the hospital. 

We can attest to the fact th.it in the middle ofthe night some of the Irains are traveling so fast we 
cannoi even estimate their speed. This cannot be safe. We are concerned that if there is more train 
traffic, the trains w ill ha\e lo tr;'\el faster so the) can get out ofthe wa) of the next train. This nia\ 
lead lo more accidents endangering w honiever the) ma) hit ttt increase the chance of a derailment 
w ith possible dangerous cargo. 

If lhe train Iraffic triples, there will be approximatel) 31 Irains that will travel through 
Lakewood. I hat breaks dow n io approxun.itel) one train ever) 4 î minutes. Since the) propose to 
us.' Inis rail line for the heavier, longer trains, w hat becomes the timeframe for w hen there is no train 
going thrt>ugh the eommunit)'.' Once again this is a concern for safet) personnel w ho have to. in an 
emergene), decide if the) should wait lor ihe ti.iin lo pass or tr) to go around il w hen res[X)nding to 
someone in need. Hav ing such a heav) indiistruil use of the rail line ihrough a densely populated 
residential eommunit) seems to be a mismatch. 

Another more minor but personal concern is the noise level. The train horn is so loud that it 
musl he breaking sale decibel levels. Some train engineers keep the horn on. rather than 
intermittent bursts. Ihe entire time the) travel through l-;ikewood. ( ind). at the age of 38. has some 
hearing loss lhal is not i) pical of someone her age. We can't say for sure that the train is to blame, 
but it cannot help. 

II this tripling of Irain traffic is allowed lo happen. tho<-' in the communil) who ean afford to 
leave will. This will add to the economic burden alread) being felt b) inner ring suburbs. Those 
with resources will leave the eommunit). leav ing behind those indiv idiials w ith limited resources and 
o|)lions. The cit) will then lace incre;ising eci)nomic hardships. 

We urge sou to carefull) consider the negative elfects of increased Irain traflic thrtniiih 
Lakewood and the western suburbs. 

Sincerel), 

Rok-rt i lores Cindy Tausjh 

ec: .Ma)or Madeline (' iin 
Congressman Dennis Kucinich 



î 'urfacE (Jranapartation Soarb 
Blaaliir-.iiton. CCt. 20423-0001 

(9f((c( of tt|t CliBirnuin 

November 19, 1997 

Mr. Daniel J. Bnggs 
890 .Morewood Parkway D O i 
Rocky River, OH 44116 

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

Dear Mr. Bnggs: 

Thank you for your recent correspondence conceming the potential safety effects ofthe 
proposed changes in train traffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Soulhem 
(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). .As part 
of ils environmental review, SEA will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safely, transportalion systems, land use. energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safety impacts, SE.A w ill consider accident nsk and v ehicular de'ay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysis of the increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due to increased train traffic. Further. SEA will examine local 
tnick traffic increases attnbutable to increased intemiodal activities, and safety :ssues associated 
w ith the integration of diffenng rail ci^erating systems and procedures. In addition, SE.A w ill 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays al rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result of the proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents of lhe west side 
of Cleveland and its westem suburbs. A representative of SEA attended the public meeting held 
in Lakewood on September 21, 1997. in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection ofthe NS route through Lakewood as well as neighbonng communities. 
While the Board and SEA do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs. you can be 
assured that your views will be carefully considered along with all other comments that ha\ e 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board. SEA plans lo issue the 
Draft EIS in lale December 1997, wiih a 45-day public review and comment penod. After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental information 
available lo dale, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considering all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board, In its 
final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its fina; wntten decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
parties lo call lo obtain infomiation about the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process Information is also available on the Intemet on SE.A's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" al w ww .conrailmerger.com. 

I have made your letter a part of the public docket for this proceeding, .f you have 
additional questions conceming thc EIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser, Chiel. SE.A. or 
Mike Dallon, SEA's Project Manager for this transaction, al (202) 565-1530. 

Sinceiely, 

Linda J. Morgan Jan tr 
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.Mr. Daniel J. Briggs 
8W MorewtKfd Parkway ^ 
Rockv River, Ohio 44116 ^ -

X J:r 
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/V/i. Linda Morgan 
Chairperson 
Sl RFACE TRA.WSPORTA TIO.S BOARD 
1925 K Street N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Re: FDltM.m 

Dear Ms. Morgan, 

Your position as Chairperson entitles you as lhe recipient of this correspondence, as well as 
scores of similar communicalions ohieclin(! to the proposed tralfic increase along the (leveland 
lo Vermillion corridor by the .\orfolk Souihern Railroad. Please know this roule us a heavily 
populated residential region. 

I am fearful this letter will go unheard amid the blaring whistles and deafeninti roars of the 
endless stampeding "Iron Horses'" through our otherwise peaceful communities m their quest 
for profitability. 

Last week I experienced, first hand, lhe total disregard which .SOrfolk Southern expresses toward 
the safety of communiiy members. I live on a corner lot, four houses from a Sorfolk Southern 
crossing, emphyees of Norfolk Southern were resurfacing this crossing. One of the workers 
pulled his truck and trailer carrying a bat k hoe along the side of mv house. Recognizing the 
spot as the locution where seven l^> young children ages through 7, would soon be boarding 
the school bus, / ,ipproached the construction worker and suggested he park closer to the tracks 
in consideration of the safety ofthe children. His indifferent reply was to leave the truck where 
it stood and proceed to unload thc back-hoe. He couldn't be bothered by the issiw: a blatant 
disregard for the citizens who live adjacent to the tracks. 

Recognizing the influence available to this billion dollar corporate giant, I urge vou to weigh the 
consequences attributable to this proposal and suggest, that if passed, the qualitv of life for the 



the thousands of residents will be decimated. I heseach you to search your conscience to 
determine whether the value of one life, sacrificed at the expense of corporate profitability, would 
justify the decision to approve this docket. 

I urge you to reject this proposal and further request that YOU deny Norfolk Southern further 
transporting of any hazardous mclerial and/or nuclear waste ihrough our neighborhoods. 

Sincerely, 

/ I 

DanielJ. Briggs 
890 Morewood Parkway 
Rocky River, Ohio 44116 
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(November 19, 1997 

Ms Patncia Cowen i j . 
17426 Woodford Avenue 
Lakewood, OH 44107 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388, CSX and Norfolk Southem •- Control and Acquisition -

Conrail 

Dear Ms. Cowen: 

Thank you for your recent correspondence conceming the potential safety effects ofthe 
proposed changes in train traffic in l akewood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportalion Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) As part 
of lis environmental review , SEA w ill address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, waler 
res-urces, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safely impacts, SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay al grade crossings. 

The EIS also w ill preseni an analysis of the increased probability of derailments and 
releases of h;izardous matenals due to increased tram traffic. Further. SEA will examine local 
tmck traffic increases attnbutable to increased intemiodal activities, and safety issues associated 
w ith the integration of diffenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition. SEA will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due lo increases in rail-related operations as a resull ofthe proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware thai these issues are of major concem to the residents ofthe west side 
of Cleveland and its westem suburbs. A representative of SEA attended the public meeting held 
in Lakewood on September 21.1997, in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection of tne NS route ihrough Lakew ood as w ell as neighbonng communities. 
WTiile the Board and SEA do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs, you can be 
assured that your views w ill be carefully considered along w ith all other comments that have 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA plans to issue the 
Draft EIS in late December 1997, w ith a 45-day public review and comment penod. After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental information 
available to date, consulting vvith appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its 
final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EiS. The Board will issue its final wntten decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interesied 
parties lo call to obiain information about the proposed Conrail acquisition and thc Board's 
environmental review process. Informaiion is also available on the Intemet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at www .conrailmerger.com, 

I have made your letter a part of thc public docket for this proceeding. If you have 
additional questions conceming thc EIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief, SEA, or 
Mike Dalton, SEA's Project Manager for this transaction, al (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerelv, 

Linda J. Morgan ^ 



O c-> 
X 

X -

c 

October 16, 1997 

Ms. Linda Morgan, Chairperson 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street W.W. 
Washington, DC 20423 

Re: F.D. No. 33388 

Dear Mr. Pena: 

I am w r i t i n g t o express my concern over increased railway t r a f f i c 
through Lakewood and surrounding communities. I have been a 
resident of Lakewood f o r most of my 4 5 years, and have owned a home 
near the r a i l r o a d tracks f or over 20 years. 

The safety of residents, especially children conceriis me most. 
Many children cross these tracks daily on their way to and from St. 
James School, Horace Mann School, and McKinley School. I have 
already noticed trains within 15 minutes of each other during peak 
hours when children are on their way to and from school. I am also 
concerned about the transporting of hazardous materials through 
such a populated area and the fact that emergency vehicles could be 
delayed by train t r a f f i c . To increase the t r a f f i c through such a 
populated area increases the risk of catastrophe. 

I am accustomed to r a i l r o a d t r a f f i c and have never been bothered by 
the noise or f e l t overly inconvenienced by the occasional waits to 
cross the tracks. We were obviously aware of the proximity of the 
r a i l r o a d tracks when we purchased our house. Again, my concern i s 
safety. 

PLEASE, consider the e f f e c t on our communities over and above the 
e f f e c t on the p r o f i t s of the Transportation Industry. 

Sincerely, 

"f?(t -...i {UU. C / 
P a t r i c i a Cowen 
17426 Woodford Avenue 
Lakewood, Ohio 44107 
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Ms. Noreen DeNuzzo, Mr. Jeffrey .Myers. Mr. Anthony Myers 
1188 French Avenue 
Lakewood, OH 44107 

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

Conrail 

Dear Ms. Denuzzo, and .Messrs. Myers: 

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning the potential safety effects ofthe 
proposed changes in train Iraffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surfflfp Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmentai review of the potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As part 
of its environmental review , SLA will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, transportalion systems, land use. energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources, 'n analyzing potential 
safety impacts, SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysis ofthe increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due to increased train traffic Further, SE.\ w ill examine local 
truck iraffic increases atlnbutabit to mcreased intemiodal activities, and safet) issues associated 
with thc integration of diffenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition, SEA w ill 
address potential impacts on emergem y response capability because of vehicular delays al rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operaiions as a result ofthe proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware that ihese issues are of major concem lo the residents ofthe west side 
of Cleveland and its westem suburbs. .\ representative of SEA attended the public meeiing held 
in Lakewood on September 21. 1997. in order to hear those concerns first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection ofthe NS route through La);ewood as well as neighbonng communities. 
While the Board and SE.\ do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs. you can be 
assured that your views will be carefully considered along with all other comments that have 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA plans lo issue the 
Draft EIS in lale December 1997, with a 45-day public review and comment penod. After 
conducting an independeni environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental information 
available lo dale, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considering all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its 
final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
parties to call to obtain information about the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process. Information is also available on the Intemet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at www.conrailmerger.com. 

1 have made your letter a part of lhe public docket for this proceeding If you have 
additional questions conceming thc EIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief. SEA, or 
Mike Dalton, SEA's Project Manager for this transaction, al (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely. 

O ^ C U J ^ . >^r>^^^ 

Linda J. .Morgan 



October 16, 1997 ^ v» 
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Lmda J. Morgan, Chairwoman T- ^ 
U.S. Surface Transportation Board T * 
1925 K Street NW, Room 820 % 7; ,j 
Washington, DC 20423 £ 
Dear Madame Chairwoman: 

This l e t t e r i s being w r i t t e n i n response t o Norfolk 
Southern's proposal to increase t r ' i t r a f f i c through Larewood 
and the West Shore area of Clevela. to an average of 38 t r a i n s 
per day. Because we take pride i n our c i t y and are interested i n 
preserving the health and safety of our c i t i z e n s , we ask that the 
Surface Transportation Board consider the f o l l o w i n g requests: 

(1) V i s i t Lakewood to conduct an on-site inspection of 
Norfolk Sout.'jern tracks t h a t are routed through 
our community; and, 

(2) Conduct a public i n t e r e s t hearing to address our 
safety concerns. 

With a population of approximatly 60,000, La)cewood i s the 
most densely populated c i t y between Manhattan and St. Louis, with 
the tracks d i v i d i n g the north and south sides of the c i t y . Our 
community i s opposed to an increase i n r a i l t r a f f i c f o r the 
fo l l o w i n g reasons: 

A. SAFETY CONCERNS 

(1) Travel t o and from Schools. Parks, Library 

We are p a r t i c u l a r y concerned about the safety of our 
c h i l d r e n . Many school-age child r e n cross the tracks d a i l y t o go 
to school, the l i b r a r y , and the parks. 

(2) Access to Hospitals. Fire, and Police Departments 

An increase i n t r a i n t r a f f i c w i l l severely l i m i t access 
t o emergency service t o in d i v i d u a l s who are located on the north 
side of the "-.racks. The closest and largest f i r e department, the 
pol i c e department, and the only h o s p i t a l i n Lakewood are located 
south of the tracks. A stopped or slow-moving f r e i g h t t r a i n 
could prevent emergency services from reaching our ch i l d r e n i n an 
acceptable length of time. This delay could cost a c h i l d or a 
loved one his or her l i f e . 



(3) Carrying of Hazardous Waste 

A d d i t i o n a l t r a i n t r a f f i c v d l l increase the number of 
t r a i n s c a r r y i n g hazardous waste from 254,834 cars per year to 
over 764,000 cars per year. Each car i s a p o t e n t i a l t h r e a t t o 
our safety. The Agency f o r Nuclear Projects, Nuclear Waste 
Office i n Nevada conducted a study using data from the U.S. 
Department of Energy. The Agency compiled the f o l l o w i n g 
s t a t i s t i c f o r the state of Ohio: 

2,733 shipments of high-level nuclear waste from 
nuclear plants and nuclear weapon disarmament w i l l 
travel through Ohio. Of those 2,733 shipments, 2,063 
shipments are l i k e l y to go through Lakewood and the 
West Shore area of Cleveland. 

(4) Evacuation From Schools 

There are no school buses i n Lakewood. Should a t r a i n 
d e r a i l and s p i l l hazardous cargo or another disaster occur, there 
i s no easy way fo r our childre n t o get out of the c i t y . 

B. OTHER ISSUES OF MAJOR CONCERN 

(1) Continued Increase of Rai l T r a f f i c 

Mr. Pat McCune, V.P., Public A f f a i r s f o r Norfolk Southern 
Corporation said he could :iot guarantee t h a t r a i l t r a f f i c would 
not exceed the r a i l r o a d ' s proposed average of 38 t r a i n s per day. 
As Norfolk's business increases, i t i s more l i k e l y than not t h a t 
the number of t r a i n s through Lakewood w i i l continue t o r i s e . 

(2) Property Values 

An increase i n r a i l t r a f f i c w i l l decrease property values 
and the tax base f o r our schools. An eventual f l i g h t of f a m i l i e s 
from Lakewood w i l l r e s u l t i n a general decline f o r our community. 

This issue i s one of great concern t o a l l of us who l i v e , 
work, or have ch i l d r e n attending school i n Lakewood. Please 
consider v i s i t i n g our community so we can share our concerns wit h 
you. 

Very t r u l y yours, 

^ •TA"^'\-^ , i^-' ^1^ > • 

Norteren -OeNu^zo 
Jef f r e y Myers 
Anthony Myers ^(^^y r<] yLP^ 

cc: Madeline Cain, Mayor 
Ci t y of Lakewood 
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November 19, 1997 

Ms. Elizabeth Gear 
12803 Arhss Dnve 
Lakewood, OH 44107 

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

Conrail 

Dear Ms. Gear: 

Thank vou for your recent correspondence conceming thc potential safety effects ofthe 
proposed changes in tram traffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CSX lo acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental .\nalysis (SE.\) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with thc 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will pre pare an Environmental Impact Statemeni (EIS). .As part 
of Its environmental review . SEA will address several environmental impact areas, indud:- t 
safety, transportation systems, land use. energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, waier 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safety impacts. SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossmgs. 

The EIS also will present an analysis ofthe increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due to increased tram iratTic. Further. SE.\ will examine local 
tmck traffic increases attnbutable to increased intermodal activities, and safety issues associated 
with the integration of diffenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition. SE.A will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result of the proposed Conrail 
acquisiiion. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem lo the residents ofthe west side 
of Cleveland and ils westem suburbs. A representative of SEA attended the public meeiing held 
in Lakewood on September 21. 1997, in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection ofthe NS roule ihrough Lakewood as well as neighbonng communities. 
While the Board and SEA do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs, you can be 
assured that your view s will be carefully considered along with all other comments that have 
been received in this mailer. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA plans lo issue the 
Draft EIS in lale December 1997, with a 45-day public review and comment penod. .After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, review ing all environmental information 
availablf lo date, consulting w ith appropnate agencies, and fully considering all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In ils 
final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board w ill issue its final written decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
parties lo call lo obiain informaiion aboul the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process. Information is also available on the Intemet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisiiion Web Site" al w ww.conrailmerger.com. 

I have made your letter a part of the public docket for this proceeding. If you have 
additional questions conceming the EIS process, please contact Flame K. Kaiser. Chief SE.A, or 
Mike Dalton, SEA's Project .Manager for this transaction, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



o cr-
3 : <-» 
> 
X) '- -— 
3: 
> ' CO a: CO 

X 
0 

—,, 
n 
>• 

— 4 

October 18 1997 = - S 

ChaiPAi'oman Linda J Morgan 
Surface Transportation Boarcj 
1926 "K Street NW. Room 820 
Washington DC 20423 

Dear Madame Chairwoman 

I am writing to request that the Surface Transportation Board come to Lakewood Ohio to 
inspect Norfolk Southerns Cleveland-Vermilion route in my community I am also 
respectfully asking you to conduct a PuDlic Interest hearing in Lakewood as part of the 
STB s review of the NS plan to acquire Conrail 

I am not awaie that the STB has ever conducted a local community inspection in reviewing 
other railroad transactions so i realize that your favorable response to these requests may 
be unprecedented However Lakewood's situation is unique and deserves a closer STB 
examination Lakewood is the most densely populated city between New York and Chicago 
with NS trains bisecting our city from border to border According to NS their plan includes 
running 38 trains through Lakewood per day. a near tripling of train traffic 

With the increased likelihood ot a rail disaster and the rout s close proximity to the Lake Erie 
shoreline an effective mass evacuation could be very difficult Escape routes could be 
reduced to only two (tast and West) for residents between the tracks and the lake The 
scenario is ominous for those homes elderly high-rises businesses schools churches and 
public parks thousands could be trapped m an evacuation whiie emergency response 
crews are blocked by a stopped or derailed train Furlher, Lakewood s ability to respond to 
non-rail emergencies-especially fire, police and medical emergencies-will be severely 
crippled 

I believe the public safety implications resulting from Lakewooo s geography and the Norfolk 
Southern route's location m my city are worthy of a STB field inspection and hearing in 
Lakewood Please let me know of your decision in writing 

Thank you 

Respectfully submitted, 

Elizabeth Gear 
12803 Arliss Drive 
Lakewood, Ohio 44107 
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Mr. James R. Anderson 
2067 Reveley Avenue 
Lakewood, OH 44107 

£ November 19, 1997 

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

Dear Mr. Anderson; 

Thank you for your recent conespondence conceming the potential safety effects ofthe 
proposed changes in train traffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportalion Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and u iii prepare an Environmenial Impact Statement (EIS). As part 
of its environmental re\ icw, SEA w ill address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, transportation sysiems, land use. energy, air quality, noise, biological rei- cê .. w aler 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safety impacts, SEA w ill consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysis of thc increased probability of derailments and 
releases of ha/ardous materials due to increased train iraffic. Further. SE.A w ill examine local 
tmck iraffic increases attnbulable lo increased intermodal activities, and safety issues associated 
with the integration of diffenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition, SEA will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result ofthe proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem 'o l!ie residents ofthe west side 
of Cleveland and ils westem suburbs. .\ representative of SE.A sttended the public meeting held 
in Lakew ood on September 21. 1997, in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection ofthe NS route through Lakewood as well as neighbonng communities. 
While the Board and SE.A do not expect lo conduct any additional public heanngs, you can be 
assured that your views will be carefully considered along with all other comments that have 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA plans to issue the 
Draft EIS in late December 1997, with a 45-day public review and comment penod. .After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, review ing all environmental information 
available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Bo?;d. In its 
final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including ail public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a loll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
parties lo call lo obtain informaiion about the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process. Information is also available on the Internet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at ww w .conrailmerger.com. 

J have made your letter a part of the public docket for this proceeding. If you have 
additional questions conceming the EIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief, SE.A, or 
Mike Dallon, SEA's Project Manager for this transaction, al (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. .Morgan 



FOR LAKEWOOD RESIDENTS USE IN FIGHTING 'TRIPLE TRAIN' PLAN 
MODEL LETTER(S) TO SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD MEMBERS 

Date 

C hairwoman Lmda J Morgan iSDim 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K' Street. NV\. Room 820 
Washington. DC 20423 

Dear Madame Chairwoman: ISDOH 

Vice-Chairman Gus A Owen 
Surface Transportation Board x 
1925 K" Street, NW . Room 85i5 
W ashington. DC 20423 

Dear Mr Owen; c. 

C~l 

4 

I am writing to request that the Surface Transportation Board come to LakewoodL Ohio to 
inspect Norfolk Southem s Cleveland-\ ermihon route in m\ community I am also 
respectfully asking you to conduct a Public Interest hearing in Lakewood. as part of the 
STB s review of the NS plan to acquire Conrail. 

I am not aware that the STB has ever conducted a local communitv inspection in reviewing 
other railroad transactions, so I realize that your favorable response to these requests may be 
unprecedented However. Lakewood's situation is unique and deserves a closer STB 
examination Lakewood is the most densely populated cit> between New Vork and 
Chicago, with NS trains bisecting our cit> from border to border .According to NS. their 
plan includes running 38 trains through lakewood per day. a near tripling of train traffic. 

\\ ith the increased likelihood of a rail disaster and the route's close proximity to the Lake 
Ene shoreline, an effective mass evacuation could be ver\ difficult Escape routes could be 
reduced to onlv two (Last and West) for residents between the tracks and the lake The 
scenano is ominous for those in homes, elderly high-rises, businesses, schools, churches and 
public parks Thousands could be trapped in an evacuation, while emergency response 
crews are blocked b\ a stopped or derailed train Further. Lakewood's abilitv to respond to 
non-rail emergencies-especially fire, police and medicai emergencies-will be se\erely 
crippled. 

1 believe the public safet> implications resulting from L akewood's geographv and the 
Norfolk Soulhem route's location in my city are worthv of a STB field inspection and 
hearing in Lakewood. Please let me know of your decision in wnting Thank you. 

7^A-/,f/wz?^>c 7><f^ T/^^^s ^ /-/do '/^c^ U'/^/~c 

cc: Lakewood May or Madeline A Cain 

Respectfully submitted 

Sl(i\All Rh 

Resident's name lame y'-j 
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^ November 19, 1997 

The Scerbin Family 
1095 Leedale Avenue 
Lakewood, OH 44107 

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

Dear Sr ^rbin Family: 

Thank you for your recent correspondence conceming the potential safety effects ofthe 
proposed changes in train Iraffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review ofthe potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). .As part 
of Its environmental review , SEA w ill address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, transportation sysiems, land use, energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safety impacts. SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will preseni an analysis of the increa.sed probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due lo increased train traffic Further, SEA will examine local 
truck traffic increases attnbutable to increased intennodal activities, and safety issues, associated 
with the integration of diffenng rail operating sysiems and procedures. In addition. SE.A will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays al rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result of the proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents of the west side 
of Cleveland and its westem suburbs. A representative of SE.A attended the public meeting held 
in Lakewood on September 21. 1997. in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection of the NS route through Lakewood as well as neighbonng communities. 
While the Board and SE.A do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs, you can be 
assured that your views will be carefully considered along w ith all other comments that have 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board. SEA plans lo issue the 
Draft EIS in lale December 1997, with a 45-day public review and comment penod. After 
conducting an independeni environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental informaiion 
available lo date, consulting wilh appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Fina! EIS for consideration by the Board. In its 
final decision, the Board will consider the entire env ironmental record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue ils final wntten decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interesied 
parties lo call to obiain information about the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process. Information is also available on the Intemet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at www.conrailmerger.com. 

I have made your letter a part of the public docket for this proceeding. If you have 
additional questions conceming the LIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser, ChieL SEA, or 
Mike Dalton. SEA's Project .Manager for this transaction, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

ri 

Linda J. Morean 



M . C A R O L I N E & D E A N A . S C E R B I N 

(Xrrober 1, 1997 

United .States .Surface fransportation Hoard ' 
\ r r \ Ms I inda Morgan 
.Si A I inance D(Kkct 
192f> K .Street NW ^ 
Washtnpton, I)( 2042^ 5 r 

Dear Ms Morgan: • 

l our and a iialt ycar> ago, wlu-n wc nioxid mto I aki wood, thc second set ot railroad tracks 
which ran througli our town were still in the prot(vv of being removed This was done with die 
promise of decreased traffu tlirough onr cii\ We were \ erv enc(/iiraged by this plan. whi(h aided in 
our decLsion to move uito this di\er>e and wcjiidertul comnuinm 

Currently, our community i.s in danger It seems we ha\e another example of a corporation 
considering o///> tJuir economic bottom luie, latlier thm taking into account any social 
responsibility 

Though our greatest concerns regarding this matter applv to the salen of our children the 
attached letter) as any parents would, we are also disturlK'd that Norfolk .'.outhern could so easd\ 
make this decision to gamble with the lives of thc-jsands of people for economic rea.sons We 
like to l)elie\e thai we !i\e in a new era. when effects upon our limited naniral resources, fragile 
environment and die lives and well Ining of humans are weiglud hcavilv in corporate decision 
making ()b\ ioush, this is not the case Norfolk .Southern and CS\, like its strong armed 
preiiecessors of the late nuuteeiith and earh tweiiiieth centurv, must trulv In-lieve thaf their g(jals 
and ol)|ecti\es are more tonsequential than the lives of the people of the "West .Shore" area of 
(Cleveland 

\s iif)/<i)s of tins (ountrv and residents of rlns plant f. wc cannot continue to sancdon large 
corporations to uke irresponsible actions which directly put at risk p£Q|ilc, without concern 
or consideration regardini' the etfeits of their misdeeds 

V\e ask the executnes at Norfolk and .V)uthern to genuiiulv think of our children as thf if 
050! as thev send theirs off to school ui thc mornings .Think <>f their trains loaded w itli dangerous 
chemicals or nuclear waste rolling througli our town, (wissihlv three times an hour during the school 
dav Think of what could happen if there were a glitch ui a safen procedure, or an unforeseen 
mechanical problem Think " f the excuse the-, would give us when our children could not bc 
evacuated from school XMok of how thev could possibly comfort us 

Sintea'lv, 

M. CaroUne Sc Dean A. Scerbin 

.Michael, 8 '.j andKira 5 li 

1095 l ,EEt>. \LE • 1 \ K t . V ( < J « D , O H I O • 4410T 
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K\ichae\ Scerbin 
SEPTh.VffiKR 26, 1907 
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Sepicniber 21. 1̂ 97 

U .S Surtace rransportation Hoard 
AI IN .StiA-hinancc Dockcl < < iHH 
IMZ.S K Street NW 
Washington LM 2042 i 

Dear Sirs 

Mv chtiHrcn) / ^ l ^ ^ J f ^ C L f 1 ^ / 1 ^ a t t e n d Lincoln l lcmcniar̂  Scfiool in Lakcv̂ ood Ofuo 
I,incoln IS north of the Nortolk Soulhem railroad tracks Some of the children attending Lincoln nmsi 
cross thc tracks at least two times a day to get to and from school Ihere arc 4M) cfuldren ihat attend 
Lincoln f-.leincniar> 

f-akcMood Hospital, fhc closest and largest tire dcpannicni and thc Police station are all located south of 
Ihc iracks I hus. a stopped or skm moving! freight train could prevcni criicrgcncv serMCCS Irom reaching 
our children m an acceptable length of time I his7iela\'toii(d cost a child their iife It cotild he ms child 

I his IS wh\ I tcol Strongly against NS increasing rail iratlic bv three time or more ll mav bc more Mr 
Pat .McC une \ i ' Public Affairs tor NS Corporation said he could not giiaranlec thai rail traflic would 
not exceed Ihc ailroad s proposed average ol U lo trains per day As NS's business increases tt is 
more than iikcl . the .ib'jvc numbers ol trams through i.akcwood and the West Shore area will increase 
also i his IS iio' acceptable 

hollowing arc thc reasons wc as a communitv cannot allowed fhis fo occur 

1) Safely - ior onr children who cross thc iracks daily lo po to school thc librarv and parks 

2) Carrying of fia/ardous waste - including nuclear waste- would iheoreiicallv increase from the present 
numher ol .?^4.«14 cars pci vear (already too highj?) ^ luiinbcr through our comjnunijv) to over 764.1)00 
cars per year hach car a potential threat to our children A studv done b\ thc Agcnc-y for Nuclear 
Pioiecfs Nuclear Waste DHitc Nevada based numbers liom fhc U S Depanment ol t;ncrg> and compiled 
thc tollowuif! stfilislic lor the slate of Ohio 2.̂ ^^ shipments ol high .c\el nuclear waste from nuclear 
plants and nuclear weapon disarmament will (ravel tnrough Ohio- 2,(>63 of thone shipment.* arc likel> lo 
j«o Ihrough LahcHtMid and the West Shore area of Cleveland Nortolk southern lias a pie-agreemcnt 
with the Hcderal (iovcmmcnt to carry the above nuclear waste I here are two routes through northern 
Ohio One being ihrough our communitv 

K) A tnplmg of trains ihrough 1 akevvood would mueasc air pollution m i tons per vear Most ot the 
pollutant being nitrogen oxide 

Olhei issues of strong concern are 

hvacuation ol the schools north ol thc iracks should a tram derail and spill ha/ardous cargo There are no 
school buses in Ukcwood iherelore here would bc'no way for Ihc children lo gel oul ol the cilv A 
decrease ol proixnv value which would also bc a dccicasc tax base lur our schools And .i llighi ol 
families from l.iĴ ewood which would mean a general decline lor om comniunuv^ 

I his issue IS one ol grcit concern to all ol us Ihat live in l.akewcxxl Please bc assured the cilizens ol the 
West Shore area are closelv momtonng lhe S I B proctx-dings I am concerned about lhe salctx issues and 
how mv child (rcn) will bc attcctcd / / \^ ' y 

///.c:^a>v/'r^ Sce-fh'y T)etik iJcefSrh 



Surface aransportation iBoarb 
Saslfington. 1i.(L. 20423-0001 

CMfuf of tt|( dhairman 

, November 19, 1997 

Ms. Ann Petrus Baker 
1010 Elmwood 
Rocky River, OH 44116 

DOCUMEf 

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

Dear Ms. Baker: 

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning the potential safety effects of the 
proposed changes in train traffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal hy Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

Thc Surface Transportation tJoard's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an cn\ ironmental rev iew of thc potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As part 
of its environmental review, SEA w ill address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, transportation sys'ems, land use, energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safety impacts, SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also wiil present an analysis ofthe increased probability of d<*railments and 
releases of ha/ardous matenals due to increased train traflic. Further. SE.A wili "xamine local 
truck traffic increases attnbutable to increased intemiodal activ ities, and safety issues associated 
with the integration of diffenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition. SE.A will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a resull of the proposed Conrad 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents of the west side 
of Cleveland and its westem suburbs. A representative of SE.A attended the public meeting held 
m Lakewood on September 21. 1997. in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection ofthe NS route through Lakewood as well as neighbonng communities. 
While the Board and SEA do not e.xpect to conduct any additional public heanngs. you can be 
assured that your views wil! be carefully considered along with all other comments that ha\ e 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board. SE.A plans to issue the 
Drdt\ EIS in late December 1997, with a 45-day public review and comment period. After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental information 
available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng al! public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in .May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its 
final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
parties to call to obtain information about the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process Information is also available on thc Intemet on SE.A's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at www .conrailnicrger.com. 

I have made your letter a part ofthe public docket for this proceeding. If you ha\e 
additional questions conceming the EIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief SE.A, or 
Mike Dalton, SE.A's Project Manager for this iransaction, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan ^ 
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Ann Petrus Baker 
1010 Elmwood 
Rockv River. Oil 441 Ib 

September 10. 1997 

Linda Morgan 
Chairwoman. Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Sireei. NW 
Washington DC 20403 

Dear Chairwoman Morgan. 

This letter is in reference to 1-D#33388. the proposed merger of Conrail and Norfolk 
Southern Railroads and thc resulting tripling of tram traffic through se\eral communities in 
Northeastern US including my area (Rocky River. Lakewood. W. Cleveland and Bay 
Village). Our Congressman. Dennis Kucinich has asked the .STB to conduct local hearings on 
this proposal. In response to this request. Rudy St. Louis replied, "it would impractical for 
lhe hoard to hold hearings in the multitude of communities ...that could seek them hecause of 
increased train traffic in densely populated areas. lAcryone would have an argument for 
density." He aLso said. " The railroads need to increase traffic to make money to pa} off the 
merger." Please see enclosed newspaper clipping. 

Has your board already made their decision.* 

Whai happened to the hearing scheduled for June. 1998 in which you would hear the people's 
case about the detrimental effects ot this tratfic' 

I misunderstood that the Surface Transportation Board was to represent the people's interest. 
Since it appears that NS and Conrail lune been more successful in winning your sympathies, 
let me describe tlie situation in terms that you may understand. Imagine that your neighbor 4 
houses away from you stole S50.(KK) from you ( home equity), held a loaded gun against 
your child's head (instead of bullets it is sulfuric acid that would melt and burn your child's 
skin off), woke you up every 45 minutes e\ery night, and blocked your drive\\ay so you 
couldn't drive your tailier who is lia\ing a heart attack to the hospital until it was too lale. 

If it was a neighbor I could call my local police department and have them arrested. Since it 
is the railroad company. I was misled to think I could turn to you. But we are only people, 
thousands of people whose lives will be endangered, whose life savings will be destroved 
(winch vvtuild take decades u> make up unlike a multibillion dollar company), whose day to 
day existence would be made miserable. We are not a powerful multibillion dollar 
corporation . Since I question where the S'fB's interests lie. I mtend to send this letter tc 
Secretary of I ransportalion Pena and President Clinton. Do not underestimate the power of 

< 



citizens or the "multitude of communities throughout the northeastern US' 

Sincerely. 

Ann Petrus Baker 

c: President William J. Clinton 
Secretary of Transportation Pena 
The Washington Post 
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By THOMAS J QViNN 
ptAts itf .ti HI n t p t f i i f f , 

Hep Dennis Kucinich has 
isked the federal government to 
schedule local hearings on a con-
roversial propo.sal fo triple the 
Hiinhcr of daily freighf trains 
hrough Cleveland's northwest-
.•rn suburbs. 

While no decision has been 
nade on Kucinich's request, a 
ederal official .said yesterday 
tuit !ocu! !ic;.;i;-.f;,=; coiidcctcd h> 
he federal government would be 
inlikely 

In letters this week fo the Fed-
fa i Surface Transportation 
Utnrti and the Federal Railroad 
Idminisfration, Kucinich wrote 
hat the hearinss would allow res-
Jents to testify on the plan to in-
rea.se the number of freight 
rains from 14 fo ,?8 a day 

.Kucinich fold thc federal agen-
ie.s that lhe proposal "would 
reak havoc on these residential 

omniunities." 
Kucinich is spearheading; ef-

)rts by the suburbs to defeat the 
roposal submitted by .Norfolk 
oulhern Railroad as part of its 
lan to acquire and divide Con-
lil's assets with CSX Transpor-
ifion, 
Ihc proposed mcrser must be 
tproved by the transportation 
)ard. which is to hold public 
••arings next year in Washing-
m, IVC The suburbs have begun 
.'firing up for those hearings 
Thomas Jelepis, Hay Vill.ige 
ayor and chairman of a suburbs 
eering committee fighting the 
eight tiaffic expansion, said 
at holding local hearings 
viuild play a huge role in build-
g our case." 
Rudy St Louis, a staff attorney 
th the tr.-ipsportation board, 
id l.iiula .Morgan, transporta-
111 bciard chairwoman, could de
le on Kucinich's request as 
riy as next week 
Hut .St. Ixiuis said if would be 
practical for the board to hold 
arings in the multitude of com-
inities throughout the north-
-fern I'nited .States that could 
'k them because oi" increased 
in traffic in densely populated 
•as. 
'Kveiyone would have an argu-
nt for density." he said 
111 thc other hand, he .said, the 
Iroads "need to increase traffic 
make money to pay off the 
n.'cr " 

If Kucinich's request is denied. 
St. lAtuiR said, Kucinich could 
conduct his own local hearings 
and submit the testimony to the 
board. 

In addition, he said, the Federal 
Railroad Administration, which 
reviews safety issues, can submit 
information to the board on tlie 
local impact of the merger 

In his letters, Kucinich detailed 
the impact of Ihe increased 
freight trains on Lakewwd, 
Rocky River. Bay Village and 
Westlake. 

He said Lakewood, the most 
densely populated city between 
.New York and Chicago, has only 
one north-south underpass where 
vehicles would not be stopped by 
train. The city has 2~ railroad 
crossings 

"This could have a devastating 
impact on thc city's ability to pro
vide emergency services, particu
larly firefighting, policing and 
•r-^dical emergency transpora-
tio . " Kucinich said 

'.I< said the other suburbs 
wouiJ face a. similar situation. 
"And this IS to ;:ay nothing of the " 
noise, dirt, increase in hazardous 
materials being transported 
through the communities, and de-1 
valuation of property near lhe" 
tracks," Kucinich w rote. 

ON THIS DATE 
20 \̂TARS AGO ' 

he Ford Motor Co. 
X /Ired a fifth em

ployee, who was also a 
United/uto Workers offi
cial, ih connection wtth a 
job-buying .scantial at its 
Brook Park complex. 
Three days earlier. UAW 
Lttcal 1250 had removed 
the individual from its 
Joint .'\pprfnticeship 
Council. Three Ford per
sonnel executives and an 
hourly worker hud been 
fired previously after an 
undercover security offi
cer unearthed a scheme 
in which jobs were being 
sold for $300 to $500 
each. 
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Surface ilranfiportation IBoarb 
ffafiliington. B.O:. 20423-0001 

• ^ O C U l w Y November 19. ! 997 

Ms. Virginia Gill Fitzgerald 
13026 Ha/clwood Avenue 
Lakewood, OH 44107 

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

Dear Ms. Fitzgerald; 

Thank you for your recent correspondence conceming the potential safety effects of the 
proposed changes in train traffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of thc potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prcj e an Lnvironmental Impact Statement (EIS). As part 
of its environmental review, SEA will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safet). transportation systems, land use, energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and historic resources In analyzing potential 
safety impacts, SEA will consider accident risk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysis ofthe increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous materials due to increased train traffic. Further, SEA will examine local 
truck traffic increases attnbutable to increased intemiodal activities, and safety issues associated 
w ith thc integration of differing rail operating systems and procedures. In iddition, SE.A will 
address potential itnpacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result of the proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major conce to the residents of the west side 
of Cleveland and its w estem subuibs. A representative of SEA attended the public meeting held 
in Lakewood on September 21, 1997, in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection of the NS route through Lakewood as w ell as neighbonng communities. 
While thc Board and SEA do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs, you can be 
assured that your views will be carefully considered along with all other comments that have 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board. SEA plans to issue the 
Draft EIS in late December 1997, w ith a 45-day public rev iew and comment penod. After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental infonnation 
available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considering all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its 
final decision, thc Board will consider the entire environ..icntal record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final blS. The Board will issue iis final wntten decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
parties to call to obtain information about thc proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process. Infonnation is also available on the Intemet on SEA's "Cotuail 
Acquisition Web Site" at www,conrailmerger.com. 

I have made your letter a part ofthe public docket for this proceeding. If you have 
additional questions conceming the EIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief, SEA, or 
Mike Dalton, SEA's Project Manager for this transaction, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan ^ 



Virginia Gill Fitzgerald 
Tetephone 2ie-22&-0232 

13026 Hazelwood Ave 
Lakewood. OH 44107 

Octobers, 1W7 

Chainvoman Linda J. Morgan 
Surtace Transportation Board 
1<)25 "k' Sireet. \ \ \ Room «2(> 
W ashington. DC 2042.̂  

Dear .Madame Chairwor/ian; 

I am wriling to request that the Surtace I ransportation Board come to Lakewood. ()hio to 
inspecl Nortolk Southern's Cleveland-\ ermilion roule in my communiiy. I am also 
lespecllullv asking \ <)u to conduct a public satet\ hearing in Lakewood. as part ot the 
S I B's review ot thc NS plan to acquire Conrail. 

I am not aware lhal the SIB ha.s ever conducted a Iota) communitv inspection in reviewing 
other railroad transactions, so I realize that vour tavorable response to these requests mav 
be unprecedented, ilowevei. I akewood's situation is unique and deserves a closer S fB 
examination I akewood is (he most denselv populated city between New ^Ork and 
Chicago, with NS trains bisecting our citv trom border to border. .According to NS. their 
plan includes running 3X trains through I akewood per dav . a near tripling ol train traftic. 

With the increa.sed likelihood ol a rail disaster and the route's close proximitv to the Lake 
Erie shoreline, an ctlective mass evacuation could be verv ditticult. Escape routes could be 
reduced lo imlv Iwo (easi and west) lor lesidents between the tiacks and the lake I he 
scenario is ominous tor those in homes, eldcrlv high-nscs. businesses, schools, churches 
and public parks. 1 housands could be trapped in an evacuation, while emergency response 
crews are blocked by a stopped or derailed train. I urther. f akewood's abilitv to respond to 
non-rail cmeigencies-especiallv tire, police anil medical emergencies-will be severelv 
cnppled. 

I believe (he public satetv implications resulting trom 1 akewood's geographv and the 
Nortolk Southern route's location in mv citv arc woiihv ot an SIB ticid inspection and 
hcanng in I akewood. Llcase let me knovv ol your decision m wnting. 1 hank vou. 

Sincerely, 

Y^^^^,^ ^..^^ ^:y^^f 

cc: Lakewood Mavor Maciciinc .\. Cain ^ ^ 
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DOCUMBHT 
November 19, 1997 

Ms. Lisa Maher Rose 
1212 Flathaway 
Lakewood, OH 44KJ7 

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

Conrail 

Dear Ms. Rose: 

Thank you for your recent conespondence conceming the potential safety effects ofthe 
proposed changes in tram traffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review ofthe potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As part 
of Its environmental review. SEA will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safety impacts. SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysis of the increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due to increased train traffic. Further. SEA will examine local 
truck traffic increa.ses attnbulable to increased intemiodal activities, and safety issues associated 
with the integration of diffenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition. SEA will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result ofthe proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents ofthe west side 
of Cleveland and its westem suburbs. A representative of SEA attended the public meeting held 
in Lakewood on September 21. 1997, in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection ofthe NS route through Lakewood as well as neighbonng communities. 
While the Board and SEA do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs. you can be 
assured that your views will be carefully considered along with all other comments that have 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA plans to issue the 
Draft EIS in late December 1997, with a 45-day public review and comment penod. After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental information 
available to date, consulting w ith appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board In its 
final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
parties to call to obtain information about the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board s 
environmental review process. Information is also available on the Intemet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at w w w .conrailmerger.com. 

I have made your letter a part of the public docket for this proceeding. If you have 
additional questions conceming the EIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief, SEA. or 
Mike Dalton, SEA's Project .Manager for this transaction, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely. 

Linda J. Morgan ^ 
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Ms. Linda J. Morgan. Chairwoman 
U.S. Surface 1 ransportation Board 
1925 K Street N.W., Room 820 
Washington. DC 20423 

Mr. Gus A. f)wen. Vice Chair 
U.S. Surface I ransportation Board 
1925 K Street N.W.. Room 850 
Washington. DC 20423 

Re: Increase of Train Traffic through Lakewood. Ohio 

Dear Madame Chairwoman and Mr. Owen: 

This letter is being written in response to Norfolk Southern's proposal to increa.se train traffic 
through Lakewood and the West Shore area of Cleveland to an average of 38 trains per day. Because 
we take pride in our city and are interested in preserving the health and safety ofour citizens, we ask 
that the Surface 1 ransportation Board consider the following requests: 

1) Visit Lakewood to conduct an on-site inspection of Norfolk Southem tracks 
that are routed through our eommunit); and. 

2) Conduct a public interest hearing to address our safetv concerns. 

With a population of approximately 60.000. Lakewood is the most densely populated city 
between Manhattan and St. l.ouis. with the tracks dividing the north and south sides ofthe city. Our 
community is opposed to an increase in rail traffic for the following rea.sons: 

.Safety Concerns 

1) Travel to and from Schw)ls. Parks. Library 

We are particularly concemed about the safety ofour children. Many school-age children 
cross the tracks daily to go to school, the library and the parks. 

2) Access to Hospitals, l ire, and 'olice Departments 

An increase in train traffic will severely limii access to emergency service to indivdiuals 
who are located on the north side ofthe tracks. I'he closest and largest fire department, the police 
department, and the onlv hospital in Lakewotid are located south ofthe tracks. .A stopped or slow-
moving freight train could prevent emergency .serv ices from reaching our children in an acceptable 
length of time, l his delay could cost a child or loved one his or her life. 

3) Carry int; of Hazardous Waste 



Additional train traffic w ill increase the number of trains carrying hazardous waste from 
254,834 cars per y ear to over 764.000 cars per year. Each car is a potential threat to our safetv. The 
Agency for Nuclear Projects. Nuclear Waste Office in Nevada conducted a study using data from 
the U.S. Department of Energy. The Agency compiled the following statistic for the state of Ohio: 

2.733 shipments of high-level nuclear waste from nuclear plants and nuclear weapon 
disarmament will travel through Ohio. Of those 2.733 shipments. 2,063 shipments 
are likely to travel through Lakewood and the West Shore area of Cleveland. 

There are no .school buses in Lakewood. Should a train derail and spill hazardous cargo or 
another disaster occur, there is no easy way for our children to get out of the city. 

Other Issues of Major Concern 

1) Continued Increase of Rail Traffic 

Mr. Pat McCune. V.P., Public Affairs for Norfolk Southem Corporation said he could not 
guarantee that rail traffic would not exceed the railroad's proposed average of 38 trains per day. As 
Norfolk's busine.'s increases, it is more likely than not that the number of trains through Lakewood 
will continue to ri.se. 

2) Properlv Values 

An increase in rail tratfic will decrease property values and the tax base for our schools. An 
eventual flight of families from Lakewood will result in a general decline for our community. 

This issue is one of great concem to all of us w ho live. work, or have children attending 
school in Lakewood. Please consider v isiting oui community so we can share with you our 
concems. 

Very truly yours. 

cc: l he Honorable .Madeline Cain. Mayor. City of Lakewood 
Congressman Dennis Kucinich 



€»urfacE aranaportation Soarb /-
Baahtngton. B.a:. ^0423-0001 iTC^/Lc^ 

(.Wfitt of tlie (tbainnan ' U Q , . I 

' November 19, 1997 

Mr. Daniel Srnith 
2069 Marlowe Avenue 
L;...ewood, OH 44107 

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

Conrail 

Dear Mr. Smith: 

Thank you for your recent correspondence conceming the potential safety etTects ofthe 

proposed changes in tra.n traffic in Lakewood resulting from thc proposal by Norfolk Southem 

(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SE.A) is 
conducting an environmental review ofthe potential environmental impacts ^^^^'^^^f^^'^^J^^^^^ 
proposed Conrad acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)^ As part 
of its environmental review, SEA will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety transportation systems, land use, energy, air quality, no.se. biological resources, w ater 
resources, environmental ,usticc. and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safety impacts, SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysis ofthe increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due to increased train traffic. Further. SEA will examine local 
tnick traffic increases attnbutable to increa.ced intemiodal activities, and safety issues associated 
with the integration of diffenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition, SEA w, 
address potential impacts on emergency response cap:,bility because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result ofthe proposed C onrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is ftilly aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents ofthe west side 
of Cleveland and its westem suburbs. A representative of SEA attended the public meeting held 
in Lakewood on September 21. 1997, m order to hear those concems tirst hand, and also 
conducted an inspection ofthe NS route through Lakewood as well as neighbonng communmes. 
While the Board and SEA do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs. you can be 
assured that your views will be careftilly considered along with all other comments that have 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA plans to issue the 
Draft EIS in late December 1997, with a 45-day public review and comment penod. After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all env ironmental information 
available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all pubhc 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its 
final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS. and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
parties to call to obtain infomiation about the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process. Infonnation is also available on the Intemet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at ww w .conrailmerger.com. 

1 have made your letter a part of the public docket for this proceeding If you have 
additional questions conceming the EIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief, SEA. or 
Mike Dalton, SE.A's Project Manager for this transaction, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely. 

0^^<:l^Jl. ?ye^,:^ 
Linda J. Morgan 



October 12, 1997 

Linda J Morgan. Chairwoman 
U S Surface Transportation Boara o cr-i 
1925 K Street NW J U | 
Room 820 — 
Washington D C 20423 x -

ar O ) 

Dear Ms Morgan: o 5 : ^ 

.5 5 
Many have wntten to you against the proposal of Norfolk Southem railroad to increase tram * 
traffic through Lakewooo, Ohio (and the westem suburbs of Cleveland) due to the interests of 
public safety Please arid my nanrie to the list of Lakewood residents opposed to this 
proposal. 

Thank you 

1 / 
Daniel E Smith 
Resident of Lakewood, Ohio 



CWTiti af tl)t (thairman 

Ms Chery! A. Dunn 
14409 Bayes Avenue 
Lakewood, OH 44IO" 

Surface tranaportation Soarb yC ^^/t-c ^ 
Wasliington. S.Cr. 20423-0001 / > >r c:*' 

^ ' • ' - . ^ ' E N T A L November 19, 1997 

DOCUfi/iENT 

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

Conrail 

Dear Ms. Dunn: 

Thank vou for your recent correspondence conceming the potential safety effects of the 

proposed changes in tram traffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal by Nortolk Southem 

(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review ofthe potential environmental impacts associated vvith the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As part 
of its environmental review, SEA will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety transportation systems, land use. energy, a.r quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safety impacts. SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysis ofthe increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due to increased train traffic. Further. SEA will examine local 
tmck tratTic increases a'ttnbutable to increased mtemiodal activities, and s; tety issues associated 
with the integration of diffenng rail operating systems and procedures. In uddition, SEA will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because ol vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result ofthe proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents ofthe west side 
of Cleveland and its westem suburbs. A representative of SEA attended the public meet-ng held 
m 1 akewood on September 21.1997. in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection ofthe NS route through Lakewood as well as neighbonng communities. 
While the Board and SEA do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs. you can be 
assured that your views will be careftilly considered along with all other comments that have 
been received in this matter. 



Under thc revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA plans to issue the 
Draft EIS in late December 1997, with a 45 day public review and comment period. After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental information 
available to date, consulting with c >propriate agencies, and fully considenng a'l public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its 
final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
parties to call to obtain information about the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process. Information is also available on the Intemet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at www .conrailmerger.com. 

1 have made your letter a part of the public docket for this proceeding. If you have 
additional questions conceming the EIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief SEA. or 
Mike Dalton, SEA's Project Manager for this transaction, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan ^ 



CHERYL A. DUNN 
14409 Bayes .Av enue 

Lakewood, OH 44107 
(216j 228-8215 

October 14, 1997 

o 
ac 

^ ' 

t> 

SB 

cr> 

tX5 

Ms Linda J .Morgan 
Chairwoman 
U S Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street N W , Room 820 
Washington. DC 20423 

Mr (JUS A Owen 
\'ice Chair 
U S Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street N W . Room 850 
Washinuton, DC 20423 

Re: Increase o f Irain TrafTic through Lakev^ood, Ohio 

Dear ,Ms Morgan and Mr Owen 

1 am writing to you in response to a proposal by Norfolk Southern to increase the number of 
trains traveling through the Citv of Lakewood. Ohio 1 have been a resident of Lakewood for 33 
years ! ast year I purchased mv first home in Lakewood It is the place where 1 want to raise my 
son 

Norfolk Southern's proposal concerns mc for a number of reasons, the first of those being 
safety A large number of children in our city walk to their neighborhood .school everv day or ride 
their bikes to the librarv , sports practice, etc With increased train traftlc. pedestnan traftlc across 
the train tracks becomes a Li^e concern 

Emergency services to those living on the north side ofthe tracks is also a concern The 
majority of emergency service departments are located on the south side of the tracks 1 have 
personally experienced delays in reaching a destination due to a train stopped on the tracks In one 
instance, I had to drive into Rocky River, the next city to the west, to get around a stopped train 
With increa.sed train traffic, this is aLso a large concern 

Increased hazardous waste transportation also concerns me With the increased train traffic, 
the number of cars carrying hazardous waste through our city will triple 

Lakewood has always been and is a wondertul place to live I ask that you come v isit t)ur citv 
to see firsthand how this proposed increase in train trafiic would aftect us and hold a hearing to 
address our concerns. 

Sincerely, 

" 'hi. 

Chervl .A Dunn 

cc The Honorable Madeline Cain, Mayor, City of Lakew ood 
Conuressman Dennis Kucinich 



Surface aranaportation Soarb 
Saaliington. fi.O:. 20423-0001 

tpffitt of tht Chairman 

Larry and Helen Petms 
21330 Ene Road 
Rocky River, OH 44116 

SJovember 14/1^97 , \ L 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388, CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and Acquisition ~ 

Conrall 

Dear Larry and Helen Petrus: 

Thank you for your recent correspondence conceming the potential safety effects ofthe 
proposed changes in train iraffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transponation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SE.A) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental Impact Statemeni (EIS) .As part 
of its environmental review, SEA will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, w aler 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safely impaci SEA will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will preseni an analysis of thc increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due to increasf'd train traffic. Further, SEA w ill examine local 
truck iraffic increases attnbutable to increased intemiodal activ iiies, and safety issues associated 
w Ith the integration of ditTenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition, SEA will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result ofthe proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents ofthe west side 
of Cleveland and its w estern suburbs. .A representative of SE.A attended the public meeiing held 
in Lakewood on September 21,1997. in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection ofthe NS route through Lakewood as well as neighbonng communities. 
While the Board and SEA do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs, you can be 
assured that your views will be carefully considered along with all other comments that have 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA plans to issue the 
Draft EIS in late December 1997, with a 45-day public review and comment penod. After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental infomiation 
available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its 
final decision, ihe Board will consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments, ihe Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free enviroi:mental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
panies to call to obtain infomiation about thc p'opo>cd Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process. Infonnation is aiso available on the Intemet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at www.conraiImerger com. 

1 have made your letter a part ofthe public docket for this proceeding. If you have 
additional questions conceming the EIS process, please contact Elaine K, Kaiser, Chief, SEA. or 
Mike Dalton, SEA's Project Manager for this transacfion, al (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerelv, 

Linda J. Morgan 



f ktobcr 2. 1997 21 ̂ 30 Erie Road 
Rocky River, Ohio 44116 
210 .V̂  I-4146 

The Suilatc Iransportation Board 
1925 K Stieet. N. U . 
Washington. D. C 20423 o 

>• 
Attention: Ms Lmda Morgan. Chairwoman -

j » . 

Dear Sirs: Re: Docket FD 33388 (NS merger) f 

Probablv one oi the be«t wavs to resolve the issue ot increased rail tratlie bv Nortoik 
Southern thiough lhe northem < )hio i^onidoi is tor someone trom lhe Board lo tonie t» 
.my ot the subiirhs here to see firsthand whv entire communities are upset by the proposal. 
There aie important (opographii. and dc-m<iiy aphic factors to coasider in vour decision. 
1 here's no douhl that you have been apprised ol ihem already, 

l he enclosed photo shows iust one dweUmg that is a mere 20 feet trom the traces in :« 
highlv dense comniimit> The garage structure ;ihuts the railroad prfjpertv line .\cros.s i l i " 
tracLs a dwelling is onlv 10 leet trom the railroad properlv. .VIong stmic stretches. Ihe 
tracks at e huih on a mound so that in case of a spill ol toxic liquid, it vvould have onh 10 
or 20 leel lo flow quickiv into backvards. 

Ihc mavor ol lakewood is concerned, as wc all are. a\wm the elderiy who live north ol 
the tracks l or ihem there is onh one underpass lor eme-rgencies A number of highrises 
on Ihc north side hi^iliglil this tonceni. ( Ker 30 trains dailv means over one everv hour, 
.ill dav. all iiif.'hl some ol Ihem .i mile lonf̂ i.—some lakmji .is muth as len minules to pass. 

I hal iwould amount lo a lot of down timt for normal community Iratlic. 

Our pliiihl should bc heard directly trom us.-the citizens, who are going lo IK- allectd bv 
inciea.sed liattic which, according lo reports, will suhslaiitialh incrca.se the odds tor Iragcdv' 
und long-laslmg cllects on the common good ot manv. manv communities. W'c appreciate 
your alienlion lo this matter, and relv on your continued inlercsl in our wcltare. 

i: >.erclv. 

i an^ and f /clen I'efrus 

wt, Congiessnian D. Kucinich -File 
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DOCUMENT 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Office of Congressional 
and Public Ser ices 

(2021 565-'592 

November 14, 1997 

Ms. .Ann Petrus Baker 
1010 Elmwood Road 
Rocky River OH 44110 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 

Dear Ms. Baker: 

President Clinton has forwarded your letter lo him dated October 1. 199" to me for reply. 
Your comments will be forwarded to our environmental section to become part ofthe record in 
this docket that pertains to environmental review. 

Let me assure you that the Board is very concemed about all of the safety aspects of this 
proposed acquisition ofConrail by CS.X and Norfolk Southem. In response to a request from 
the U S. Department of Transportation's Federal Railroad .Administration, w e have e.xtended the 
time for review ofthe proposed acquisition and required the applicants to submit a .safety impact 
plan to address issues such as increased tratTic in your area. The final decision on the acquisition 
has therefore been postponed to .luly 23. 1998. 

W c ha\ e received manv pleadings and comments about the increase in tratTic in your 
area, not only from concemed citizens, but also ft-om the city attorneys for many of the 
communities involved and from the elected officials who represent your interests, ^'our concems 
w ill not be mnorcd. 

to call 
hope you find this infomiation helpful. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate 

Nî ncv R, Belter 



Anii Petrus Baker 
1010 i:imwood Kd. 
Rockv River, OH 441 16 

October I . 1997 

President William J. Clinton 
I hc While House 
I6(M) Pennsylvania Ave 
Washington D(^ 205(X) 

Dear President Clinton, 

In June of 1998 ihe Surface Transportation Board will make a decision regarding the merger 
ot Nortolk Southern and CSX Railroads with {\inrr.ii railroad. As written in the railroad 
companies proposal, this merger will resull in a tripling of train traffic through our town 
(Cleveland- West shore communities) from 12 lo 38 trains per day. all day. every day. I 
have coniacied our mayor and our Represeniativc Dennis Kucinich who are both fighting to 
prevent this from happening. I am also encouraging my neighbors and friends to write letiers 
ol protest as well. 

I am concerned however about where the interests of thc STH lie and what good a letter 
wriling campaign will do I have information tf.ai a representative from one of the railroad 
companies is w ining and dining menibers of the S TB. I thought that the STB represented the 
people's interest noi multibillion dollar corporations. I've enclosed an article from our local 
newspaper with quotes from a STB lawyer that seem awfully sympathetic with the railroads 
profits, fhis is very disturbing. 

rhroughoul your terms as president 1 have remained a DenuKrat and although 1 am more 
cynical about govcrnnieiii. I still believe that you are a defender of people's interests and 
rights IO a dcceiii quality of life. Plea.se help us wm this baiile. fhere are alternalive routes 
their trains could go - please encourag.̂  them lo use those in areas th;;i are less pvipulated than 
ours. 

Enclosed are documenis that explain why our cotnmunity is unique in that the effect of 
increased train traffic would be devastating. 'Nou are a parent - you wouldn't want to see 
anything iiicreas ig ihe risk ot injury to your child. 

PLLASL HI LP OUR COMMUNITIES!!! THOUSANDS OF LIVES ARE AT RISK! 

riuink voufor iiour time. Sincerelv. 

Ann P. Baker 



Ann Petrus Baker 
1010 Elmwood 
Rockv River. OH 441 16 

.September 10. 1997 

Linda Morgan 
Chairwoman. Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. NW 
Washington DC 20403 

Dear Chairwoman Morgan. 

This letter is in reference to FD#33388. the proposed merger ofConrail and Nortolk 
Southern Railroads and the resulting tripling oftrain iratlic through several communities in 
Noriheastern US including my area (Kocky Kiver. Lakewood. W. Cleveland and Bay 
Village). Our Congressman. Dennis Kucinich has asked the S I B to conduct icKal hearings on 
this proposal. In response to this request. Rudy St. Louis replied, " i l would impractical lor 
the board to hold hearings m hie multitude of comniuniiies ...that could seek them because ol 
increased tram iraffic in densely populated areas. l-veryoiie would have an argument for 
density." He also said, "fhe railroads need to increase iraffic to make money to pay off the 
merger." Please sec enclosed newspaper clipping. 

Has vour board already made their decision? 

Wliat happened to the hearing scheduled for June. 1998 in which you would hear the people's 
case about lhe dcirimeiual effects ot this traftic' 

I misunderstood that the Surface Transportation Board was to represent the people's interest. 
Since it appears that NS and Conrail have been more successful in w inning your sympathies, 
lel me describe thc situation in terms ihat you may understand. Imagine that your neighbor 4 
houses away from you stole S50.(KH) from you ( home equity) held a loaded gun against 
your child's head (instead of bullets it is sulfuric acid that would melt and burn your child's 
skin off), woke vou up every 45 minuies every iiighl. and blocked your driveway so vou 
couldn't drive your father who is having a heart attack to the hospital until it was loo late. 

If It was a neighbor I could call my local police department and have them arrested. Since it 
IS the railroad company. ! was misled to think I could turn to you. But we are only people, 
thousands of people whose lives will be endangered, whose life savings will be destroyed 
(which would lake decades to make up - unlike a multibillion dollar company), whose dav to 
dav existence would be made miserable. We are not a powerful multibillion dollar 
coiporation . Since I question where the SfB's mterests lie. I intend to send this letter to 
Secretary of fransportation Pena and President Clinton. Do not underestimate the power of 



citizens or the "multitude of communities throughout the northeastern US' 

Sincerely, 

Ann Petrus Baker 

c: President William J. Clinton 
Secretary of fransportation Pena 
The Washington Post 



ivucimcn seeKs 
local heariMs 
on train trairic o 

< 

B> THOMAS J QL'INN 

Rep, Deimis Kucinich has 
:i,skcd the federal governtnent to 
•ichedule local hearings on a con-
rover.-̂ ial proposal to triple fhe 
lumber of daily freight trains 
hrough Cleveland's northwest-
•rn sutiurhs 

While no decision has hecn 
nade on Kucinich's request, a 
cdcral oficial .said yesterday 
hat local heanngs conducted by 
he federal government would be 
inlikely 

hi letters this week to the Fed-
•ral Surface Transportation 
ioard and the Fcdt al Railroad 
vdmini.sfration, Kucinich wrote 
hat the hearings would allow res-
Jents to testify on the plan to in-
rea.se the number of freight 
rams from 14 to ,W a day 
Kucinich told the federal agcn-

le.s that the propo.sal "would 
leak havoc on these residential 

(immunities" 
Kucin -h is spearheading ef-

irts by the suburbs to defeat the 
roposal submitted by .Norfolk 
(lulhern Railroad as part of its 
lan to acquire and divide Con-
iil's assets with CSX Transpor-
ition. 
The proposed merger must be 

,iproved by the transportation 
)ard, which is to hold public 
.'anngs next year in W'ashing-
'n, D C, The suburbs have begun 
•aring up for those hearings, 
Tiiomas Jelepi.-, Bay Village 
avor and chairman of a suburl)s 
toring committee fighting the 
eight Iraffic expansion, said 
at holding local hearings 
\i)uld play a huge role in build-
g our case," 
Evudy St l.ouis, a staff attorney 
th the transportation board, 
id Linda Morgan, transporta
ti board chairwoman, could de
le on Kucinich's request as 
rIy as ne.xt week, 
Mut St, LOUIS said it would be 
practical for the board to hold 
armgs in the multitude of com-
imtie.'-. throughout the north-
stern I'nited States that could 
'k them hecause of increased 
in traffic in densely populated 
•as 
'Kveiyone would have an argu-
nt for density," he said 
)n the other hand, he said, the 
Iroads "need to increase traffic 
make money to pay off the 
J ' . . i T 

If Kucinich's request is denied. 
St Ixiuis said, Kucinich c.j :ld 
conduct his own local hearings 
and submit the testimony to the 
board. 

In addition, he said, Ihe Federal 
Railroad .Administration, which 
reviews safety issues, can submit • 
information to the board on the 
local impact of the merger. 

In his letters, Kucinich detailed 
fhe impact of fhe increased 
freight trains on Lokewood, 
Rocky River. Hay Village and 
Westlake 

He said Lakewood, the most 
densely populated city between 
.New York and Chicago, has only 
one north-south underpass where 
vehicles would not be stopped by 
train. The city has 2" railroad 
crossings, 

"This could have a devastating 
impact on the city's ability to pro
vide eniergency services, particu
larly firefighting, policing and 
medical emergency transpora
tion," Kucinich said 

He said the other suburbs 
woi'.ld face a. similar situation. 
".And this is to say nothing of the 
noise, dirt, increase in hazardous 
materials being transported ! 
through the communities, and Je-
valuation of property near the-
tracks," Kucinich wrote 

ON THIS DATE 
20 YEARS AGO 

T he Ford Mt)tor Co. 
j'lred a fifth em 

ployee who was also a 
United Auto Workers offi
cial, in connection with a 
job-buying scandal at its 
lirook Park cotnplex. 
Three days earlier. UAW 
Local 1250 had removed 
the individual from its 
Joint .Xpprfnticeship 
Council. Three Ford per
sonnel executives and an 
hourly worker had been 
fired previously after an 
undercover security offi
cer unearthed a scheme 
m which jobs were being 
sold for $300 to $500 
each. 



DENNIS J . KUCINICH 
10TH DISTRICT. OHIO 

1730 LONGwocTH Off ICE BUILDING 

tNASHtnaroN. DC 20bt5 
(202! 225 • 5871 

14400 OETBOn «VENUE 
LMEWOOD OHIO 44107 

Committees: 
Government Oversight 
Education and Labor 

Congrei(jB( of t()e Whxitth &tatts^ 
^OQfte of 36lepre£(entatibef( 

Fighting Train Traffic 
— .\ Time Line — 

Early August, 1997 -

Early August. 1997 

August 25, 1997 -

.September 5, 1997-

Scptembcr 13, 1997 

September 20, 1997--

September 21, 1997 -

Nortolk Southem announces a proposal to nearly triple the number 
of t.'-ains. from 13 to 38 trains per ('ay. through C'L'veland and the 
West Shore area, including Lakewood. Rockv River. Bay Village 
and W estlake. Norfolk Southem is attempting to increase train 
traffic as a result ot its proposed micrger with C onrail. 

Several mayors and representatives of West Shore area meet to 
begin to organize opposition to Norfolk Southem proposal. 

C ongressman Dennis J. Kucinich sends a letter in opposition to 
Norfolk Southem's proposal to the federal Surface Transportation 
Board and the Federal R.iilroad Administration (FRA) Kucinich 
calls for local hearings 'o be held in the I Oth Congressional Districl 
to allow tor testimony fiom local residents. 

Federal Railroad Administrator Jolene .Violitoris replies to 
Kucinich's request, agreein î to come to the West Shore 
area to hear residents" lestimory. 

Kucinich, working with West Shore mayors, begins petition dri\ e 
against Norfolk Southem's train traffic proposal. 

l ocal residents, ser\ ing as "train monitors." re\ eal data which 
indicates that Norfolk Soulhem has already begun increasing train 
traffic. 

Local residents. West Shore mayors and other elected officials, 
police and fire chiefs, hospital and emergency medical otTicials, 
and local business representatives testify before Federal Railroad 
.\dmini.sirator Molitons and Congressman Kucinich, The FR.-\ 
and Kucinich will submit testimony tor thc otficial record to the 
Surface 1 ransportation Board, the agency .vhich vvill oversee the 
train merger proposal. 

® 



TUESDAY, AUGUST 12, 199' 

Lawmakers fight 
tiTSin p i s 

By GREGORY KORTE 
Morning jojrnai Writer 

Two area congressmen said thev will trv to 

triple tra/dc along its route Irom Cleveland to 
Vermilion 

Just two months ago. Noriolk Southern wa« 
wil.ing .0 abandon fhe line, raising hopes of com-
munm .s along th» tracks that the'r.ght.>f.waj 
might scmecay hv used for a commuter ra i line 
hnking Lorain, Avon Lake, Bay ViJiage ancJ 
Westlake with downtown Cleveland 

Now, the railroad savs it 'vill have to triplo the 

trallic on the line - its mam corridor for east-
west tram traffic 

"If they re serious, it raises questions about 
heir competency. If tliey re not, It raises ques

tions about their agenda." said U.S, Rep Dennis 
road"' • ^-^"^""^^ "^hat a way to'run a .a.l-

, f , ? r ? ' ' "^ ' " i ' "^" "̂ '̂ ^ ""̂ "̂ ^ "ame going 
i . . V r " w " w - ' ^^^"^^d ĥe railroad of 
heavy-handed- tactics, and promised a full-scale 

probe into fhe railroad s plans. The propo a is 
,part of a nia)or railroad realignment that rnus be 
KeTj'uSr''^'"'"^ Transportation BoZ'' 

Noriolk Southern, which u _sking lederal regu
lators for permission to car .-e up Conrail with 
rival CSX. denies any hidden ugenda It says the 
increased trcfl;: v.i!) bc .-.ecesoary becaase CSX 
will get the Water Level Route Irom Cleveland to 
U'illard, leaving Nor'olk Southern tc rely on a 35-
mile stretch of the Penn Route lo carrv all its 
traffic 

"Our plan is based on operational soundness." 
said Noriolk Southern spokeswoman Susan 
Terpay "We have no hidden agendas Everything 
we do is out in the open We don't engage in 
activities which wou'd endanger fhe public's 
health, saiety or wellare " 

From page Dl 

Kucinich — flanked by mayors, lire chiels and 
other officials irom three lakefront communities 
— held a news conference in Bay Village yester-
uay to voice iif-ir oojcctio.is iu liic plan 

• Police, fire and other emergent > veliick-s 
could get tied up at rail crossings more olten 

• More traffic means more raii cars carrying; 
hazardous materials through densely populated 
areas, makmg a derailment more likely 

• An increased risk of collisions between trains 
and cars, trucks and pedestrians 

• Diminishing quality ol lile lor people living by 

See TRAIN, pjge Di 

thv tracks — with the nuisance 
causing decreased property 
values 

L'.S, Rep Sherrod Brown, who 
represents the Loram County 
portion of the railroad s path, 
added one more objection 

'I'm real concerned about 
what that ultimately means (or 
passenger service into Lorain 

County." S'Mid Brown "There's a 
real need for commuter service 
as the area gets more and more 
populated, especially in the the 
eastern part of Lorain County, 
and this will weaken our 
cnances of getting commuter 
rail," 

U.S, Rep, Paul Gillmor R-Port 
Clinton, did not return a phone 
call seeking comment yester-
dav. 
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Towns cringe 
as train firms' 
pian ciianges 
By KEN PRENDERCAST 
Staff Writer 

An anticipated tripling of freight 
train traflic on the Norfolk South
em Railroad line west of Cleveland 
would derail more than some re
cent plans 10 start commuter rail 
service, 

It al,o would derail the serenity 
of som? suburbs, their housing val
ues ano aublic safety, according to 
oCQcials u; those communities. And 
those same oCQcials are looking at 
banding together to do their own 
deraihng 

Originally. Norfolk Southem 
Corp considered vacating its 
tracks through Cleveland's West 
Side Lakewood, Rocky River, Bay 
Village and Avon Lake as part of a 
deal tc split up a competing rail 
road company, NS and CSX Trans 
portation seek to divide Conrail 
Corp, in a $12 billion transaction, 

Earher plans to remove all 
freight trains on tne line west of 
Cleveland bolstered the Regional 
Transit Authority's longstanding 
desire to put commuter trains on 
those tracks. 

But that plan appears to have 

been reversed, according to a 
15,000-page operations proposal 
submitted by NS and CSX to the 
Surface Transportation Board, a 
federal regulatory body 

In that plan, NS insiead expects 
to increase traffic on its line, from 
14 freight trains a day to 38 

The NS operations plan proposes 
rerouting 24 trains a day from a 
Conrail route through Berea. While 
that line has two main tracks, the 
NS West Shore lme has just one, m 
most places, though it used to have 
two tracks as recently as 1993. Both 
hnes continue west to Chicago 

The change is due to the desire of 
NS ofHaals to assign different 
freight traffic to different routes. 
The NS line is slated to receive 
slow, heav>- freight, such as coal 
trains, whiie the Conrail route 
would see lighter, 70 mph trains 
carrying loaded truck trailers and 
ocean-shippmg containers, 

"We realize it's ,a ter.-ibie incon-
/emence ic thes.: cor munities." 
saidPatnck McCune. vice president 
for the Ohio-Pennsylvania region. 
"It's just a proposal We're running 
the added trains between the East 
Coast and Chicago on the NS hne 
because ofthe lack of a good (track) 
connection on the east side (of 
Cleveland) We continue to look at 
places where we can make connec
tions," 

He said NS has identified about 
five trams that can be detoured 
from the N'S line to a Conrail route 
through Carton Further the total 
number of trains is based on opti
mistic frc:g.".t traffic projections 
from East Coast markets 

RTA has been discussing alterna
tives with NS officials, inrludmg a 
proposal tr put all freignt .raffic on 
the Conrail Une through Berea. 
which NS will acquire as part of the 
deal with CSX. TI.2; would require 
building a track connection in 
Cleveland to permit ,as many as a 
dozen commuter trains between 
downtown Cleveland and Lorain 

"We're looking for some creative 
rerouting proposals," said Rich 
Euty. a long-range planner for 
RTA. "It could mean the railroads, 
the state of Ohio and communities 
would work together tc '•eroute the 
freight trains." 

"RTA would have been an obvi
ous successor, had we abandoned 
that line," McCune said, "But Be
rea is such a congested focal point 
right now." 

No cost estimates for the 
Cleveland/Loram track connection 
have been determined Aisc, no 
sources of funding have been iden
tified, either. 

"NS IS aware of this (proposal) 
and we're beginning to discuss this 
with them." Enty said, "The other 
side of it is. if there is no other way, 
we may look at expanding capacity 
(of the NS line). There s a tremen
dous amount of interest locally and 
at the state level in this" 

"I'm not upset — I'm livid." Bay 
Village Tom Jelepis said, "We will 
do everything possible to stop this. 
There's no way we're going to ac
cept triple the numoer of freight 
trains This isn't just a safety issue, 
in terms of moving trains It's a 

See TRAIIM. page A7 
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from page Al 

health issue, with coa! dust coming 
off the trains, and it's an economic 
issue, because of long trains biocK 
ing traffic and the noise afTectinf 
property values " 

He said residents and businesses 
in each community should worK to
gether and with RTA to '-trade" th 
freight trains for commuter trains 
Jelepis said he wants the commuter 
trains to link up with Bay's rom 
merciaJ distnct ar Dover Center 
Road. 

McCune said he has been visiting ; 
most mayors along the route to in
form them of NS's proposal 

" I did appreciate ther stopping 
by. but I don't appreciate the addi
tional trains." Rocky River Mayor 
DOT Ume-ney said. "Our council 
will want us to do something to find 
a solution. It would make sense that 
we do r ir concen with the o'her 
cities (on iheNS line;, ' 

Rocky River. Lakewooc and Bay 
Village are taking steps to partici
pate m STB heanngs this winter m 
Washington, D.C, The board in
tends to issue a de'-ision June 8. 
1998. but the deadline for filing an 
intent to participate is today 

"We're concemed with the in
creased volume of trams coming 
through the community the qual
ity of life, and any environmental 
implications." said Stephen FitzGe 
raid. Lakewood's community rela 
tions coordinator 

Yet. FitzGerald said he recog 
nizes It will be difficult for a city 
having only GO.OOO residents to tum 
back nor just one large company — 
Norfolk Soutnem — out two. which 
includes CSX fransponation, 

"We've got two mulU-bilhon-dol-
iar corporations here," he ^aid 
"We re the David against iwo Goli-
aths We re looking at ways to le 
verag» cur efforts and mobilize the 
•esidents,"' 

Avon Lake .Mayor Vince Urbin 
has not been notilied by NS about 
Its plans to increase freight traffic. 
He said the additional trair.s would 
block busy roads mto Avon. 



N E W S FROM 
LAKEWOOD CITY HALL • 12650 DETROIT AVtNUE 

MADELINE A. CAIN, MAYOR 

September 12. 1997 

NOACA AND CLEVELAND JOIN WESTSHORE COALITION'S FIGHT AGAINST 
PLAN TO TRIPLE FREIGHT TI^VINS 

REGIONAl, CONCERN IS ABILITY' TO RESPOND TO EMERGENCIES 

Lakewood, the most densely populated city between Nev\ York and Chicago, and other 
Westshore suburbs are fighting Noriolk Southem Railroad's plan to triple the number of freighi 
trains that pass through and divide Lakewood a.nd other cities virtually in half 

Today, the Westshore coalition's concerns were reviewed and endorsed by the Northeast Ohio 
Areawide Coordinating Agency (NOACA). which represents the interests of 2.1 million 
residents in five counties of Northeast Ohio, the 20th largest metropolitan area in the U.S. 

At this morning's meeting of NOACA's Goveming Board, the agency unanimously adopted 
Resolution 97-073 to register concems regarding the railroad's plans and the impact it will have 
on communities" abilities to respond to police, fire and medical emergencies. During the same 
meeting, the City of Cleveland joined the coalition's fight, requesting and receiving status in the 
resolution as a concerned party. 

"We welcome this strong support from NOACA and the City of Cleveland," announced 
Lakewood Mayor Madeline .A. Cain. " I f we're to be successftil in fighting the railroad's unsafe 
plan and protecting our communities, then we must leverage ever\' local, regional and state 
resource adversely impacted. The final decision on this plan will be made in Washington, so 
our voices must be highly credible, clear and many, if we are to be heard." Mayor Cain chairs 
the coalition's Safely Committee. 

The railroad's plan will be approved by the U.S. Surface Transportation Board. NOACA's 
Goveming Board has 37 members. 

Media contacts: Lakewood Director of Planning c£- Development Paul Wingenfeld, 
Assistant Director Christine Nelson, or Community Relations Coordinator Steve FitzGerald; 
all can be rear \ed at 521-7580. 

### 

NEED MORE INFORMATION? CALL COMMUNITY RELATIONS AT (216) 529-6652/6650. 



ADVERSE IMPACTS OF THE NS-CSX PROPOSAL. NOW BEFORE 
THE FEDERAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD IN 

WASHINGTON, ON LAKEWOOD, OHIO 

The joint apphcation filed hy Norfclk Southern (KS) and CSX with the US Surface 
Transportation Board includes a proposed near-tnphng ofthe daily number ofNS 
train runs through the westside of Cleveland and its westshore suburbs, which 
include Lakewood, Bay Village Rocky River, and Avon Lake, The most immediate 
and adverse impacts ofNS' plan for its Cleveland-Vermilion Line on Lakewood s 
66,000 residents, employers and employees v/dl be: 

• Any increase of freight trains will interfere with the abihty of Lakewood s pohce 
and fire safety forces to directly and timely respond to fires, crime and natural 
disasters, 

• Any increase of freight trains will significantly interfere with the abihty of 
Lakewood Hospital, its ambulances and paramedic squads to directly and timelv 
respond to medical emergencies from any and all ca'.ses -- a matter of hfe and 
death, where'oy minutes in response time can often mean the difference, 

• .-\ny increase of freight trains will adversely impact the abditv of all types of 
coordinated emergency response teams between Lakewood and other westshore 
communities to best u.se each others' medical facilities and fire and pohce forces 
and equipment in a predictable and timely fashion. 

• Any increase of freight trar.is will increase the likeUhood of deradments and the 
risk that hazardous materials wUl be released. This would also increase the 
lilcehhood for evacuating residents withm two to four miles of the tracks (an 
evacuation range that encompasses all of Lakewood s residents) for safety and 
health reasons, 

• Lakewood is a community of neighborhood schools. There is no bussing in 
Lakewood the vast majority cf Lakewood's 9.000 pre-school and school aged 
children walk to their schools usne system-planned and comprehensive walking 
patterns based upon the safety and security considerations of parents and 
children. Any mcrease of freight trains increases the risk fo our school children. 

Prepared by thc Ctty of Lnkcicood. Plotiniiig & Decclopiiient Department and 
Coiiutiuiiity Rclattons Office 
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The potential dismissal of RTA's recent proposal to run commuter trains on the 
rail hne through Lakewood and the westshore suburbs means a loss of potential 
economic development in Lakewood, especially with regard to future plans for 
the growth and development of downtown Lakewood, 

Lakewood is pnmardy a residential comm unity that is highly dependent on 
north-south traffic patterns across the NS tracks. Aside from the safety, 
pollution and noise concerns, any increase in freight trains will seveiely resin :t 
traffic movements in our community and back up traffic on numerous 
residential streets. Additional freight trains will also isolate the northern 
residential areas from Lakewood's southern commercial areas and downtown. 

For Lakewood (the most densely populated community between New York City 
and Chicago), any increase of freight trains will negatively affect property 
values, increase vehicular and pedestrian congestion, increase level? of emitted 
pollutants, strangle its commercial health, and generally lower the quahty of hfe 
in our community. 

-- Lakewood has the most highway crossing:- per mile in the United States: 27 
crossings in three miles, 

- Lakewood has only one underpass whereby travelers may cros.> the city in a 
north-south direction without rail interruption 

" The already NS-owned and operated CleveIand-\'ermihon Line bisects the 
heart of Lakewood's residential neighborhoods. 

Prepared by thc City of Lakeicood. Pianiung ct Deieiopment Department and 
Commuiuty Relations Office 
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ENVIRC _NTAL 
DOCUMENT 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Office of Congressional (202) 565-159: 
ana jblic Se 

November 14, 1997 

Ms. Tracey Canale 
1281 Brookley .Avenue 
Lakewood OH 44107 

Rc: Finance Docket No. 33388 

Dear Ms. Canale: 

President Clinton has forwarded your letter to hirn dated October 8. 1997 to me for reply. 
•N'our comments will be forwarded to our environmental section to become part ofthe record in 
this docket that pertains to environmental review. 

Let me assure you that the Board is very concemed about all of the safety aspects of the 
proposed acquisition ofConrail by CSX and Noriblk Southem. In response to a request from 
the U.S. Department of Transportation's Federal Railroad .Administration, we have extended the 
time tbr review ofthe proposed acquisition and required the applicants to submit a safety impact 
plan to address issues such as increased traffic in your area. The final decision on the acquisition 
has therefore been postponed to July 23. 1998. 

We have received many pleadings and comments about the increase in tratTic in your 
area, not only from concemed citizens, but also from the city attorneys for many of the 
communities involved and from the elected officials who represent your interests. Your concems 
will not be ignored, 

1 hope you find this intormation helpful. If vou have any questions, please do not hesitate 
to call me. 

Sincerelv. 

NancN R. Bciter 



- \ 

Octobers 1̂ )97 

President Bill ( Iinton 
I CM M l I'cnnsvKania ,\\enue 
Washmutim DC . 2050U 

Dear \ l r President 

I am wntinu \ou v ith the hopes that vou can help mv communit\ I tnink, perhaps. \ou 
are the onlv person in this countrv who can and vour time to read this letter would be 
appreciated Not onl\ hv me but bv the w>.0(K) other persons who call Lakewood Ohio 
their home 

You \ isited the perimeter of our ( leveland. Ohio suburb dunng the last election, but I am 
not aware that vou e\er came into Lakewood Mrs ( Iinton did and spoke at l akewood 
Hospital regarding heaih care n-inagement I stood uith mv one vear old lust to see her 
By virtue ol where she was. she has seen Lakewood. and perhaps remembers what a great 
looking communitv we have 

i leah/e \ou are a ^ CIA bus\ person and cannot read all ot vour mail However, I am 
hoping that vour statl who does will bnng this letter to vour attention 

Our cifv. and the other West Shore communities of Cleveland are in leopardv of being 
desiroved bv the merger of \ o n . :k .Souther, Railroad and ( SX Railroad I hev, Norfolk 
Southem. have a proposal now betore the Surtace i ransponation Board to split up 
( onrail between themselves and ( SX Lakewood would also be split up NS has 
proposed to increase rail tratiic through our citv bv at least three times I sav "at least" 
because one ot their lobbvists told me personalK thai it could be more than three times 
We are talking at least >b freight trains per dav hreight trains earring hazardous waste 
and even nuclear waste not >2t) teet trom mv house I live eight houses trom the tracks 
Some people live ntjht next fo the tracks and thc onlv distance span trom ihe tracks and 
Irains is ihe width of iheir dn\ewa\ Perhaps vou can now begin to see whv i am wnnng 
to vou sir 

Lakewood is a suburb of Cleveland OH It is the most denselv populated communitv 
between New \ ork ( itv and ( hicago Lakewood has the most highwav(sidestreet) 
crossmgs per mile m the I S I here are 27 sidestreet crossings in three miles Norfolk 
Southem tracks completelv bisect the citv of Lakewood l he tracks cut ott those of us 
that liv e north ot the tracks from emergencv services trom our hospital tire equipment and 
police services I here are two elementan, schools and one middle school nonh ot the 
tracks Ihese schools would be cut oti from fhe above mentioned services Ihat means 
there would be children's lives in danger ,V1v child. Mr C Iinton 



Satetv ts the kev issue here, sir Lakewood children. 9.000 pre-school and school aged, 
walk to school We are a communitv without school buses I he children walk to school 
and manv of them must cross the railroad tracks to get to and trom school Lspeciallv fhe 
middle school and high school children .Anv mcrease in rail traffic puts everv single one 
of these children in danger I hev would also be at risk from other things like increase in 
air pollution, possible hazardous matenals spills with no wav to evacuate the schools, and 
a ge ^eral decline m our community 

I grew up here, this is mv hometown and I have chosen to raise mv children here This 
issue means a great deal to me L.vervone I have spoken to from the railroad to citv 
othcials tell me thai we don t have a chance to stop this increase in freight traftic I hev 
have said that the SIB rubber stamps its okav on everv proposed merger that has come 
before it I have to believe this will not happen this time \ ou can appoint another 
member to the Surface I rsnspo.Nation Board who is trulv concerned with the public 
interest and satetv as the S! B is suppose to do \ou can help Madam ( hairwonian Linda 
Morgan see thc imponance of her decision regarding this merger Please ask .Ms Morgan 
to come to I akewood and see for herself what our citv is and wants to remain being .Ask 
her to conduct public mterest heanngs m our citv and others that would be affected bv her 
decision I he people of this community want to be heard as should be done in a 
democracy 

Mr ( Iinton. I am but one person and realize that Nortolk Southem is a HLGE 
corporation with alot of monev lobbvists and influence However. I believe m the ideas ot 
our democracv I believe that through my one voice and the voice of others in this town, 
we can make this large corporation tind altematives to plowing down the place we call 
home 

l his IS a verv grassroots eftbns to make Nortolk Southem understand thev cannot do 
what ever thev want to our citv I beg vou to help us I have enclosed a letter that we 
sent nome to all of the children in the two elementarv schools nonh ot the tracks and manv 
were returned signed with tamilv photos I hese letters were sent to Ms Morgan bv our 
congressman. Dennis Kucinich He has promised to help us hght this increase m raii 
traffic Mr President I hope vou will help us too 

I have always believed. Mr ( Iinton. that vou were the tvpe ot President who cared about 
the little people in this countrv \ ou convinced be of that two times and I v oted fbr vou 
I teel grateful vou aie the person to whom I am wnting this letter I know vou are verv 
busv and have things like world pence and the ( ongress to deal with But 1 - all of us 
living on the Nortolk Southem nam tracks - appreciate any time you can give this matter 

Sipcereiy. 

Tracey Canale 
1281 Brocklev Avenue 
Lakewood. OH 44lu7 



ScplcnitK-r 24.l'>'<7 

U S, Surface I ransponation Hojird 
AI I N St-.A-f inance IJockcl < < <X« 
IV2.S K Street .\W 
VVashinmon IX 2^)•^2^ 

Dear Sirs 

Mv childirem attend VIcKinlev t-lenieniarv Scttool in t.akcv\ood. Otiio 
Sonic ol Ihc children altcrdinij McKinlcv must cross itic tracks at Icisi two times a dav to get to and trom 
school 

I feel stronglv agamsi .NS increasing rail trallic bv three time or more It mav bc more Mr Fai Met. une. 
VP. f^iblie Atlairs lor NS ( orporation said he could not guarantee that rail iratlic would not exceed thc 
railroad's proptised average ol <l to t̂) irams per dav As .\,s s tiusiness increases it is more lhan likelv 
thc above numbers ol trains through l.akc\*ood and Ihe West Shore area will increase also I his is not 
acjepiable 

t-olloMing arc thc reasons wc as a communitv cannot allov*cd this to occur 

II Safetv - for our children who cross thc Iracks dailv to go to school, the librarv and parks 

2) t arrvmg ol ha/ardous waste - including nuclear vvaste- would iheoreticallv increase Irom the present 
number ol 2.^4.cars per year (alreadv too high ol a nunihcr ihiough our communitv»to over TM.tHXi 
cars per vear t-,ach car a potential threat to oui children A studv done bv the Agencv lor Nucle;ir 
Frpiccis Nuclear Waste OUicc Nevada based numbers from the I s IXpjinmeni o) fcncrgv and compiled 
thc lollowing statistic lor Ihe state ot Ohio 2.7^^ shipments ol high level nuclear waste from nuclear 
plants and nuclear weapon disarmameni will travel through < Jhio- Z.iHti of ihittte nhipmentft are likely to 
go through Lakcw<MMl and the West Shore area of ( leveland Norfolk southern has a pre-agrecment 
with the l-ederal (lovernmeni to carrv ihe above nuclc<'ir waste Ihere arc ivso routes through nonhem 
Ohio One being ihrough our coninuinitv 

M .\ inplmg ol trains ihrough 1 akewood would increase air pollution xou tons per year Most of Ihe 
polluiani being iiiirogen ovide 

(Iihcr issues ol strong concern arc 

l-vacualion ot thc schools nonh o! thc tracks should a train derail and spill ha/ardous cargo I here are no 
school buses in l.akewood iherelo'c there would t>c no wav lor the children to get out ol the citv A 
dcvreasc ol piopenv \aluc which would alMi be a decrease lav base tor our schools And a llighl ol 
laniilies Irom Lakewood which would mean a general decline lor our communitv 

I his issue IS one ol great concern to all ot us that live in Lakewood Please be assured the citi/cns of the 
VVesi Miorc .irca arc closelv monitoring the SIB proceedings I am concemed atwut th; saiety issues and 
hovs mv child (rcn) will bc .ittccied 

Sincerelv. 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATfON BOARD 

yash^ngton. DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

November 26. 1997 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE Uf 
REC'D: 
DQCUMENf ̂  

Mr. Frarklin Keel 
Area Director 
I 'S, Dcpaniiient ofthe Interior 
Bureau of Indian .Affairs 
3701 N. Fairfa.x Drive. Mail Stop 260 VASQ 
Arlington, Virginia 22203 

Re: Finance Dockcl No, 333SX - CS.X and Norfolk Southem - Control arid 
Acquisition -- Native American issues related to thc Proposed Acquisition of 
(\inrail 

Dear Mr, Kccl. 

As vou know , on June 2."\ 1997. CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Suuthern 
Corporativ)n (NS) jointly applied to thc Surface I ransportation Board (Board) for 
authority to acquire ('onrail Inc, I o evaluate and consider the potential environmental 
impacts th;.: could result trom the lYopascd .Acquisition, thc Board's Section of 
1 nv ironmental Analysis (SH.A) is preparing an Lnvironmental Impact Statement (HIS). 

As part ot this environmental review. SF.A has identified two potentially affected 
rail setnnents that travel througli I cdcralfv designated Native .American Reservations. 
One Noriolk Southem rail line travels through the ( attaraugus Indian Reservation in New 
York, and one CSX rail line liav cls through thc Poarch ( reek Indian Re;;ervation in 
Alabama. 

It the Proposed Acquisition's approved. CSX's Montgomerv to I lon-.aton rail line 
through Alabama, and NS's Ashtabula. OH to Buffalo. rail line through New York. 
c(v.ild potentially experience increases in ha/ardous material transport. If thc increase 
was determined ti> he significant, .uul both or cither of these lines were cla.ssified as a 
"Maji^r Key Route" for ha/,ardtius material transport (i.e, an increase to more than 10.000 
hazardous materials rail cars per year). SLA would make preliminarv mitigation 
recommendations including, 1) restricting train speed to 50mph; 2) upgrading thc railroad 
tracks; and 3) establishing a H;'/.;irdou> Materials Response Plan for thc surnninding area 
which includes coordina'ion with K>cal emergencv response prov iders. 



As part of a public outreach effort. SEA is issuing infomiational materials to each 
ofthe potentially affected tribes to notify them ofthe Proposed Acquisition and invite 
iheir participation and comment Should you have any questions or further comments. 
plea.se contact Vicki Rutscm at (202) 565-1545. 

Sincerely yours. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

cc: Michael Schindler. Seneca Nation of lndians 
Eddie L. 1 ullis, Poarch Band of Creek Indians 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION ̂ o/i,'?̂ ? CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNr 
Washington. DC 20423 REC'D: _7 ^ / / q ^ / ? 7 

DOCUMENIFJI^^TATFI 
Section of Enviionmental Analysis 

November 26. 1997 

Mr. F;ddie 1 . I ullis 
Chairman 
Poarch Band of Creek Indians 
5X1 I .lack Springs Road 
Atmore. Alabama 36502 

Re: Finance Docket No. 333X8 - C"X and Norfolk Southem - Control and 
.Acquisition — Poarch Band of ( reek Indians' Reservation as related to 
Proposed .Acquisition ofConrail 

Dear \^r. l ullis. 

On .lune 23. 1997. thc railroad companies C'SX Corporation (CS.X) and Norfolk 
SoLthem Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surtace I r;msportation Board (tiuard) 
for authoritv to acquire a third railroad company. Conrail Inc. I he Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) is cunently conducting a study to assess any potential 
environment ll et tects that could result from the Proposed .Acquisition, .As part of an 
extensive outreach ef fort to local communities. Sl-.A would like to intorm you of 
potential changes thc acquisition could have on rail operations in your area, and provide 
vou with general infomiation regarding the railroad companies" proposal 

As part of the environmental review. SEA is publishing an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) that analyzes the Proposed Acquisition's potential effects on safety, 
transportation, air quality, noise, cultural/historic resources, energy use. water resources, 
biological resources, ha/ardous materials transport, land u.se. socioeconomic effects. 
N:itive American issues and environmental justice, A Dralt EIS is scheduled to be 
released in December 1997 and SF.A vvill send a copy to vour attention. I he DEIS will 
be available for a 45-day public review and comment period and SEA encourages your 
participation in thc env ironmental review process. A Final F IS will address all public 
comments and is scheduled lo be distributed in May. 1998, 

SEA'S preliminary' analysis indicates that a CSX rail segment that mns from 
Montgomerv. AL to Momalon. AL. passing through the Poarch Creek Reservation, could 
experience increa.sed train tratfic. As a result ot increa.sed trains, the Montgomery to 
Flomaton rail line could experience an increa.se in ha/ardou.s material transport. It the 



Proposed Acquisition is approved, and there is a significant hazardous materials increase. 
SKA would recommend that CSX and NS comply w ith the Association of American 
Railroads (A.AR) strict, industrv-wide safety standards for hazardous materials transport, 
including installation of special defect detectors on railroad tracks, regular track 
inspections, and employee training. SEA would also recommend that CSX and NS adopt 
additional AAR saiety guidelires including a maximum train speed of 50 mph and direct 
toll-tree telephone access bef .een railroad dispatch centers and emergency response 
facilities in surrounding communities. 

Fhe Board will consider the entire environmental record, including public 
comments, the Draft EIS and the Final EIS in making ils final decision on the Proposed 
Acquisition. F'nclosed for your reference is a fact sheet outlining the major details ofthe 
Proposed Acquisition. Additional information is also available at SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Page" at www.conrailmerger.com. Should you have any further 
questions, please call our Ivnvironmcntal Hotline at I -888-869-1997 ( FDD for the hearing 
impaired 202-565-1695). 

Sincerelv vours. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section ot linvironmenlal .Analysis 

Enclosure 

cc: Franklin Keel, Bureau of Indian Affairs, U.S. Department of the Interior 
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- - C E N T R A L A D M I N I S T R A T I V E U N I T 

REC'D: /cP////^ 7 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BÎ GCmkHlu /^^V/v^^7"F^//, 

Washington. DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

November 26. 1997 

Mr. Michael Schindler 
President 
Seneca Nation ol Indians 
1490 Route 438 
Irv ing. New N'ork 14l)S] 

Re: f inance Docket No 33388 - CS.X and Noiiolk St)uthcm - ( ontrol and 
Acquisition — Cattaraugus Indian Reservation as related i<> Pioposed 
.Acquisition ofConrail 

Dear .Mr. Schindler. 

On .lune 23. 1997. the railroad companies CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk 
Southern Corporatior. (NS) iointiv applied to thc Surfacc I ransportation Board (Board) 
for authoiity to acquire a third railroad companv. ( onrail Inc, I he Board s Section ol" 
I !u ironmental .Analysis (Sl-.A) is currently conducting a stud\ lo assess any potential 
env ironmental effects that could result from the Propo.sed Acquisition. As part of an 
extensive outreach clfort to local communnics. SI A would like to inform you ol 
potential changes thc acquisi'ioii ci>uld have on rail opcratu>ns in vour area, and provide 
vou with general information regarding the railroad companies" proposal. 

.As part ofthe envin>nmenial review. SF.A is publishing an !• nvironmental Impact 
Siaiement (IdSi that analv/es the Propo.sed .Acquisition's potential effects on satetv, 
transportation, air quality, noise, cultural historic resources, energv use. water resources, 
hiologica' icsiHitccs. ha/*irdous materials transport, land use. socioeconomic effects. 
Native .American issues and env ironmental iu::iice, .A Draft 1-IS (DFdS) is .scheduled to 
be released in December 1997 and Sl-.A ^•.lll send a copv to your attenlii>n, I he Dl IS will 
bc available for a 45-day public review and comment period and SF.A encourages your 
participation in the environmental rev iew process. A Final FIS will address all public 
comments and is scheduled to bc distributed in Mav. 1998 

SF.A"s preliminary anaivsis indicates thai the NS rail .segment that runs !roni 
.Ashtabula. (>' I to Buttjio. N•^'. and passes through the Cattaraugus Reservation, could 
experience increased train trattlc, .As a resull of ini reased Irains. thc .Ashtabula io 
Buttalo rail line cou'd experience an increa,-.e in ha/ardous matenai transport If the 



Propo.sed .Acquisition is approved and there is a significant hazardous materials increase. 
SF:A vvould recommend that CS.X and NS comply with the .Association of Amencan 
Railroads (AAR) strict, industrv-wide satetv standards for ha/ardous matenals transport, 
including installation of special defect detectors on railroad tracks, regular track 
inspections, and employee training. SF.A would also recommend that CSX and NS adopt 
addili<nial .A.AR safely guidelines including a maximum train speed of 50 mph and direcl 
toll-free telephone access beiween railroad dispalch centers and emergencv response 
tacilities in sumnmding communities. 

I he Board will consider thc entire env ironmental record, including public 
comment, the Draft IdS and the f inal IdS in making its final decision on the Proposed 
Acquisition. Flnclosed for your reference is a fact sheet outlining the major details ofthe 
Proposed Acquisition. .Additional infonnation is also available at SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Page" at www,conrailmeryer.com. Should you have anv turther 
questions, plea.se call our linvironmental Hotline at 1-888-869-1997 ( FDD lor the hearing 
impaired 202-565-1695) 

Sincerelv vours. 

Flnclosure 

Fdaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section ot Fnv ironmental .Analysis 

cc: Franklin Keel, Bureau of Indian Affairs, L'.S. Department of the Interior 
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NORFOUC CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
gSuffi^N REC'D: /'A-Wff 7 ^, 

nnr.iiMFNitf ^z/.5/r? i5'M^9^ 
Norfolk Southern Coroorai on Bruno Maestri 

r:n,r'cr.o?o?'" ENviRONMENiarr;,o,„,o„ 
202 383-4166 
202 383-4425 (Direct) 
202 383-4018 (Fax) 

DOCUMENT 

Washington, D.C. - November 25, 1997 

BY HAND 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Surface Transportaticn Board 
Section on Environmental Analysis ("SEA"') 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388: CSX and NS - Control and 
Acq^-'isition of Conrail 

Subject: Norfolk Southern I - l i t i g a t i o n Proposal for Muncie, 
Indiana - Line Segment Muncie to Alexandria 

Dear Ms. Kai ser: 

This l e t t e r responds to a request from SEA for a w r i t t e n 
desc-iption of Norfolk Southern's ("NS") proposal for m i t i g a t i o n 
r e l a t i n g to post-Acquisition NS r a i l t r a f f i c at Muncie, Indiana. 
We understand that SEA intends to include t h i s l e t t e r as an 
appendix to the Draft Environm.ental Impact Statem^ent for Finance 
Docket No. 33388. Described below i s NE' proposal for 
m i t i g a t i o n at Muncie, Indiana to address the p o t e n t i a l impact of 
increased NS r a i l t r a f f i c through Muncie should the Appl i c a t i o n 
i n the above-referenced docket be approved by the Board. 

The NS l i n e that trends we.'-.t from Kuncie toward Alexandria, 
Indiana average?- 2.6 t r a i n s pe' day (1995 base case). An 
incraase of 9.2 t r a i n s per day, for a t o t a l of 11.8 t r a i n s , i s 
an t i c i p a t e d post-Acquisition. Potential environmental impacts 
related to the projected increase i n t r a f f i c along t h i s NS l i n e 
segnent were analyzed m Volume 6B of the Environmental Report. 

NS has evaluated the need for m i t i g a t i o n measures to aadress 
concerns raised by SEA, and fu r t h e r discussed i n a loc a l 
newspaper a r t i c l e , about the p o t e n t i a l for vehicle delays at 
grade crossingt r e l a t e d to the projected increase i n r a i i 
t r a f f i c along the p o r t i o n of t h i s l i n e segment that passes 
through Muncie. S p e c i f i c a l l y , NS has studied the spacing of 

Operating Subsidiaries Norfolk Southern Railway Company North Amencan Van Lmes inc 



Elaine K. Kaiser 
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t r a i n s passing through Muncie to assess whether the increase i n 
projected r a i l t r a f f i c would l i k e l y r e s u l t i n s i g n i f i c a n t 
vehicular delays at grade crossings at Kilgore Avenue and 
streets west past T i l l o t s o n Avenue. As a r e s u l t of i t s study, 
NS has determined that grade crossing delays are not expected to 
occur with the a d d i t i o n of the projected i.ncrease i n post-
A c q u i s i t i o n t r a f f i c NS has received no complaints about 
blocking delays i n Muncie. Moreover, advanced warning i s 
provided to a n t i c i p a t e p o t e n t i a l congestion i n merging onto the 
Conrail l i n e . When t h i s occurs, NS stops i t s t r a i n s and holds 
them between SP 178, j u s t short of CR 400, and the next crossing 
at CR 500 (SP 179.1). The m a j o r i t y of NS t r a i n s are of a length 
that r e a d i l y f i t s between these twc crcssings without blocking 
e i t h e r crossing. i n those rare instances where a t r a m would 
not f i t between SP 178 and SP 179. 1, the t r a i n instead would be 
stopped west of SP 180, also avoiding blocking crossings. NS 
would continue to employ current holding practices i n t h i s area 
to address the a d d i t i o n a l t r a f f i c projected on t h i s l i n e post-
A c q u i s i t i o n . Thus, NS does not believe that blocking delays are 
an issue at Muncie. 

In connection wi t h the status of the NS grade crossings i n 
Muncie, NS proposes to work w i t h the appropriate state agencies 
to address the p o t e n t i a l upgrading of the e x i s t i n g grade 
crossings from Council Street to Morrison Street to include bcth 
automatic f l a s h i n g l i g h t s and gates. Presently, ."^ix of the 
t h i r t e e n grade crossings are equipped wit h both f l a s h i n g l i g h t s 
and gates. Five of the grade crossings have f l a s h i n g l i g h t s 
only (Kilgore, Nichols, Goodman, Hutchinson and Jackson) and two 
of the grade crossings have crossbucks only (Celia and Manning). 
NS proposes that, subject to state approval of the a d d i t i o n of 
p r o t e c t i v e devices and the a v a i l a b i l i t y of federal and state 
funding, these seven grade crossings be equipped wit h f l a s h i n g 
l i g h t s and gates. Accordingly, NS would work wit h the relevant 
governmental agencies to seek support for and public funding of 
t h i s grade crossing upgrade p r o j e c t . 

With the continuation of current procedures for managing 
r a i l t r a f f i c flow throu'h Muncie and the upgrading of e x i s t i n g 
grade crossings to include f l a s h i n g l i g h t s and gates at a l l 
t h i r t e e n locations between Council Street and Morrision Street, 
the p o t e n t i a l impact from the increase i n r a i l t r a f f i c on t h i s 
l i n e segment through Muncie would be s u b s t a n t i a l l y addressed. 
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Please contact me i f you need ad d i t i o n a l information or i f I 
can be of f u r t h e r assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Bruno Maestri 
System Director 
Environmental Protection 



I Upgrade Crossings to Flashers With Gates 

Exhibit 1 


