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Appendix B: Draft Er • , nental Impact Statement Correction Letter, Errata, 
Supplenmtal Errata and Additiemal Envlronmntal Infomiation and Board Nodces to Parties of Record 

CONTENTS 

Page 
APPENDIX B: DRAFT ENVIRONMEN 1 AL IMPACT STATEMENT 

CORRECTION LETTER, ERRATA, SUPPLEMENTAL 
ERRATA AND ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION, 
AND BOARD NOTICES TO PARTIES OF RECORD B-l 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement Correction Leti«?r B-5 
Draft Envirormiental Impact Statemem Errata B-13 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement Supplemental Errata B-41 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement Additional Environmental 
Information B-79 

TABLES 

B-l Distribution of the Correction Letter, Errata, and Supplemental Errata B-2 
B-2 Distribution of the Additional Environmental Information B-3 

Proposed C^rail Acquisition May 1998 Finai Environmental Impact Statement 



Appendix B: Draft Envimnmental Impact Statement Conection Letter, Errata, 
Supplemental Errata and Additional Environmental Infyrmatior., and Board fJotices to Parties of Record 

[THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK] 

Proposed Conrail Acquisition May 1998 
B-ii 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 



APPENDIX B 
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

CORRECTION LETTER, ERRATA, SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA AND 
ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION, 
AND BOARD NOTICES TO PARTIES OF RECORD 

After issuing the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) on December 29,1997, the 
Section of Envirormiental Analysis (SEA) of the Surface Transportation Board (the Board) 
issued a Draft EIS Correction '..etter to all recipients of the Draft EIS. In this letter, SEA 
corrected two dates in the piucedural schedule included in the Draft EIS and clarified that the 
Draft EIS is comprised of a separate Executive Summary and six volumes of text divided into 
nine separate books. 

Subsequent to SEA's distribution of the Draft EIS Correction Letter, the Board served two sets 
of errata to die Draft EIS to facilitate public review of the Draft EIS and to clarify some ofthe 
information it contained. On January 12, 1998, the Board served the Draft EIS Errata, which 
included corrections to references and data discrepancies. On January 21, 1998, the Board 
served the Draft EIS Supplemental Errata, which addressed errors in the calculations SEA used 
to analyze traffic delay at highway/rail at-grade crossings. Neither set of errata changed or 
altered SEA's analysis or preliminary mitigation recommendations. 

On February 27. 1998, the Board issued the Draft EIS Additional Environmental Information, 
which identified 12 rail line segments that ma' L)e affected by additional potential impacts 
associated with the proposed Conrail Acquisiticn. "Tiese additional potential impacts are related 
to hazardous materials tiansportation safety, noise, and highway/rail at-grade crossing safety and 
delay. 

SEA distributed the Draft EIS Correction Letter, Errata, and Supplemental Errata to the Parties 
of Record and to the entities who received the Draft EIS. (See Table B-l.) 

SEA distributed the Draft EIS Additional Environmental Information to the Applicants', Federal 
zsid state agencies, local govemmental entities, and interested parties in the communities affected 

"The Applicants" refers to CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSX); Norfolk Southem 
Corporation and Norfolk Southem Raiiway Company (NS), and Conrail, Inc., and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation (Conrail). 
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Appendix B: l?raft Environmental Impact Statement Corredion Letter, Enata, 
Supplemenul Enata and Additional Environmental Information, and Boara Notices to forties ofReconf 

by the additional potential impacts associated with the propose<i Comail Acquisition. (See Table 

B-2.) 

This appendix contains the Draft EIS Correction Letter, Errata, Supplemental Errata, and 
Additional Enviromnental Information in the order of the dates that the Board served them on 
the Parties of Record. The Board's notices to the Parties of Record precede the documents. 

TABLE B-l 
DISTRIBUTION OF THE CORRECTION LETTER, 

ERRATA, AND SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Entity Type Number 

• Public Agencies, Citizens, and Private interest Groups 2238 

Academic Subtotal 4 

Applicant Subtotal 9 

Business: Loca! Subtotal 8 

Business: U.S. Subtotal 7 

- Citizen Subtotal 16 

- Citizens' Group Subtotal 1 

Environmental Consultant Subtotal 2 

Environmental Organization Subtotal 9 

Federal Agency Subtotal 165 

Govemor Subtotal 4 

Law Firm Subtotal 1 

Local Elected Official Subtotal 705 

Local Govemment Subtotal 654 

Native American Subtotal 7 

Rail Union Subtoul 24 

Railroad Subtotal 14 

Regional Agency Subtotal 345 

Shipper Subtotal 4 

Special Interests Group Subtotal 15 

State Agency Subtotal 205 
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.Appendix B: Draft Environmentd/Impact Statement Correction Letter, Enata. 
Supf^n al Enata and Additiona! Environmental Informatioi, arxl Boani Notices to Parties of Record 

TABLE B-l 
DISTRIBUTION OF THE CORRECTION LETTER, 

ERRATA, AND SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Entity Type Number 

State Legislator Subtotal 9 

STB Environmental Contractor/Sub-contractor Subtotal 30 

• Surface Transportation Board 66 

Piu-ties of R ecord (POR) 312 

• Memi^rs of Congress (MOC) 70 

• U.S. Senators.'Represeniatives not on POR/MOC List 41 

• Environmental Justice Community 166 

• Applicant 75 

- CSX Subtoul 25 

- Conrail Subtotal 10 

- Norfolk Southem Subtotal 40 

• Conrail Acquisition Team 350 

• Special Request - New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection 6 

TOTAL 3,380 

TABLE B-2 
DISTRIBUTION OF THE ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION 

Entity Type Number 

• Public .Agencies, Citizens, and Private Interest Groups 216 

Academic Subtotal 1 

Business; U.S. Subtotal 63 

Citizen Subtotal 1 

Environmental Organization Subtotal I 

Federal Agency Subtotal 5 

Law Firm Subtotal 13 

Local Elected Official Subtotal 3 
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Appendix B: DraftErvimnmentallrr^jad Statement Correction Letter, Errata, 
Supplemental Errata and Additional Environmentallnformation, and Board Notices to Parties of Record 

TABLE B-2 
DISTRIBUTION OF THE ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION 

Entity Type Number 

- Local Govenunent Subtotal 13 

- Rail Unicm Subtotal 26 

- Raiiroad Subtotal 23 

- Regional Agency Subtotal 18 

- Shipper Subtotal 8 

Special Interests Group Subtotal 16 

- State Agency Subtotal 17 

- Utilities Subtotal 8 

• Members of Congress 2 

• Applicant 3 

- CSX Subtoul 1 

Coruail Subtoul I 

Norfolk Southem Subtoul 1 

TOTAL 221 
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Appendix B: l>aft Environmental Inpact Stagnant Correction Letier, Enata, 
Supplem&fital Enata and Additional Environmental Information, and Bovd NrOcer to P.vti^ of Record 

Draft Environmental Impact Sutement Correction Letter 
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AppendixB: Draft Environmentsl Impact Statement Conection Letter, Enata. 
Supplemental Enata and Additiomri Envimnmental Infonnation, and Boani Notices to Parties of Reconi 
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28766 SERVICE DATE - DECEMBER 29, 1997 
SEC 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

STB Finance Docket No. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION ANI 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPAN / 

~ CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASES/AGREEMENTS ~ 
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

Decision No. 60 

Dated: December 23,1997 

NOTICE TO THE PARTIES: 

On December 12, 1997, the Board served the Draft Environmental Impatt 
Statement in this proceeding. This is to notify persons who received a copy of the draft 
EIS that two dates in the procedural schedule were incorrect. In the Tables in the 
Executive Summary (Table ES-1, pp. ES-7 to ES-8) and in Chapter 1 (Table 1-1, p. 1-9), 
the dates for filing rebuttals in support of Inconsistent and Responsive Applications and 
for submitting briefs are incorrect. The correct due dates are: (1) January 14,1998 for 
filing of rebuttals in support of Inconsistent and Responsive Applications and (2) 
February 23,1998 for all parties to submit briefs. 

Additionally, we wish to clarify that the Draft EIS is comprised of a separate 
Executive Summary and six volumes of text. These six volumes are divided into nine 
separate books. 

Finally, please note that when following the instructions for how and wherc to 
file comments, you should include "Room 715" in the address to avoid any delays. 

Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 

Bz7 
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SURFACE TRASSPORTATXON BOARD 

Waahington, DC 20423 

Secdon of EnviroiuHeHtal Anafysis 

December 19,1997 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk SouthCTn - Control and Acquisition ~ 
Comail: DraftEnvironmeQtalIi]:q)actStatement 

Dear Interested Parties: 

Recently, the Surface Transportation Board's Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) 
sent you the Draft Enviroimiental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Proposed Acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Soutiiem Railroad and CSX P.ailroad. SEA wants to (1) coirect two dates in 
the procedural schedule induded in the Draft EIS and (2) clarify that the Draft EIS is comprised 
of a sq>arate Executivt Summary and six volumes of text These six volumes are divided into 
nine separate books. 

Specifically, the procedural schedule included in the Executive Simunary (Table ES-1, 
pp. ES-7 to ES-8) and in Chapter 1 (Table l - l , p. 1-9) ofthe Draft EIS inconectiy states the due 
dates for filing rebuttals in stipport of Inconsistent and Responsive Applications and for 
submitting briefs to the Board. The correct due dates are: (1) Janaary 14,1998 for the filing of 
rebuttals in support of Inconsistent and Responsive Applications and (2) February 23,1998 for 
all parties to submit briefe. A corrected copy ofthe Board's entire Procedural Schedule is 
enclosed with this letter. 

SEA welcomes written comments on all aspects of the Draft EIS as well as suggestions 
on mitigation measures to address potential environmental impacts that could result ft^om the 
Proposed Conrail Acquisition. As noted in the Draft EIS, all coimnents must be subimtted by 
February 2,1998. 

If you have any questions about the Board's Procedural Schedule or would like additional 
information about the en'vironmental review process, please call SEA's toll-free Environmental 
Hotline at 1-888-869-1997, or visit our website at http://www.conrailmerger.com. 

Sincerely yours, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure 
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Board's Proeedaral Sdiedule and SEA*s Environmental Review 

DAY ACTION DATE 
AppUcants filed PrdiminMy ]Bavii«"i"M'*«i Repoit with SEA May 16.1997 

Dayi Applicants filed Application and Environmental Rqxnt June 13,1997 
Board issued Notice of Inteat to PrqMiv an Enviromnental Ixapact Statement 
and :>ooping Notice 

July 7.1997 

Public and govenunent agencies filed comn.ents on die Draft Scope of tfae 
Environmental Impact Statement 

August 6.1997 

Day 60 Otfaer applicants filed descriptions of Inconsistent and Reqxwsive 
Applications 

August 22,1997 

^jplicants filed Preliminaiy Draft Environmental Assessments for die Seven 
Separate Connections refeienced in Decision No. 9 

Sq)tember5,1997 

SEA issued Final Sc<^ of die Environmental Impact Sutement October 1,1997 
D*y 100 Otfaer applicants filed Responsive Environmental Rq)oits and 'Verified 

Environmental Sutements for any Inconsistent and Responsive Applications 
Octoberl, 1997 

SEA issued Environmoital Assessments for tfae Seven Separate Connections October 7,1997 
Day 120 Odier applicants filed Inconsistent and Respcmsive Applications October 21,1997 

SEA received comments on die Environmental Assessm. -ts for tfae Seven 
Separate Coimections 

October 27,1997 

Board issued Decision requiring Applicants to file Safety Integration Pltns November 3,1997 
Day 150 Board issued Notice of Acceptance of tfae Inconsistent and Responsive 

AppUcations 
November 20.1997 

Board issued Decision allowing Seven Separate Connections to proceed November 25,1997 
Applicants filed Safety Integration Plans December 3.1997 
SEA issued Draft Emironmental Impact Sutement to die public December 12,1997 

Day 175 Response to the Inconsistent and Responsive Applications and rebuttals in 
support of Primary Application filed widi tfae Board 

December 15,1997 

EPA published Federal Register notice initiating ' S-day comment period oc 
the Draft Environmental Inqiact Sutement 

December 19.1997 

Day 205 Rebuttal in siqjport of Inconsistent and Resj- ,- Applications due to 
Board 

Januaiy 14.1998 

PubUc comments on Draft Environmental impact Sutement due to SEA Febmary 2,1998 
Day 245 Briefs oue, all parties F*niary23.1998 

SEA to issue Final Environmental Iinpact Sutement to tfae pubUc and die 
Board 

Ute-May 1998 

Day 346 Board to conduct oral argument June 4,1998 
Day 350 Board to conduct Voting Conference June 8,1998 
Day 395 Board to issue final written decision July 23.1998 

Administrative Appeals Filing Deadline August 13,1998 

December IS. 1997 
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AppendixB: [)raft Environmental Inpact Statement Conection Letter, Enata, 
Supf^emental Enata and Additiaial Envimnmental Infimnation, and Board f^tic^ to Partis of Reconi 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Errata 
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AppendixB: Draft Environmental Impact Statemnt Conection LeM^, Enata, 
Sufplemental Enata and Additional Environmental Infonnation, and Board fM^es to Parties of Record 
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28788 
SEC 

SERVICE DATE - JANUARY 12,1998 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

STB Finance Docket No. 33388 

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

- CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASES/AGREEMENTS ~ 
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

Decision No. 62 

Dated: Januar>' 9, 1998 

NOTICE TO THE PARTIES: 

On December 12, 1997, the Sunace Transportation Board (Board) served the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS), prepared by the Board's Section of Environmental 
Analysis (SEA), regarding potential environmental effects of the proposed acquisition of Conrail, 
Inc. by Norfolk Southem Railroad and CSX R ailroad. The purpose of this notice is to provide 
you with an Errata to the Draft EIS. 

The Draft EIS encompasses more than 3,000 pages and is comprised of a separate 
Executive Summary and six volumes of text. These six volumes are divided into nine separate 
books. The Draft EIS addresses potential environmental effects of the PropOî d Conrail 
Acquisiticn that include safety, transportation, air quality, noise, historic and cultural resources, 
energy, water resources, biological resources, hazardous materials transport, land use. Native 
American issues, and environmental justice. The Draft EIS also includes SEA's preliminar>' 
recommendaticas for mitigating the possible environmental effects of the Conrail proposal. SEA 
IS seeking public comment on the Draft EIS. Public comments are due to SEA by February 2, 
1998. SEA will consider all public comments in preparing a Final EIS. 

SEA prepared the enclosed Errata to the Draft EIS to help facilitate public review of the 
Draft EIS and clarify some ofthe information contained in the document. The Errata is not all 
inclusive. SEA has not included all typographical errors or minor discrepancies. SEA has, 
however, included those items which will help clarify the meaning of certain text to avoid 
confusion, such as correcting references in other sections in the Draft EIS and correcting data 
discrepancies in various sections. 

It is important to note that this Errata to the Draft EIS does not change or alter SEA's 
anaiysis or preliminary mitigation recommendations, nor do these corrections affect the integrity 
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of tbe infonnation contained in the Draft EIS, tfae procedural schedule, or thc review and 
comment period for Ac Draft EIS. 

Should you have any questtons or comments, please call SEA's toll-free Environmental 
Hotline at 1-888-869-1997. 

Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 

-2-
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Comment Date: February 2,1998 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
Finance Docket No. 33388 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION" 
c s x Coiporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. 

Norfolic Southem Corporation and 
Norfolk Southem Raiiway Company 

Control and Operating Leases/Agreements 
Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

Errata 

prepared by: 

Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

1925 K Street, NW • Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
888-869-1997 

Information Contacts. 

B-1/ 

Michael J. Dalton 
Environmental SpecUiiist 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Wa,shing-ton, DC 20423 

Seaion of Environmental Analysis 

January 12,1998 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 — CGX and Norfolk Southem — Control and Acquisition ~ 
Conrail: Errata to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Interested Party: 

In mid-December, you were mailed a copy of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(Draft EIS), prepared by the Siirfr.ce Transportalion Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA), regarding potential envirc nmental effects of the proposed acquisition of Conrail, Inc. by 
Norfolk Southem Railroad and CSX Raiiroad. The purpose of this letter is to provide you with 
an Errata to the Draft EIS. 

The Draft EIS encompasses more than 3,000 pages and is comprised of a separate 
Executive Summaiy and six volumes of text These six volumes are divided into nine separate 
books. The Draft EIS addresses potential environmental effects of the Proposed Conrail 
Acquisition that include safety, transportation, air quality, noise, hirtoric and cultural resources, 
energy, water resources, biological resources, hazardous materials transport, land use. Native 
American issues, and en̂ •̂ '•onmental justice. The Draft EIS also includes SEA's preliminary 
recommendations for natigating the possible environmental effects ofthe Conrail proposal. SEA 
is seeking public comment on the Draft EIS. Public comments are due to SEA by February 2, 
1998. SEA will consider all public comments in preparing a Final EIS. 

SEA. prepared the enclosed Enata to the Draft EIS to help facilitate public review of the 
Draft EIS and clarify some of the information contained in the document. The Errata is not all 
inclusive, and we have not included all typographical errors or minor discrepancies. We have 
listed, ho A'ever, all those items which we believe will he" clarify the meaning of certain text to 
avoid confusion, such as correcting references in other sections in the Draft EIS and correcting 
data discrepancies in various sections. We have also enclosed several revised tables with the 
corrected data highlighted. 

It is important to note that this Errata to the Draft EIS does not change or alter SEA's 
analysis or preliminary mitigation recommendations, nor do these corrections affect the integrity 
ofthe information contained in the Draft EIS, the procedural schedule, or the review and 
comment period for the Draft EIS. 
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Should you have any questions or comments, please call SEA's toU-free Environmental 
Hotline at 1-888-869-1997. Thank you for your interest and participation in lbs Draft EIS 
process. 

Sincerely yours. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure 
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Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapter Section Subject Page 
Nuinber 

Para){raph 
Number' 

Change 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

ES ES.l Introduction 1 ES-l 3 Change the second sentence to: In addition to freight operations, Amtrak and eight 
commuter agencies operate over tracks owned by one or more of the Applicants. 

ES ES.I.l Overview ES-2 4 To the last bullet Item on the page, add Louisiana and Mississippi to the list of 
states that could be aiTected by potential environmental impacts. 

ES ES.6.2 Air Quality ES-22 6 Change first sentence to: SEA evaluated air pollutant emissions on a county-wide 
basis for all rail line segments, rail yards, and Intermodal facilities exceeding 
the Board's thresholds for air quality analysis. 

ES ES.6.2 Cultural and 
Historic 

Resources 

ES-23 4 Change second sentence to: SEA recommends, pending Ohio SHPO 
concurrence, thnt the Board require CSX to complete cultural and historic 
resource documentation (Historic American Buiiding S'ur/ey (HABS)/Historic 
American Engineering Record (HAER) Level 11) at the proposed Collinwood 
Intermodal Facility within 180 days of any Board decision approving the proposed 
Conrail Acquisition. 

ES ES.6.2 Cultural and 
Historic 

Resources 

ES-23 5 Change last sentence to: SEA recommends, pending Ohio SHPO concurrence, 
that the Board require NS to complete cultural and historic resource 
documentation (HABS/HAER Level II) for the Toledo Pivot Bridge befoie 
initiating any construction cr removal activities at lhat site. 

I'aragrnplis irc numbered beginning wilh (he first (lill paragraph on a page, unlesi oiherwise nnled. For tables, tovis are numbered counting cach row slarting diredly below Ihe (able header row. 



Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapter Section Subject Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

VOLUME I 

2.2 Proposed Action 2-6 3 Change last sentence to: (See Section 1.3.3 for a discussion of the Board's 
environmental thresholds.) 

2 2.7 Comments and 
Requests for 
Conditions 

2-36 1 There were 100 comments and request for conditions received and accepted by the 
STB, not 88 as stated in Section 2.7. 

3 3.4 Safety 3-9 6 Change second and third sentences to: SEA did so by analyzing the 54 rail line 
segments with projected increases of eight or more trains per day. Of these 54 
segments, 44 contained highway/rail at-grade crossings of public roads. 

3 3.4.1 Methods 3-10 1 Change first sentence to: SEA conducted a train-vehicle accident risk analysis for 
2,070 highway/rail at-grade crossings on the 54 rail line segments described 
above. 

3 3.8.1 Methods 3-20 2 Change first sentence to: For each additional truck anticipated at the 23 
intermodal facilities that SEA studied, SEA assumed that a round-trip would be 
made and therefore added two truck trips to the average daily traffic volume on 
affected surrounding roadways. 

4 4.3 Passenger Rail 4-12 4 Change last sentence to: These segments are located in the following stales: 
Georgia, Indiana, Maryland, Michigan,New York, North Carolina, Virginia, and 
(he District of Columbia. 



Seciion of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAri ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapter .Section Subject P«ge 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

4 4.5 Transport of 
Hazardous 
Materials 

4-17 1 Change the second sentence to: These results are reported in Chapter 5 on a state-
by-st»:te basis for 99 rail line segments in the following states- Alabama, Florida, 
Ceorgii , Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky. Louisiana. Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, 
Mississippi. North Carolina, New Jersey. New York. Ohio. Pennsylvaiiia, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, and the District of Columbia. 

4 4.5 Table 4-6 4-18 Row 2 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment C-376, delete Jefferson County, AL. 

4 4.5 Table 4-6 4-18 Row 7 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment C-357, Marlboro County is in SC, not NC 

4 4.5 Table 4-6 4-18 Row 10 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segments N-082 and N-095, Mahoning and Trumbull Counties arc 
in OH, not PA 

4 4.5 Table 4-6 4-18 Row 13 
Column 4 

For Raii Line Segment C-344, delete Hampton and Jasper Counties, and add 
Beaufort County. 

4 4.5 Tabie 4-6 4-19 Row 1 

Column 4 
For Rail Line Segment from Decatur, AL to New Orleans, LA. add the following 
counties: Morgan. Cullman, Blount. Jefferson, Shelby, Chilton, Autauga, 
Montgomery. Elmore, Lowndes, Butler and Conecuh. 

4 4.5 Table 4-6 4 19 Row 8 

Column 3 
Add Rail Line Segment C-072 to the list of segments in ihe Quaker. OH to Willow 
Creek, IN co> ridor. 

4 4.7.2 Table 4-9 4-34 N/A Norristovn (PA) Connector was omitted from Table 4-9, but should have been 
included. Information on the Norristown Connector is presented on page 4-37. 



Section of Environmentai Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapter Secdon Subject Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

4 4.12.3 Table 4-17 4-59 Row 2 

Column 2 
Change Emissions from Nettifig Analysis for Maryland from 797 to 764. 

4 4.12.3 Air Quality 4-60 2 In the last sentence of the paragraph, delete Detroit. 

VOLUME 3 

5 5.2 Air Quaiity 5-8 3 Change last sentence to: Using this approach, SEA analyzed potential air quality 
impacts by county in 17 states (Alabama, Delaware, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, New Jersey, New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia) and the District of 
Columbia. 

5 5.2 Air Quality .'-8 4 In the Hrst sentence, change 3.1 l.l to 3.11.2. 

5 5.2 Environmental 
Justice 

5-12 1 Change last sentence to: Using Ihis approach, SEA analyzed potential 
environmental justice effects by site in 17 states (Alabama. Delaware. Georgia, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan. Missouri, New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia) 
and the District of Columbia. 

5 3.3 Table 5-2 5-14 Row 8 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segment C-373, change potential impacts to "A major key route." 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-15 Row 2 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment C-376, delete Jefferson County. 



Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapter Section Subject Pagt 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-16 Row 5 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment C-346, add Wayne, Long, Liberty, and Chatham counties. 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-18 Row 3 
Column 6 

For Rail Line Segment C-011, change preliminary recommended mitigation to: 
"Railroad shall consult wilh the County, ILDOT, and community regarding 
mitigation measures." 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-18 Row 8 

Column 5 
Under "Potential Impact" column, for CM-02:59"* Street, Chicago, replace "Truck 
route impact" with "Noise Impact." 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-19 Row 2 
Column 5 

Segment C-O 10 potential impacts should have a footnote indicating that even 
though the noise levels do not warrant mitigation at this time, the impacts have 
been included to be considered cumulatively with other potentiai .iignificant 
impacts. 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-19 Row 3 

Column 5 
Segment N-045 poiential impacts should have a footnote indicating that even 
though the noise levels do not warrant mitigation at this time, the impacts have 
been inciuded to consider cumulati\ .y with other potential significant impacts. 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-19 Row 6 . 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment C-025, add Gibson County. 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-19 Row 6 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segment C-025, add the foiiowing crossings: CR tOON, Spring 
Street, Mulberry Street, and W. John in Gibson County; Slacer Road in 
Vanderburgh County; and Perry Street and Buntin Streei in Knox Cqunty. j 

«1 



ion of E( virontrcntal Analysis 
ace Transportation Board 
ihington, D.C. 20423 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 3.1388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

January 1998 

ipter Section Subject Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

5 „ 5.3 Table 5-2 5-2C Row 2 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segment C-066. add the following crossings: First Road-Smith and 
Thom Road in Marshall Counfy; CR 500W and 900W in Noble County; Oak 
Street in Kosciusko Couni/, CR 875E and 500W in La Porte County; and CR 9 
in Elkhart County. 

< 5.3 Table 5-2 5-21 Row 4 

Column 5 

For Rail Line Segment N-045, add the following crossings: 8* Street, 5** Street, 
and CR 172 in Tippecanoe County, and delete Greenbush Sireet. 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-22 Row 2 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segment N-046, add fhe following crossings: CR 250W in Miami 
Couniy; CR 700N in Tippecanoe Couniy (CR 900N was lisied twice). 

«, 5.3 Table 5-2 5-23 Row 2 

Column 6 

For Rail Line Segmeni C-023, change second sentence in Preliminary 
Recommended Mitigation to: Por all oihers, railrcad shall con.<ult with Ihe 
community end develop mitigalion. 

53 Table 5-2 5-23 Row 5 
Columns 4 & 5 

For Rail Line Segment N-045, in column 4 add: Warren and Fountain Counties, 
in column 5 add: All crossings are in Tippecanoe County. 

< 5.3 Tiiole 5-2 5-24 Row 10 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segment C-021, add the following cross-iigs: Duffey Street and E. 
6"* Street in Christian Couniy, and W. Moss Avenue in Hopkins County. 

5 5.1 Table 5-2 5-25 Row 2 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segmeni C-287, delete Owen County and add Gallatin County. 

5 5.3 Table 5-25 Row 5 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segmeni C-291, delete Boone County. , 



Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapter Section Subject Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

5.3 Table 5-2 5-26 Row 4 

Column 4 
For Rail Line Segment C-387, add Orteans Parish. 

5.3 Table 5-2 5-26 Row 8 

Column 4 
For Raii Line Segment C-034. delete Howard Couniy. 

5.3 Table 5-2 5-30 Row 5 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segmept N-065, add Genesee County. 

5.3 Table 5-2 5-36 Row 2 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment C-206, add Seneca Couniy. 

5.3 Tabh 5-2 5-36 Row 9 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segmeni N-073, delete Likens Street. 

5.3 Table 5-2 5-41 Row 5 & 7 
Column 5 

Segme.its N-075 and N-082 should have a footnote indicating thai even though the 
noise levels do nol warranl miligaiion at Ihis lime, the impacts have been Included 
to consider cumulatively wilh other potential signincant impacls. 

5.3 Table 5-2 5-42 Row 5 
Column 5 & 6 

For Rail Line Segment C-766, delete Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing 
informaiion in Ihe Potential Impaci and Preliminary Recommended Mitigation 
columns. 

5.J Table 5-2 5-43 Row 3 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment N-095, add Beaver County. , 

5.3 Table 5-2 5-43 Row 5 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment N-216, delete Montgomery and Philadelphia Counties. 



Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapter Section Subject Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-43 Row 6 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segmeni N-245, delete Broome, Delaware, Sullivan, and Orange 
Counlies and add Pike and Susquehanna Counties. 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-44 Row 9 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment N-344, delete Hampton County and add Beaufort County. 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-45 Row 4 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment C-357, add Marlboro County. 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-45 Row 6 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Se'̂ ment C-359, add Bamberg, Richland and Allendale Counlies. 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-45 Row 10 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment C-373, delete Moore County and add Coffee Couniy. 

5 5.? Table 5-2 5-45 Row 12 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segment N'392, add Hamblen County, 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-46 Row 2 
Column 4 

For Rail Line Segn.'-nl N-399, delete Hablen County. 

5 5-AL.3 Summary of 
Analysis 

AL-4 1 In the paragraph continued from page AL-3, delete Ihe second bulleted item. 
"Land Use/Socioeconomics." 



Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 1998 

PROPOSE^ CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 
Chapter Section 

5-AL.9 

Subject 

Land Use/ 
Socioeconomics 

Page 
Number T 
AL-11 

Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

Immedialely prior to Section 5-AL.9. add the following: 
5-AL.8a LAND USE/SOCIOECONOMICS 
NillYC American liiues! Rail Line Segmeni C-271 traverses Ihe Federally 
designated Poarch Creek Indian Reservation which is located in southwestem 
Alabama, approximately 56 miles northeast of Mobile. Thc Cily of Atmore is 
located within the Reservation. The Reservation consists of 229.5 acres and has 
a totai population of 190 peopie. Tne Poarch Creek Indians are descended from 
Creek Indians who have lived in the area since (he 1700s. The Reservation 
contains a tribal center, senior cenler, fire station, and eighty housing units. There 
is also an Indian Health Service clinic on the Reservation. 
Segment C-271 would become a new CSX "Major Key Route" for the 
fransportation of hazardous materials. Currently, CSX transports 3,000 
carloads/year of hazardous materials along this line. CSX would increase this to 
approximately 64.000 carloads/year as a result of Ihe proposed Conraii 
Acquisition, This would result in an increased potential risk for release of 
hazardous materials in thc event ofa train derailment or accideni. 
MHiUtlon Mta»uaa - Mitigation measures for Major Key Routes include: I) 
restricting speeds of trains along Ihis segments lo 50 mph; 2) upgrading Ihe track 
to Class 2 or better; 3) installation of wayside defect detectors along rail lines; 
and, 4) eslablishi.iga Hazardous Materials Response Plan which includes accident 
simulations wifb local emergency response providers. CSX would coordinate the 
preparation of (he Plan with Ihe Reservation. 

In addition to the mitigation measures described above. SEA will conduct 
additional puolic outreach and noticing ofthe EIS availability with regard lo the 
Poarch Creei'. Indian Reservation and Poarch Creck Band of Indians. 



Section of Envirottmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapier Sectton Subject Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

5 5-IL.8.I Passenger Rail IL-19 1 Delete the first full sentence on page IL-19 (immediately prior lo Seciion S-IL.9) 
and replace with: ll is SEA*s prciiminary recommendalion that CSX worl< wit h 
METRA to identify and implement measures to avoid delays to METRA 
commuter trains due lo the additional traffic at the 75** Street In.erlocklng. 
SEA recommends that the Board require CSX lo report to SEA on the 
resuiu of (he discussion. 

5 5-IL.10.2 Construction lL-22 5 Change third sentence to: NS is constructing this connection in anticipation of 
future markets and, according to the Application, anticipates (hat 
approximately six trains per day will run over the new connection. 

5 5-IL.17.2 Table 5-IL-33 IL-74 Row 8, 
Columns 5 & 7 

For Lafayetle -1 ilton (N-045), change Ihc "N" in Ihe "Hazardous Malcrials" and 
"Transportation/Safety" columns to "Y." 

5 5-IL.17.2 Environmental 
Justice 

IL-78 1 Change first sentence lo: At-grade crossing safety potential impacts exist at S'* 
Sireet, 7* Slreel, 8"" Sirett, Roming Slreel, 4"* Slreel (US 231), Smilh Slrecl near 
Lafayette, Indiana, and al Campbell Crotsing in the City of Danville, IlllROlt 
(which is proximal to minority and low-income communities). 

Add lo end of paragraph: It is SEA's preliminary recofflmendation that NS 
miligale IrafTic safely impacls by upgrading the existing warning devkef for 
this segment. 

5s 

10 
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PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUIIiHTION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapter Seciion Subject Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Numl'»r' 

Change 

5 5-IL.I7.2 Environmental 
Justice 

IL-78 3 \dd the following after the third paragraph (as a separate paragraph): SEA has 
idenlified this NS rail line segmeni as resulting In signifkant hazardous 
malcrials Iransportalion efrect because (he increase in hazardous maierial 
carried over (his r il line segment would double and Increase to over 20,000 
car loads per ye r. The increase, from 10,000 lo 46,000 car loads yearly, 
would require this NS rail iine segment to be designated as a hazardoiu 
malcrials "major key route," thus furlher requiring special safety and 
mitigation measures, Including atsistance from NS to communities in 
rormulatlngemergency response plans. See discussion on hazardous ma terlal 
transport mitigalion in (he Transportation section of (his Draft EIS. 

5 5-IN.8 Passenger Rail IN-24 4 Change to: Because there is no existing commuter rail service on linet affected 
by the proposed Acquisilion in Indiana, SEA has determined that there will be 
no adverse effects and no mitigalion is required. 

5 5-IN.18 Environmental 
Justice 

IN-79 6 Change first sentence to: Grade crossing safety potential impacts exisl al 5** 
Sireet, 7*' Streei, Slrccl, Roming Street, 4"* Sireet (US 231), Smilh Sireet in 
l.afayelte, Indiana, and at Campbell Crossing In Ihe City of Danville, Illinois 
(which is proximal lo minority and low-income communities). 

5 5-1N.18 Environmental 
Justice 

IN-80 1 Add to end of paragraph continued from page lN-79: It is SEA't preliminary 
recommendalion lhal NS mili.i;alc Irafllc safety Impacts by upgrading the 
existing warning devices for thb segment. 

5 5-IN.20.1 Table 5-IN-45 IN 85 N/A Add Sheffleld Avenue lo Table 5-IN-45. yor ShcfncW Avenue,,the Average 
Daily Traffic = 8,030 and Crossing Delay Per Slopped Vehicle - 3.94 (pre-
Acquisition)and 4.05 (post-Acquisition). Total Blocked Time Per Day would be 
Ihe same as Ihe other entries in Table S-IN-45. | 

11 
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Wasiiington, D.C. 20423 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

January 1998 

Chapier Section Subject Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Numbei' 

Change 

5 5-IN.20.1 Highway/Rail At-

Grade Crossings 

IN-85 2 Change the second sentence to: It is SEA's preliminary recommendation that CSX 
and NS shall consult wilh representatives of the Four Cities Consortium, the 
Indiana Department of Transportation, and other appropriate partie; to address 
potenfial traffic delay and safety concems at the nine highway/rail at-grade 
crossings in these communities lhal are lisied in Table 5-IN-45. 

5 5-MI.5.1 Summary of 
Potenfial nffects 

Ml-9 1 Change second sentence to: SEA notes that one of the rail line segments, 
Kalamazoo to Porter, Indiana, is owned by Amtrak and dispafched by Conraii. 

5 5-MI.9 Table 5-MI-lv, N/A N/A The irsi page of Table 5-MI-IO is allached. 

5 5-M1.18 Cumulative 
Effects 

MI-38 3 Delete "Cumulative Effects Mitigation Measures" subsection (third paragraph and 
heading). 

5 5-NJ.4.1 Table 5-KJ-4 NJ.8 N/A Change lable tifle to: •estimated Change in Years Between Accidents for 
Passenger Rnil Operations 

5 5-NJ.I7 Figure 5-NJ-4 N/A N/A In the fig re inset, the E-Rail and Portside facilily locations are transposed. 
Portside is located to the north of E-Rail (as is shown correctly in the main figure). 

5 5-OH.16.1 
Resources 

OH-94 5 Change fi'sf sentence to: Since SEA determined tĥ re are no '̂ ideral or state 
parks, foresL, preserves, refuges or sanctuaries within or adjaceni lo thc oroposed 
Collinwood Yard construction site, there wouid be no impacts to this type of 
resource. 

5 5-OH.I6.1 Natural 
Resources 

OH-ioo 6 Change third sentence to: A National Pollutant Discharge Elimii.ation System 
slormwate- discharge permit may be required if more than five acres of land 
would be disturbed during construction activuies. 

5 5-OH.l Natural 
Resources 

OH-103 4 Change last sentence to: A National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Sysiem 
stormwater discharge permit may be required if more than five acres of land 
would be disturbed during construction activitirs. 

12 



Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITICN 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

Chapter Section Subject Page 
Number 

1 Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

5 5-OH.16.1 Natural 
Resources 

OH-10; 1 Change first sentence to: Based on coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service and the Ohio Depariment of Natural Resources, SEA concluded lhal 
the Vermilion consfruction project could affect the bald e.-jle which is known 
to occur in Erie County, and the Indiana Bal, which has no historic record 
wilhin the county. 

5 5-OH.I8.2 Table 5-OH-50 0H-I2I Row 6 and 8 
Column 7 

Change the "N" in the "Transportation/Safety" column "Y" foi .e Clevc'and-
Ashfabula (N 075) and Bellevue-Sandusky Docks (N-085) rail line segmcPiS. 

5 5-OH.l 8.2 Environmental 
Justice 

OH-124 1 At the end of the paragraph, add the following: SEA has ideniiii'd potential 
highwny/rnll nl-grnde crossing safciy impacts at Waller IV ain Ro»U in lhe 
City of Geneva, Ashlabuia Coun̂ ,-. It is SEA's preliminary recommendation 
lhat NS miligatesafcty impacts'ly upgradingwarning devices at this erossing. 

<; 
»• 

5-OH.20.1 Emergency 
Response 

OH-150 3 Add the foiiowing new paragraph after the Highway/Rail At-Orade Crossing 
Safety paraRraph: EmerBciscv Responae . it i. SPA- . p̂ Hminno' 
recommendation lhat NS consult wifh fhe City of Cleveland to reach agreement 
on measures to minimize or mitigate the effects of increased emergency vehicle 
delay. Possible mitigation measures could include increasing train speeds, 
upgrading communications betweei) NS and the emergency dispalch center, or 
constructing grade separation. 

5 5-PA.6.2 Table 5-PA-7 PA-16 Rows 4, 5, & 6 
Column 6 

In the last column, change SEA* Proposed Mitigation for i each Slreel, Cherry 
Street, and Raspberry Street to "Relocale to CSX Corriilor," (Note; This 
mit:̂ ..'<on is proposed by the Applicants and would mitigate impacts) 

5 5-PA.I6.I Crossings PA-55 2 Change last sentence to- SEA determined that five crossings would experience 
significant adverse effects to vehicle delays and four crossings woild have 
significant adverse safely effects. 

2* 



Section of Environmentai Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
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January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapter Seciion Subject Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

VOLUME 4 

6 6.1 Scoping 6-2 1 Change fourth sentence of fiie paragraph continued from page 6-1 to: SEA also 
published legal .notices in 198 newspapers with the highest circulation fceach of 
the potentially affected counties. 

6 6.2 Agency and 
Public 

Coordination 

6-4 3 Change last sentence to: SEA will serve the Final EIS in May 1998, prior to Ihe 
Board's voting conference, scheduled for June 8,1998. 

6 6.2.3 Public Oulreacii 6-7 1 Delete from list of communities where SEA has conducted expanded outreach: 
Marion, OH, Wesf Newton, PA, Nashville, TN. 

7 7,2 Table 7-1 7-11 Row 5 
Colu.-nn 2 

Delete mitigalion // 46 for Ohio. 

7 7.2.3 Cultural 
Resources 

7-18 1 Change to: NS shall, pending Ohio SHPO concurrence, complele cultural and 
historic resource documentation (Historic American Building Survey/Historic 
American Engineering Record Level 11) for the Toledo Pivot Bridge before 
initiating any construction or removal activi'ies at that sice. 

7 7.2.3 Cultural 
Resources 

7-18 3 

. „ . . . . . , . . . . 

Change lo: CSX shall, pending Oi>!o SHPO concurrence, complele cultural and 
historic resource documentation (Historic American Building Survey/Historic 
American Engineering Record Level II) for the Lake Shore & Michigan Southem 
(New York Central) Shops District at the Collinwood rail yard in Cleveland, Ohio 
no later than 180 days foltowing the effeclive date of any Board final written 
decision in this proceeding. < 

14 
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Surface 'transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 
Chapter Seciion Subjeci Page 

Number 
Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

7 7.2.3 Natural 
Resources 

7-18 4 Change to: Before initiating any construction ofthe proposed rail line connection 
in Vennilion. Ohio, NS, shall coordinate with thc U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
and the Ohio Department of Natural Resources to deiermine lhe potenliai 
presence of fhe endangered Indiana Bal and bald eagle. If either species !s 
found lo be present and pi/tenttaily adversely fmpaclcd.NS shall proceed wll h 
applicablemeasureslo comply wilh Seciion 7 ofthe Endangered Species Act 

7 7.2.4 Areas of Concem 7-20 3 Following the third paragraph, add: 23.a. CSX shail work with METRA lo 
identify and impiement measures to avoid delays lo METRA commuier 
trains due lo the addilional Iraffic at the 75" Sireet Interlocking. CSX shall 
report lo SEA on the results ofihe discussion. 

7 7.2.6 Cultural 
Resources 

7-24 4 Delete SEA's preliminary recommended mitigation 46 on the South Bend-Dillon 
Juncfion Rail Line Segment abandonmeni. No historic properties were identified 
along thc South Bend to Dillon Junction abandonment, and SEA has requested Ihc 
Indiana SHPO's concurrence with that finding. 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-4 7-31 ROM 5 
Column 3 

Change Rail Line Segment C-066 to C-065. 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-5 7-35 Row 1 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segmeni C-295, add Knox County to KY. 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-5 7-35 Row 9 
Column 5 

: Rail Line Segment N-392, add Hamblen County. 
1 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-5 7-36 Row 4 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segment N-062, delete * NJ: Bergen" and add "NY: Oranee. 
Rockland." 

IS 
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January 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapter Section Subject Page 
Number 

j Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-5 7-36 Row 9 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segment N-065, add Allegany and Genesee County. 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-5 7-37 Row 7 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segment N-082, add Mahoning Couniy. 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-5 7-37 Row 11 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segment N-203, add Lehigh Counfy. 

7 7.2 6 Table 7-5 7-37 Row 19 

Column 5 
For Rail Line Segment C-344, change "Berkeley" to "Beaufort." 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-5 7-38 Row 2 

Column 5 
For Rail Line Segment N-399, delete Hamblen County. 

7 7.2,6 Table 7-6 7-39 Row 5 
Column 5 

For Rail Line Segment C-351, add York County to South Carolina. 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-6 7-40 Row 8 

Column 5 
For Rail Line Segment C-287, add Boone and Gallatip Counties and delete Owen 
County. 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-6 7-40 Row 12 

Column 5 
For Rail Line Segment C-037, add Baltimore and Howard Counties. 

7 7.2.6 

1 

Table 7-7 7-45 Row 4 

Column 2 
For Rail Line Segment C-030. change Cheverly to Bladensburg. 

2" 

16 
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DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ERRATA 

Chapter Seciion Subject Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number' 

Change 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-9 7-47 Row 2 
Column 5 

For site CM-2, under "Fotential Impacts" column, replace "Traffic' with "Noise." 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-9 7-48 Row 4 
Columr 2 

Under OH, add Rai! Line Segment C-071, CSX, Marion • Ridgeway, which has 
poiential environmental impacls (noise) in the City of Marion. 

VOLUME 6 

Abandon. 3.1.3.6 Cultural 
Resources 

35 2 Change paragraph to: SBA detennined that the five railroad bridges more lhan 50 
years of age along the proposed South Bend to Dillon Junclion abandonment are 
not lisied on or eligible for Ihe NRHP. Therefore, SEA concludes, that Ihere are 
no historic properties cn this segment. SEA initiated consultation wilh the 
Indiana SHPO nnd submitted supporting documentation lo oblain concurrence 
wilh this finding. NS shall take no steps to alter the bridges until Ihe Section 106 
process has been completed. 

17 
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SERVICE DATE: LATE RELEASF JANUARY 21,1998 

Sl RFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

STB Finance Docket No. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND 

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

- CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASES/AGREEMENTS -

CONRAIL INC AND CONSOLIDATED R.ML CORPORATION 

Decision No. 63 

Dated: January'2i, 1998 

NOTICE TO THE PARTIES: 

On December 12,1997, the Surface Transportation Board (Board) served the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS), prepared by the Board's Section of Environmental 
Analysis (SEA), regarding potential environmental impacts of the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail, Inc. by Norfolk Southem Railroad and CSX Railroad. On January 12, 1998, SEA 
issued an Errata to the Draft EIS in an effort to facilitate review of the document, to clarify some 
of its information, and to correct data dist-epancies. The purpose of this notice is to provide you 
with a Supplemental Errata tc the Draft Elb. 

During its ongoing analysis, SEA identified an error in the calculations used to determine 
average daily traffic delay at highway/rail at-grade crossings. This error overstates the average 
daiiy traffic delay at highway/rail at-grade crossings. The Supplemental Errata, enclosed with 
this notice, addresses this issue and provides recalculated values for traffic delay. This 
Supplemental Errata also describes the resulting changes in SEA's preliminary mitigation 
recommendations for traffic delay, and related environm-ntal justice analysis. 

Tbis Supplemental Errata does not change or alter SEA's analysis, results, or preliminary 
mitigation recommendations in other environmental impact areas, nor does it affect the integrity 
ofthe information contained in the Draft EIS uiu-elated to traffic delay. 

SEA is seeking public comment on the Draft EIS, which it will consider in preparing a Final EIS. 
Public comments are due to SEA by February 2, 1998. Ifyou have any questions or comments, 
please call SEA's toll-ft-ee Environmental Hotline at 1-888-869-1997. 

Vemon A. Williams • ' 

Secretary 
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Comment Date: February 2,1998 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
Finance Docket No. 33388 

"PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISmON 
c s x Corporation and CSX Tran.sportatlon, Inc. 

Norfolk Southem Corporation and 
Norfolk Southem Railway Company 

Control and Operating Least s/Agreements 
Conrail inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

Supplemental Errata 

prepared by: 

SurfaceTransportation Board 
Section of Environmental Anaiysis 

1925 K Street. NW • Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section ot Environmentai Analysis 
&.'S-869-1997 

information Contacts: 

Michael J. Datton 
Environnietital Spedaiist 

e8&-86»-1997 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATICXI BOAUD 
W»ehiusrton, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

January 21,1998 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 ~ CSX and Norfolk Southem - Co.'irol and Acquisition -
Conrail: Supplemental Errata to the Draft Environmental Impi ct Statement 

Dear Interested Party: 

In mid-December, you were mailed a copy of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(Draft LIS), prepared by the Suiface Transportation Board's Seciion of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA), regarding potenti il environmental impacts of the Proposed Acquisition of Comail by 
Norfolk Souihem R."'iroad and CSX Railroad. On January 12, 1998, SEA sent an Enrata to all 
interested partiê ! in an effort to facilitate review ofthe Draft EIS, clarify some of its information, 
and correct data discrepancies. 

During its on-going analysis, SEA identified an error in the calculations used to 
determine average daily traffic delay at highway/rail at-grade crossings. This error overstates the 
average daily traffic delay at highway/rail at-grade crossings. The Supplemental Errata enclosed 
with this letter addresses this is<:ue and provides recalculated values for traffic delay. This 
Supplemental Errata also describes tbe resulting changes in SEA's preliminary mitigation 
recommendations for traffic delay and related environmental justict; analysis. 

This Supplemental Errata does not change or alter SEA's analysis, results, or preliminary 
miligation recommendations in other environmental impact areas, nor does it affect thc integrity 
ofthe inforaiatiou contained in the Draft EIS unrelated to traffic delay. 

SEA is seeking public comment cu the Draft EIS, which it will consider in preparing a 
Final EIS. Public comments are due to SEA by February 2,1998. If you have any questions or 
comments, please call SEA's toll-free Environmental Hotline at 1-888-869-1997. Thank you for 
your interest and participation in the Draft EIS process. 

Sincerely yours, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure 
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Secuon of Environmental Analysis January 21,1998 
Surface Transportatior 3oard 
Washington, D.C 20423 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERR ATA 

Overview 

During its ongoing analysis, the Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) identified an error in the 
calculation of vehicle crossing delay presented in the Draft Environmental Impaci Statement (Draft EIS) 
This error has the effect of reducing the "Crossing Delay per Stopped Vehicle" and ilic Average Delay 
for all Vehicles" by a factor of approximately two. Correcting this error reduces the impact of the 
proposed Comail Acquisition on highway/rail at-gmde crossing vehicular delay. The fmdings. 
conclusions, and preliminary recommended environmental mitigation presented in this Draft EE 
Supplemental Errata supercede the applicable discussions presented in Chapter 5 and Chapter 7 of the 
Draft EIS. 

This Draft EIS Supplemental Errata describes changes to SEA's analysis of highway/rail at-grad; 
crossing delay. This Draft EiS Supplemental Errata also contains changes to tables and text in Chapters 
5 and 7 ofthe Draft EIS, including some changes related to SEA's analysis ofpotential envirormiental 
justice impacts. This Draft EIS Supplemental Errata contains the following tables: 

Table 1 - Supplemental Errata. 

Table 2 - Comparison of Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Delay Mitigation - Compares the Drafi 
EIS mitigation with the revised recommended mitigation. 

Table 7-7 (Revised) - Preliminary Hij hway/Rail At-Grade Crossings That May Warrant Traffic 
Delay Mitigation. 

• Revised Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues Tables in Chapter 5 of tfie 
Draft EIS - 5-AL-5, 5-GA-6, 5-IL-l 1, 5-IN-9, 5-KY-8, 5-MD-9, 5-MHO, 5-NY-9, 5-OH-l 1, 5-
PA-9, 5-TN-7, 5-VA-7, and 5-WV-5. 

Supplemental Errata Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Delay 

The delay calculation in the Draft EIS incorrectly assumed that all vehicles blocked at a crossing wouU 
expenence delay for the entire time a tram passes, including time for the gate cloiii)g and opening, plus 
the dispersal time. The description of Crossing Delay per Stopped Vehicle in the metl.odsdiscussion in 
Chapier 3, Section 3 7.1 of the Draft EIS correctly notes that the average amount of time a vehicle would 
experience delay is half the tii ne it takes for a train to pass, including time for gate closingand opening. 

Page 1 of 2 
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plus the time for vehicles to disperse after *he t i^n has passed. The revised analysis presented in ths 
Draft EIS Supplemental Errata conectiy assumes tfaat the vehicles e}q>eriencing dclayare those that anive 
while thc crossing gate is activated. 

The revised equation for determining Crossing Delay perStofped Vehicle foiiows. Thii; equation reflects 
the averaging fector of two (2) and replaces the equation in Appendix C, Section C.4.3, ĵ age C-12 of tie 
Draft EIS. 

D(SclSc-Sq) 
A 2 

where: 

D^ = Crossing delay per stopped vehicle, in minmes. 
D c T i m e the train takes to pass the highway/rail at-grade crossing, including time for gate 

closing and opening, in minutes. 
Sc = Vehicle departure rate per minute per lane. The basis for this is a rate of 1,400 vehicles 

per hour per lane, according to field measurements. 
Sq = Vehicle arnval rate per minute per lane. The basis for this is the daily traffic volumes fa 

the roadway. 
2 = Factor to account for the average of the minimum and maximum vehicle delay. 

The revised traffic delay calculations resuh in fewer highway/rail at-grade crossings that may warrant 
initigation. Using the revised equation for the Crossing Delay per Stopped Vehicle, SEA has revised 
state-by-state delay tables and Table 7-7, Preliminary Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossings That May 
Warrant Traffic Delay Mitigation. In addition, SEA has prepared Table 2, wbich compares the chang- i 
in traffic delay mitigation with those in the Draft EIS. 

Supplemental Errata Environmental Justice Analysis 

The revised traffic delay calculations and mitigation aiso affect the Environmental Justice analysis. Fotr 
crossings in Maryland, at Decatur Street, Upshur Street and \nnapolis Road on rail line segment C-030 
and at HoUiris Ferry Road or? rail line segment C-032, occur close to environmental justice populations 
The crossing delay impacts in the Draft EIS were the only significant effects on these populations 
Because thece crossings are now below thc level of significance for crossing delay and no longer warrait 
mitigation, potential environmental justice impacts would not occur. These changes are shown in 
Table 1, Supplemental Errata. 

Page 2 of 2 
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January 21,1998 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D C. 20423 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 1 
Supplemental Errata 

Chapter Se'ction Subjeci Page 
Numher 

Paragraph 
Number" 

Change 

5 5.3 Table 5-2 5-27 Rows 5 
and 7 

Delete rows 5 and 7, Rail LMIC Segments C-030 and C-032. 

5 5.? l ablc 5-2 5-47 Row 4 Delete row 4. Rail l ine Segment C-0.''0. 

5 5-MD 17.2 Table 5-MD-28 MD-41 Rows 1 
and 3 

Delete rows 1 and 3. Rail Line Segments C-t)30 and C-032. 

5 5-MD.17.2 Environmenial 
Justice 

MD-41, 
MD-42 

1, 2 on 
MD-41; 
1-5 on 
h"D-42 

DclelP aii discussion of impacts (tolal of 7 paragmphs) for llie 
Alo.andria Jct,, MD - Benning, DC Rail Line Segment (C-030). 

5 5-MD. 17.2 Environmental 
Justice 

MD-43, 
MD-44 

3-6 on 
MD-43; 
1.2 on 
MD-44 

Delete all discussion of impacts (fotal of 5 paragraphs) for tlic Ballimore 
to Relay Rail Line Segment (C-032). 

5 5-DC, 11,12 Table 5-DC-10 DC-18 Row 1 Delete row 1, Rail Line Segment C-030. 

5 .5-DC 11.12 Enviromnenlal 
Justice 

DC-18 1.2 Delete all discussion of impacts (total of 2 paragraphs) for the 
Alc.vaiidria Jcl., MD - Benning. DC. Raii Line Segment (C-03p). 
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Januar)'21, 1998 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 1 
Supplemental Errata 

Chapter Section Subjeci Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number* 

Change 

7 7.2 Table 7-1 7-10 Row 6 
Column 2 

For Illinois, delete Preliminari' Recommended Mitigation No. 10. 

7 7.2 Table 7-1 7-10 Row 7 
Column 2 

For Indiana, dclcle Prcliminar>' Recommended Miligation No 9. 

7 7.2 Table ""- l 7-10 Row 8 
Column 2 

For Kentuck)'. delete Preliminary Recommended Mitigation No. 10 and 
add Preliminary Recommended Mitigation No, 11, 

7 7.2 Table 7-1 7-10 Row 10 
Column 2 

For Matyland, delete Preliminary Recommended Mitigation No. 9. 

7 7.2 Table 7-1 7-11 Row 5 
Column 2 

For Oh;u, delete Preliminar)' Recommended Mitigation No 9. 

7 7.2 Table 7-1 7-11 Row 6 
Column 2 

For Pennsylvania, delete Preliminary Recommended Mitigalion No. 11. 

7 7.2.3 Transporlalion 
Highway/Rail At-
Gradc Crossing 

Delay 

7-15 3 Delete Preliminary Recommended Miligaiion No. 9. 
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Januar)'21, 1998 
Section of Environinental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D C. 20423 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL Ii4PACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 1 

Chapter Section Subject Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number" 

Change 

7 7.2.3 Transportalion: 
Highway/Rail At-
Grade Crossing 

Delay 

7-15 to 7-16 4 For Preliminary Recommended Mitigation No. 10. dclcle references to 
Illinois and Kentucky; change "five separated grade crossings" to **a 
separated grade crossing"; and delete sub-paragraphs a, c, and d. 

7 7.2.3 Transportation: 
Highway/Rail At-
Grade Crossing 

Delay 

7-1610 7-17 1.2 For Preliminar)' Recommended Miligation No. 11. delete Pennsylvania 
and add Kentucky; change" ten" to "nlnv '\iglnvay/rail at-grade 
crossings; and add "(Revised)" afler reference to Table 7-7. In 
paragraph 2 of Preliminary Recommended Mitigation No. 11, delete first 
sentence and replace with the following: 

"Three ofthe five highway/rail at-grade crossings in Erie, Pennsylvania 
lisied in Tabic 7-7 (Revised) meet SEA's crilcria for mitigation. Tlie hvo 
that do not meet (he criteria are in such close pro.viinity lo those that 
meet thc criteria that they are to be included with those recommended for 
initigation. In Laf'iyette, Indiana, SEA's preliminar>' delermination is 
that lhe len highway/rail al-grade crossings nre recommended for 
mitigalion. This is due lo the unique conditions in this communily with 
close proximity ofihese crossings to eacii other within an urban setting 
and the resultant t Teet on traffic delay along these roadways." 

7 /.2.6 Tabic 7-9 7-48 Rows 1 
and 3 

Delete rows 1 and 3, Rail Line Segments C-030 and C-032. ' 

55 
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Januaryll, 1998 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D C. 20423 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 1 

Chapter Section Subjcci Page 
Number 

Paragraph 
Number" 

Change 

7 7.2.6 Table 7-9 7-48 Row 2 
Column 1 

Add DC for Rail Line Segment C-031. 

' Paragraph i,i>- .< oegins wilh llie first full paragraph on a page, unless Ihis column notes othenvise. For tables, numbering of rows starts directly below 
lhe table head 
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Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washingion, D.C. 20423 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

January 21, 1998 

Table 2 
Comparison of Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Delay Mitigation 

State C o u n t y City Name 
Segment 

N u m b e r 
R o a d w a y N a m e 

Draft EIS 
LOS Change 

Revised L O S 

C h a n g e 
D r a f t E I S M i t i g a t i o n Revised Recommended 

Miligaiion 

IL Cook Calunjet Park C-O 10 DIXIE HWY D t o E B t o D Grade Separaiion Consullalion 

IL Cook Calumei Park C-o 10 BROADWAV-I35TH.ST D l o E B t c D Grade Separation Consullalion 

IL Cook Evergreen Park C-OII 95TH ST. D i o E C t o D Consultation Consullalion 

IN Dc Kaib Ganeil c-066 l iANDOLPH ST. E toF D t o F Grade Separaiion Grade Separation 

IN Mndison Alexandria N-040 S R . 9 >30 sec. delay* >30 sec delay* Consultation Consultation 

IN Miidison Alexandria N-040 H,\RlllSON ST >30 sec delay* >30 sec. delay* Consultation Consultation 

IN Ti|)pcc«noe Lafavette N-045 PERRY ST. C t o D B t o C Complele Lafayetle Byp.iss Consullalion 

IN Tippecanoe Lafayette N-045 MAIN ST C l o D B l o C Complete I.afayelte Bypass Consultation 

IN I Ippccanoe Lafayetle N-045 COLUlViniA ST. C t o D B l o T Complete Lafayette Bypass Consultation 

IN fippecanoe Lafayetle N-045 SOUTH STS R 26 C t o D B lr, C Complete Lafayene Bypass Ccnsultilion 

IN Tippecanoe Lafayette N-045 9TH ST. C l o P P t o C Complete Lafayette Bypass Consultation 

IN Tippecanoe Lafayette N-045 4TH ST U S 231 C t o D B t o C Complele Lafayette Bypass Consultation 

IN Tippecanoe Lafayetle N-046 UNDERWOOD ST B toD n to C Complete Lafayette Bypass Consultation 

IN Iippccanoe Lafayette N-046 ISTH ST. 0 toD B l o C Complele Lafayetle Bypass Consulution 

IN 1 ippccanoe Lafayetle N-046 17TH«,SALEM ST B t o D B l o B Complete Lafayette Bypass Cons'.!llation 

IN 
,—i I 
liprccaiioe Lafayene N-046 UNION ST B l o D B t o C Complete Lafayene Bypass Consultation 

IN Vandetburgh Evansville C-025 W. MARYLAND ST C l o D B l o C Increase speed 5 mph None - No significani efTect 

IN "yaiiderburgli Evansville c-025 W, FRANKLIN ST C 10 D B l o C Consultation None - No significant erfect 

IN Vanderburgh Evansville c-025 OHIO ST. r t o D B t o C Consultation None • No significant effeci 

KY Cluistian ilopkinsville C-021 E 9 r n ST. D t o E C t o D Grade Separation Consultation 

KY Hopkins Madisonville C-021 W NOEL AVE. D t o E C t o D 0-ade Separation Consultation 

MD Haliiniorc City Bnliimore Cily C-032 HOLLINS PERRY RD C t o D B l o B Increase speed 5 mph None • No signincant efTect 

MD Prince George's Hyattsville C-0.10 DECA rUR ST. C l o D B lo B Increase speed 5 mph None - No significani effect 

MD I'rincc Gcorfje's Hladcn^burg C-030 Ul'.SIIUR.ST C l o D n lo n Increase speed 5 mph Nonr - No significani efTect 
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Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

January 21, 1998 

Table 2 
Comparison of Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Delay Mitigation 

State County City Name 
Segment 
Number 

Roadway Name 
Draft EIS 

LOS Change 
Revised LOS 

Change 
Draft EIS Mitigation Revised Recommended 

Mitigation 

MD Prince George's BItdensburg C-030 ANNAPOLIS RD. CloD BicC Inaease speed 5 mph None - No significMt efliKt 

OH Buller Hsmillon C-063 VINE ST. EloE CtoD Consullalion Consulution 

OH Cuyahoga Brookpark C-074 HUMMEL RD BtoD AloB Increase speed 5 mph None • No significant efTect 

OH Cuyahoga Brookpark C-074 ENGLE RD. BloD AtcC Increase speed 5 mph None • No significant effect 

OH Hnmihon Cincinnati C-063 WINTON RD. EloE DloD Consultation None • No signiricmt effect 

OH Hamilton Cincinnati C-063 MITCHELL AVE. EloF DioD Consulution None - No significant tfTect 

OH Hamilton Cincinnati C-063 TOWNSHIP AVE. EloE Cf.'D Consullalion Consuhation 

OH Lorain Wellington C-061 MAIN ST BtoD AloB Increase speed 5 mph None - No significant effect 

I'A Eric Erie N-070 PP^CHSr CloE BloC Reroute lo CSX Corridor Raouie lo CSX Corridor 

PA Erie Erie N-070 SASSAPRAS ST DioE BtoD Reroute lo CSX Corridor Reroute to CSX Corridor 

I'A Eric Erie N-070 CHERR Y.ST CloE B toD Reroute lo CSX Corridor ReroiHe to CSX Corridor 

PA Erie Erie N-070 LIBERTY ST CtoE BtoD Reroute to CSX Corridor Reroute lo CSX Corridor 

PA Erie Erie N-070 RASPBERRY ST CtoE BtoC Reroute lo CSX Corridcr Rerouie to CSX Comdor 

PA Wesiniorelind W Newton C-033 MAIN ST, CloD BtoC Consuhation None • No significaiA effect 

Significant traific delay iinpacl involves increased delay per slopped vehicle. 

Page 2 of2 



Seciion of Environmenfal Analysis 
Surface Transporlalion Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

January 21, 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAI IMPACT ST.ATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 7-7 (Revised) 
Preliminary Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossings That May Warrant Traffic Delay Mitigation 

State County, City 
Segment and FR ' 

Crossing ID Crossing Name 
Warning 

Device Type 
LOS 

Change 

Acquisilion-Rclalcd 
Train Trafflc 

Pre- Post- Change 
Recommended 

Mitigation 

IL Cook, Calumet Park C-O 10 I63415H Dixie HvTj. Gales B t o D 17.0 32.9 15,9 Consultation 

Cook, Calumet Park C-o 10 1634;6P Broadway - 13'?'' 
St. 

Gales B to D 170 32.9 IS"-' Consultation 

Cook, Evergreen Park C-011 163433F 95"' St. Gates C toD 19.5 22.9 3,4 Consultation 

IN De Kalb, Garrett C-066 15f330K Randolph St. Gates D 10 F 21.4 47.7 26,3 Grade Separation 

Madison, Alexandria N-040 474600L SR9 Flashing lights >30 scc. 
dela/ 

2.6 11.8 9,2 Consultation 

Madison, Alexandria N-040 47460 IT Harrison St. Gates >30 sec. 
dela/ 

26 11.8 9.2 Consultation 

Tippecanoe, Lafayette N-045 484295F Feiry St. Gates B lO C 23.6 41,0 174 Consullalion 

Tippecanoe, Lafayetle N-0A5 484296M Main St. Gates B toC 23.6 41,0 17.4 Consultation 

Tippecanoe, Lafayette N-045 484298B Columbia St. Gates B toC 7.3.6 41,0 17.4 Consultation 

Hi 
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Scclion of Environmenial Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C 20423 

January 21, 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 7-7 (Revised) 
Preliminary Highway/Rail At-' 

State County, City 
Scgmcnl and FKA 

Crossing ID Crossing Name 
Warning 

Device Type 
LOS 

Change 

Acqui! 
Tn 

Pre-

lition-R 
iin Tra 
Post- C 

elated 
file 
Thange 

Recommended 
Mitigation 

' i ippj:canoe, Lafayette N-045 484300A South St., SR 26 Gates BtoC 23.6 41.0 17.4 Consultation 

Tippecanoe, Lafayette N-045 484301G 9"' St, Gates B toC 23.6 41.0 17.4 Consultation 

Tippecanoe, Lafayette N-045 484J09L 4"" St., U.S. 231 Gates BtoC 23.6 41.0 17.4 Consultation 

Tippecanoe, Lafayette N-046 484290W Underwood St. Flashing lights BtoC 18.4 40.2 21.8 Consullalion 

Tippecanoe, Lafayetle N-046 484292K 18'" Sl. Flashing lighls BloC 18.4 40.2 2 I.f. Consultation 

Tippecanoe, Lafayette N-046 484293S 17* & Salem St Flashing lights BloB 18.4 40.2 21 8 Consultation 

Tipp-icapoe, Lafayetle N-046 484294Y Union St. Gates BtoC 18.4 40.2 21.8 Consultation 

KY ^.hristian, Hopkinsville C-021 345267V E, 9"̂  St, Gates CloD 23.4 32.7 9.3 Consultation 
KY 

Hopkins, Madisonville C-021 34533 IS W. Noel Ave. Flashing lights CtoD 23.4 32.7 9.3 Consultation 

OU Buller, Hamilton C-063 152407K Vine St. Gates CloD 28.2 31.2 3.0 Consultation 
OU 

Hamilton, Cincinnati C-063 152355V Township Ave. Gates CtoD 28.2 31.2 3.0 Consultation 
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Scclion of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportalion Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Janusry 21, 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 7-7 (Revised) 

I 

Slate County, City 
Scgnict 

Cro 
1 and FRA 
ssing ID Crossing Name 

Warning 
Device Type 

LOS 
Change 

Acquisition-Related 
Train Traffic 

Pre- Post- Change 

1 

Recommcrdcd 
Mitlgatio 1 

PA Erie, Erie N-070 47190IW Peach St. Gates BtoC 13.0 25.2 12,2 Reroute trains to 
CSX con-idor 

Erie. Erie N-070 471902D Sasi,afras St. Gates B toD 130 25.2 12,2 Rerouie irains lo 
CSX con-idor 

Erie, Erie N-070 471906F Cheny St. Flashing lights BtoD 13.0 25.2 12,2 Rerouie Irains lo 
CSX corridor 

Erie, Erie N-070 47I908U Liberty St. Flashing lighls B loD 13.0 25,2 12.2 Reroute trains to 
CSX corridor 

Eric, Erie N-070 

1 
47I911C Raspberry St. Flashing lights BtoC 13.0 25,2 12.2 Rerouie trains lo 

CSX corridor 

Significant traffic delay involves increased delay per stopped vehicle, which is not related to traflic level ofservice. 
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Seciion of EnvironnKnial Analysis 

Surfact 1 ransponation Doard 

Washmgton. D C 20423 

January 21,199t 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQtllSITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUri I.EMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-AL-5 (Revlsci) 
Alabama 

Highway/Rail At-Gradc Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

Pre Acquisition Post Acquisilion 

Cmm!)' Stg No 
Crosstng 
FRA ID 

r.o«<lw]iy Stmt 
Number of 
Rotdway ADT 

Trains 
per dny 

Train 
Sp«(i 
(mph) 

Train 
Lenglh 

No of 
Veh 

Delayed 
perday 

Max No. 
oTVeh in 
Queite per 

lane 

Cionint 
Delay per 

tlofiped veh 
(min /veh) 

Avt Delay 
per Vehicle 

(All 
vehicles) 
(«ec/v«h) 

Level of 
Service 

Trains 
per day 

Train 
Speed 
(mph) 

III No of 
Veh 

Delayed 
per day 

,lax No 
of 'eh in 
Queue per 

lane 

Crossing 
Delay pet 

Slopped veh 
(ntin /veh) 

Avg Delay 
per Vehicle 

(All 
vehicles) 
(sec/veh) 

Level »r 
Service 

Lcvdol 
Service wMv 
Miit|«ioii 

N.OOl 72.WS3E 2 11,120 7.4 30 4,t«9 142 2S l.Sl 2.61 A 12 5 30 5,000 246 It IM 460 A 

Jtfferson N-OOl 725376V 2 5,909 74 40 4,169 57 I I 1.14 1.33 A 125 40 5,030 99 I I I I . 233 A 

5 
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Januaiy2 l , t99S 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

Surfnce Transporlalion Board 

Washingion. D C 20423 

County Seg No 
Crossing 
FRA ID 

Roadwn)' Name 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENI AL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-GA-6 (Revised) 
Georgia 

Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vchicic Delay and Queues 

Pre Acquisition ~ ~ _ 

Ntmvber of 
Roadway 

Lanes 

Trains 
per day 

Train 
Speed 
(mph) 

Train 
Lenglh 
(feel) 

No of 
Veh 

Delayed 
perday 

Mai No 
of Veh. in 
Queue per 

lane 

Crossing 
Delay pet 

slopped veh 
(min/veh) 

A n Delay 
pet Vehicle 

(All 
vehicles) 
(sec/veh) 

Uvel of 
Service 

Trains 
perday 

Post Acquisition 

Train 
Speed 
(mph) 

Train 
Lenglh 
(feel) 

No of 
Veh 

Delayed 
perday 

Max No 
of Veh in 
Queue per 

lane 

Crouint 
Delay per 

(miM./v«h) 

Av| Delay 
petVcfctck 

(AN 
vehicles) 
(aecNfh) 

Uvel of 
Service 

Levd or 
Sendee wWi 

l/2tt9t 



Seciion o f Environmental Analysis 

Surface Transponation Board 

Wtshington, D C 20423 

January 2 1 , 1 9 9 t 

Coitniy 

Cook 
Cook 
Cook 

Cook 

Seg No 

c-olo 
C-OII 
C-OII 
c o n 
C-OII 

Ciossing 
FRA ID 

163416P 
1634460 
1635-''B_ 
I634.JA 
I63425N 

DIXIE HV/Y 
BROADWAV-I35TH ST 
7 IST ST 
MADISON FAU 1419 
II5THST 
I I ITHTT 
ITTH ST 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMP.ACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table5-IL-ll (Revised) 
Illinois 

Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

•• Pre Acquisition 

Number of 
Roadway 

Lanes 
ADT 

(5,400 
7.250 
12,500 
10.500 

14.100 
27,0 

Trains 
perday 

170 

19.5 
195 
195 
195 
195 

Train 
Soeed 
(n<pb) 

20 

20 

Train 
Lenglh I 
(r«ei) 

No of 
Veh 

Delayed 
perday 

6.000 711 

414 
6 ^ 459 

746 

6,000 1429 
1472 

Max No 
of Veh in 
Queue per 

lane 

jO 
2S 

2S 
35 
54 

Crossing 
Delay pn 

stopped veh 
(mm./veh) 

254 
2 49 
195 

263 
2 47 
2.67 

Avg Delay 
per Vehicle 

(All 
vclHcles) 
(iec/v«h) 

1404 
I3S0 
7.75 

16.69 
1571 

1696 

Uvel of 
Service 

Post Acquisition 

Trains 
perday 

329 
229 
229 
229 
229 
22 9 

Train 
Speed 
(mph) 

35 
25 
20 
20 
20 

Ttain 
Lenfih 
(feei) 

6.200 
6.200 
6,2W) 
6.200 
6.200 
6,200 
4,200 

No of 
Veh 

Pel*>ed 
pet day 

1415 

500 
554 
HOP 
902 
1727 
I77S 

Max No 
of Veh in 
Queue per 

tane 

31 
29 

35 

36 

Ctossing 
Delay per 

slopped veh 
(imnyveh) 

261 
2.56 
200 
197 
270 
255 
2 75 

Avg Deloy 
per VeMck 

(All 
vcMclci) 
(sec/veh) 

2S7S 
2*.29 
960 
12.45 
20 71 
19.14 
7I.W 
26.34 

L m l e r 
Servlct 

Uvel of 

MHi(Ml«« 

"p?r 

Cook C-OII 
N-032 
N.032 

95TH ST 27,1 195 20 333 
091 

21.U 
I 21 

229 
150 

20 
50 

56 
6 

343 
092 

Maditof 4S032SC PONTOON RD 7,700 

Madison 4S0327V 20THST 5,900 
10.0 
IOO" 

50 4.169 
4,S69 

Monlgomcry N.032 4*00565 UNION 10JOO 4,169 141 20 1.39 
2 19 
2 11 

5.000 129 342 
150 

Plan N-035 479967Y MACON 

Vermilion N-045 VOORHEES 

5,S00 
11, IOO' 

227 4,169 147 09? 
5.000 
5,000 

1.42 
2SS 099 3.27 

23 6 4,169 292 I I 
14 

I 20 41 0 
410 

30 
50 

5,000 
5,000 

317 
4IU 

IS 
14 

122 
I I I 

613 

Venniliwi N-tMS 4791560 BOWMAN 
479S62K MAIN 

«,»00 
15,600 

2.V6 
2J.6 

Vemuiion SST. 23 6 

50 
30 " 
30 

232 109 
4jl69_ 
'*,*< 

599 
215 

l i 
7 

I 53 
I 2S 

5,000 1063 1.56 
6.16 
12.^} 

590 5,000 3S2 10*1 

(b) Rccominend consullalion between railroad and community 

\nom 



Seciion of nnvironmcnlnl Analysis 
Surface Transporlalion Bo.ird 
Wnshiiiglon. DC 20423 

Januaiy 21.1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO, 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-IN-9 (Revised) 
Indiana 

Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vchicic Delay and Queues 

\noi-n 



Seciion of Environmenial Analysis 
Surface Transporlalion Doard 
Washingion, DC 2042J 

Januaiy 21.1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33. • ^ 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Tabic 5-IN-9 (Revised) 
Indiana 

Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

Pre Acquisition Post Acquisition 

County Seg No 
Crossing 

F R M D 
Roadway Name 

Number of 

Roadway 

U n e s 

A D T 
Trains 

perday 

Train 

Speed 

(mph) 

Train 

Lengrli 

(feel) 

No o f 

Veh 

Delayed 

perday 

Max No 

of Veh in 

Queue pet 

lane 

Crossing 

Delay per 

slopped veh 

(min /veh) 

Avg. Delay 

pet Vehicle 

(A l l 

vehicles) 

(sec/veh) 

l evel of 

Service 

Tiains 

per day 

Train 

Speed 

(mph) 

Train 

Lenglh 

(feel) 

No o f 

Veh 

Delaj-ed 

pet day 

Max No 

of Veh m 

Queue pet 

lane 

Crossing 

Delay pet 

'.lopped *,eh 

(mm /veh) 

Avg Delay 

per Vehicle 

(A l l 

vehicles) 

(sec/veh) 

U v e l o f 

Service 

Level e f 

Service 

w i lh 

Mit igal ion 

lake C-027 I55M5N C L A R K RD 2 7,250 22 1 50 6,000 207 14 1 19 4 01 A .11,0 50 6.200 3 /1 14 122 7 4 7 B 

Lake N-0.12 522929F C A L U M E T A V E 2 7.500 434 4S S.'.tiO 433 14 1 i\ 153 D 6 " 3 45 5.000 554 13 ! 13 1005 B 
Madison S-OIO 47460OL S R 9 2 14.331 2 6 4U 4,169 49 27 i 64 0 67 A 11 1 20 5.000 393 41 292 9.51 B •w 
Madison N.040 4746011 HARRJSON ST. 2 5,SW 2 6 4U 4,169 20 i l 1 14 0 4 7 A I I 1 20 5.000 161 20 2 03 6 6 6 a •w 
Poller C.026 522867K WASHINOTON ST 2 1.1,090 1 0 35 6,000 i l )4 2 07 0 42 A 5 0 35 6,200 119 34 2 12 222 A 

Porter C.026 522169Y NAPOLEON ST 2 5,296 10 35 6.000 9 13 1 45 0 30 A 5 0 35 6,200 46 13 1 49 1 56 A 

Potter C.066 155623N CROCKER 2 6,100 21 4 50 6,000 ISS 13 1 r 3 1 1 A 47 7 50 6,200 430 13 1 20 9.01 B 

Potter C-Oib i55 l .2S\ WILLOW CREEK RO 2 6,477 21 4 45 6 000 194 13 1.25 4 4 9 A 47 7 45 6,200 443 13 1 21 1051 B 

St Joscpit c-i-u I5547SS L I B f c R T Y - M l t l l l O A N 5,942 21 4 50 6.000 165 11 1 13 3 76 A 47 7 50 6,200 376 I I 1 16 I S O B 
TippecflMOf N-Oli 4»42»f FERRY ST 2 6.121 2 3 6 25 4,169 272 17 1 6« • 15 B 41.0 25 5,000 413 17 1 70 16.06 c 
Vipjiecaitoc N 045 4B42%M M A I N ST 2 7.654 23 6 25 4.169 340 11 1.76 937 B 41 0 25 5,000 604 21 1 10 1701 C <«) 
1 t|t{>CCItllO? 

>J.045 
l8429tU C O L U M B I A ST 2 S 540 iS6 23 4.169 im 23 112 9 71 U 4 i 0 25 5,000 673 24 1.16 17 61 C w 

Tippf Cfitioe N.045 4I4.100A SOUTH ST S.R 26 2 7,190 23 6 25 4,169 351 11 1.77 9 4 6 D 41 0 25 5.00C 623 22 1 I I 17.16 C t«» 
Tippecanoe N.043 < I430 IO 9TH ST 3 S,555 23 6 25 4,169 3SI 15 1 63 1.72 D 41 0 25 5,000 i,H 16 1 67 15.12 C \') 

N.045 4t4309L 4 T H S T U . S 231 2 I2 ,0«) 23 6 25 4,>69 536 33 2 12 11.29 B 4 1 0 25 5,000 952 33 2 16 20 49 C 
Tippec niioc 

1 Ttppecanor 
NOJC 4I429CW U N D E R W O O D ST 2 5,55/ IS 4 25 4,S69 193 15 1 63 6 76 P. 40 2 25 5,000 430 15 1 66 1543 c 
N.W6 4S4292K ISTH 2 5,430 18.4 25 4, t69 I t l 15 1 62 6 73 B 40 2 25 5,000 420 15 i 65 15 36 c w, Tippr canc^e 

rippccaiioc 
N.040 4S4293S I 7 T H A S A L E M S T . 4 6,323 IS4 25 4,S69 219 9 1 50 623 B 40 2 25 5.000 419 9 1.53 1421 B («) 

l i fpccanoe N.046 4I4294Y U N I O N ST 2 9,953 114 25 4,169 345 27 1 93 t 02 n 40 2 25 5,000 771 21 1 97 1130 c , , w „ 
Vattdetttiitpli C-025 142S46U W. M A R Y L A N D ST 2 5,720 223 25 6,000 216 I I 1 94 I I 66 a 3 0 1 25 6,200 406 19 2.00 17.03 c 
Vanderburgh C.025 342a4«H W. K R A N K L I N ST 4 15,321 223 25 6,000 766 25 2 0 9 1254 B 3 0 1 25 6,200 t o i l 25 2 13 1131 c 
Vandal bii'Ktt r , 025 3421501 OHIO ST 2 1,110 22 3 25 6,000 409 26 2 13 12.79 B 30.a 25 6,200 511 27 2 19 1161 c 
\V abash N'U44 47S292W DAVfS ST 2 3,569 190 50 4,169 I IS 9 0 9 6 2.45 A 34.9 50 5,000 221 9 0 91 4 67 A 

Wabash N-()44 47«305V W A B A S H ST 2 9,140 190 35 4,169 270 20 1.47 4 1 5 A 34 9 35 5,000 506 21 1 SO 9.27 B 

• Indicates significant effect on crossing delay per slopped vehicle, level ofservice noi applicable, 
(1) Recommend separated grade crossing 
vi)) Recommend consullalion between railroad and community 
(c) Recommend consultation beiween raiiroad and community due lo the setting of Ihis crossing in close proximity to oihers in Lafayetle. Tippecanoe County 

\noiH 



Section o f Environinei.lal Analysis 

Surface Trans(>Oflnlion Doard 

Washingion. D C 20423 

Jaiiuary2l, 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 333«« 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-KV-8 (Revised) 
Kentucky 

Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

County 

Chrisfinn 
Clifislian 
Henderson 
HoM.ins 

Seg No 

C-021 
C-021 
C-021 
C-021 

Ctossing 
FRA ID 

345254U 
345267V 
34S400X 
34333 IS 

Roadway Name 

SKVLINE DRIVE 
E 9TH ST. 
WASHINOTON ST 
W NOEL AVE 

Numnet oi 
Roudway 

Lanes 

7,000 
16,000 
6,665 
6,09t 

Pre Acquisition 

Tiains 
perday 

23 4 
23 4' 
234 

Traits 
Speed 
(mpli) 

20 

Train 

Len(ll> 
(feel) 

6.000 
6,000 
6,000 
6.000 

No of 
veil 

Delayed 
perday 

251 

239 
317 

Max No 
or' -veh. in 
Queue per 

lane 

IS 

15 
24 

Crossing 
D C M , P^I" 

Stopped veh 
(mrn 'veh) 

1.39 
3.0s 
I 3S 
239 

Avg Delay 
per Vehkle 

(All 
vehicles) 
(sec/veh) 

599 
"13.39 

J 9 I 
IS20 

Service 

Post Acquisition 

perday 

32.7 
32.7 
327 

Train 
Speed 
(mph) 

40 

20 

Train 
Length 
(ftti) 

6,200 
6,200 
6,200 
6,200 

No of 
Veh 

Delayed 
perday 

359 

342 
557 

Max Nr 
of Veh in 
Queue pet 

lane 

16 

Croasing 
Delay pet 

slopped veh 
(mtn./veh) 

143 
_ r i 7 _ 

I 41 
2.4« 

Avg Dehy 
per Vehicle 

'.*.!! 
veMckf) 
(secAtdi) 

I I P 
1S«4 
1.6* 
26.W 

Uvdof 
Level ar 

"g(g" 

(b) Recommend ;onsullation between railroad and communily. 

xrwH 



Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D C 20423 

Jamiaiy2l, 1991 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-MD-9 (Revised) 
Maryland 

Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

f> 

Coumy Seg No 
Crossing 
FRA ID 

Nmnharof 
Roadway 

Lanes 
ADT 

Pre Acquisition POSI Acquisilion 

f> 

Coumy Seg No 
Crossing 
FRA ID 

Nmnharof 
Roadway 

Lanes 
ADT 

Trams 
perday 

Train 
Speed 

Train 
Lenglh 
(f«tl) 

No. of 
Veh 

Dchiyed 
perday 

Max. No 
ofVcKbi 
Queue per 

hne 

Croaaing 
Delay pet 

stopped veh 
(inin Ach) 

Avg Delay 
per Vehicle 

(AN 
vehicles) 
(set/vek) 

Uvel of 
Service 

Trains 
perday 

Train 
Speed 
(mph) 

Ttaw 
Lenglh 
Ifeel) 

No «r 
Veh. 

Delayed 
perday 

Max No 
of Veh in 
Queue per 

Crossing 
Deky pet 

Slopped vcl 
(Mm,A«1i) 

Avg [May 
per VcMde 

(AH 
VtfckiM) 
(aee/veh) 

Level ef 
Servict 

Level af 
fmm.Jr . miiA 
i X I W W W W I 

f> 

Ualiimcrc Cily C-032 I40239.'< HOLLINS FERRY RD 2 6.969 39 6 35 6.000 469 17 154 12.41 B 42.7 35 6,200 SI9 I I I5» I4.li . . J . . . 

f> 

Baliinoft Ciiy C-032 1401670 BUSH ST. 2 6,900 39.6 40 6.000 411 15 1.39 10.09 B 42 7 40 6.10O 463 16 142 11,43 a 

f> 

,Wofl(aoniery C-003 1404110 FOREST OLENRO 2 11.400 23.1 43 6.000 310 23 152 6.09 B 301 45 6,200 504 24 l.5« 1,19 |— 

f> 

Honifomety IM)03 I40507F UL'h^Md-AVk 3 11.300 23.1 50 6.000 341 14 1 20 4.44 A 301 50 6.200 461 14 113 6.03 a 

f> 

,Monlaoiner) C-003 140509U CHESTT4L'T ST 2 231 53 6.000 302 I I 1.27 4.37 A 30.1 51 1,200 400 19 i » J,»l B 

f> 

Mont^omety C-003 1404940 RANDOLPH 4 231 SO 6.000 1263 31 239 1.13 B 30.1 50 6.200 i674 i9 245 11,00 B 

f> 

Prince Oeorge's C-030 I40.-'S3T DECATUR .ST 2 s.ooo I I 7 25 6,000 335 26 2.12 106." B 243 23 6,200 441 27 2 I t I4,«5 B 

f> 

Prince George's C.030 140257V UI>SHURST 2 5.900 117 25 6,000 247 19 1.96 9.14 B 243 25 6.200 JM 20 20i D.Jl B 

f> 

Prince George's C-030 14025IC ANNAPOUSRD 5 29.250 117 25 6,000 1226 31 241 12.43 B 243 25 6,100 16)1 39 2.55 17,10 C 
f> Pfim'e George's C-034 I40S993 SUNNYSIDE AVE 2 3,070 334 50 6,000 219 9 1 10 5.69 B 37.1 50 6.200 249 10 111 «,«4 a 

Prince Ceorge'i C4)34 I40905K QUEENSBURY RD 6.000 334 30 6^000 259 I I 1 13 511 B 1 37.1 50 6,200 295 I I 1.16 « I6 B 

\ntm 



January 21. 1998 

Seciion of Fnvtrotiinenlal Analysis 
Surface Transporlalion Board 
Washtnglon, D C 20423 PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Tabic 5-Ml-10 (Revised) 
Michigan 

Highway/Rail At-Gradc Crossing Vchicic Delay and Queues 

umt 



Section of Environmenial Analysis 
Surface Trnnsporlalion Board 
Washington. D C 20423 

Jamiary2l. 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-MI-lO (Revhed) 
Michigan 

Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

Pre Acquisiti on Post Acquisition 

Cotml j ' Seg No 
Ctossing 

FRA ID 
Roadwav Name 

Numl ic ' o f 

Roadway 

Lanes 

A D T 
Trains 

per day 

Train 

Speed 

(mph) 

Train 

Length 

(feci) 

No o f 

Veh 

Delayed 

pet day 

Max. No 

o f Veh m 

Queue per 

lane 

CrtHsing 

Delay per 

slopped veh 

(niit i./veh) 

Avg Delay 

pef Vehicle 

(A i l 

vehicles) 

(sec/veh) 

Level of 

Service 

Trains 

perday 

Ttain 

Speed 

(mph) 

Train 

Lenglh 

( f w i ) 

No o f 

Veh 

Oelaved 

pet day 

Max No. 

o f V e h in 

Queue per 

lane 

Croasiag 

Delay per 

stopped veh 

(min./veh) 

Avg Delay 

per Vehicle 

(A l l 

veMcks) 

( s c t ^ c k ) 

Level o f 

Service 

L t « « l a ( 

SS'ayne N-121 545I I4J MERJUMAN RD 5 15.454 2 9 50 5.600 55 I I 109 0.47 A 12.1 50 5,000 212 10 1.00 1.65 A 

Wayne N-121 54 5 I M X VENOY AVE. 4 7.325 2 9 50 5.600 26 6 0 9 9 0 43 A 111 J« 5,000 IOI 6 ' . 1.32 A 

Wa>tie N.121 545 I I7E HOWE A V E 4 6,762 2.9 50 5.600 24 6 0.99 0 42 A 12 1 50 5,000 93 6 0.91 150 A 

\ \ avne N . | 2 I 545I93H t i A O C E R T Y R D 2 5,130 2 9 H) 5,600 21 to 107 0 4 6 A 12 1 50 5,000 SO 10 0 » » 1 6 ) A 

Wayne N . I 2 I 5 4 5 I 9 I U M A N N A N RD. 2 5,5,-* 2 9 J) 5.600 10 10 1.06 0 4 6 A 12 1 50 5,000 76 9 0.9* 1.61 A 

S.020 511020^ INKSTER RD ; 5,742 2 0 25 5,600 14 17 1 14 0 93 A 112 15 5.000 124 16 l « 7 4 . )J A 

W a ^ n : SOJO 5110" ,V PENNSYLVANIA RD 2 10,561 2 0 25 5.600 45 32 2 22 1 13 A 112 15 5 000 21t 29 1 0 2 11) a 
S-020 5I1032S N O R T H U N E R D 4 23.050 2 0 25 5.600 97 35 2 3 2 1 I I A 1 1 1 25 5,000 497 31 2 I t i.H B 

Wayne $ 0 2 0 5 I I 0 3 3 Y A L L E N RD 

.• 
32.236 2 0 25 5,600 136 44 2 93 149 A 1 1 1 25 5,000 695 45 } < « 6.90 a 

Wayne S-020 3 I I 0 3 7 B LONDON »r: - 7.240 2.0 25 5,600 
< JUM 

31 
j 2 

11 
23 

194 

1.97 

0 9 9 

1 00 

A 
A 

1 1 1 

l l . l 

25 
25 

3.000 

5.000 

I5« 

166 

10 
21 

177 

l.w 
4.57 

'•""Taj"" 
A 
A 

Wavne 

Wayne 

S-020 

S-020 

5 I I039P 

5111I6U 

CHAMF A IONE 
W I L L C A R L E T O N D W V E 

2 

2 

7.676 

5.719 

2.0 

2 0 

2 ) 

35 5.600 19 13 1.40 0.54 A 1 1 1 33 5.0U0 96 11 1 21 i id A 



Seciion of rnvtronmenlal Analysis 
Surface -rransporlalion Ooard 
Washincion, DC i:42i 

January 21. 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-NV-9 (Revised) 
New Vork 

High-vvay/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

CtHinly Seg No 
Ciossing 
FRA i n 

Roodwa', Name 
Number of 
Roadway 

Unes 
ADT 

Pie Acquisition Post Acquisition 

CtHinly Seg No 
Ciossing 
FRA i n 

Roodwa', Name 
Number of 
Roadway 

Unes 
ADT 

Ttains 
per day 

Train 
Speed 
(mph) 

Train 
Lenglh 
(feel) 

No of 
Veh 

Delayed 
perday 

Max No 
of Veh in 
Queue pe-

lane 

Crossing 
Delay per 

slopped veh 
(min /veh) 

Avg Delay 
per Vehicle 

(All 
vehicles) 
(sec/veli) 

Level of 
Service 

Trains 
perday 

Train 
Speed 
(mph) 

T/ain 
Lenglh 
(feei) 

No of 
Vth 

Delayed 
perday 

Max No 
of Veh in 
(>ieuc pel 

lane 

ntt 
iih 

Avg. Delay 
per Vehicle 

(All 
veMdes) 
(sccA«k; 

Level of 
Service 

Level of 
Sco'fcc with 

Albany C034 508705Y CVX3KS CROSSING 2 7.450 317 40 5.600 419 16 1.34 1 9.06 B 452 40 6,200 i7 145 11 j7 B 
Chautauqua N-C 70 47I766F IJkMPHEREST 2 9.300 13.0 35 4,169 175 19 1 44 3 24 A 25.2 35 5,000 346 10 1.47 «S5 B 
Erie C-051 S20067S SHELDON AVE 2 S.MI 40.6 50 5.600 290 10 107 643 B 459 50 6,200 353 I I 1 IS • 43 B 
E r . N-071 J7I71IT L^KE AVE. 2 ^ . 3 6 3 13.0 50 4,169 107 12 1.03 1 79 A 25.2 so 5,000 211 11 '05 3,60 A 

i/ityyt 



S e c i i o n o f E n v i r o n m e n t a l A n a l y s i s 

S u r f a c e T r a n s p o r l a l i o n B o a r d 

W a s h i n g t o n , D C 2 C 4 2 3 

SO 

January 21,1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE D O C K E T NO. 33388 

D R A R EIJVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ST.ATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-OH-l 1 (Revised) 
Ohio 

Highway/Rail /' t-Grade Crossing Vchicic Delay and Queues 

roiint> 

Allen 

Alien 

Ailttftbii lf l 

Ashtdbiil.i 

Aibl,vb<il,i 

Btitler 

Bmler 

D'llld 
Ctavvfoid 

Crawford 

Cia^vford 

Scf No 

C 0 0 2 

N-0' 
N-07.s' 

. 0 6 ! 

( •063 

N.078 
S 0 7 I 

C-062 
C-062 

C 0 6 7 

' lll»v(0t(t 

,niiog 

Ciiv«H.'f» 
(. UN fit-^ga 

211 

( ii> nl'i^i 

t viy.vhoM 

ii>yliogii 

N-07.1 

C-074 

C.074 

Crositng 

FRA ID 

512707V 

5127IOG 
-"27|4i 
5127IOI 

N ME1CALF ST 

COLR ST 

LADLE RJ3 

LAKF ST 

i 5 : i ' ' 4 L 

I52407K 

5246980 

52467-!N 

5125t:tH 

5325JSS 

i ; . |56IP 

524,lo7'J 

Roadv ay Name 

H JACKSON S I 

M A I N ST 

LAST T O W N RD 

ROUSH CROSSING 

UROADWAY AVE 

MAIN A V E 

WEST A V E 
1 ) R 0 A D W \ Y AVE 

MUHI.IIAUSI;B 
S ' i M M I S RD 

LAUREL s r 

C E N I K A I 

VINE ST 

T Y I E R S V I L L E R D 

CENTRAL 

FIRST ST 

N S A N D U S V V A V E 

MANSFIELD ST 

MAI> ' S l 

Nunibet of 

Roadway 

Lane! 

MOPLEY 

U A G L E Y R D 

S23-77IH 
«; i97.nv 

47JO^SH 

472091'! 

l 7 ; i l l 7 A 

4722451 
472248N 

i42 i ; (> . \ 

U2175L 

COLUMBIA R i ) 

H U M M E L RD 

ENGLE RD 
ONDON RD 

DILLE RD 

W I S T HOST 

WF.ST 117 ST 

BUNTS RD 
COLUMBIA RD 

DOVER CFM IER RP 

H R A D L E \ RD 

O T T A W A AVE 

U S 24 

WATER S7 

STATE ST 

SR iOI TIFFIN 

Pre Acquisition 

Tram' 

per day 

5 9 

5 9 

Train 

Si,eed 

(nipb) 

5.500 

"8 000 

6.210 

6,«'>0 

5,890 

7,030 

11,590 

1,740 

9,710 

8,410 

12,030 

6,030 

5,300 
11,320 

7,630 

10,120 

48 1 

no 

117 

12 

' ,_9_ 

2 6 0 14 5 
14 5 

13 0 

J3£ 
13 3 

13 5 

13 5 
13 5 
13 5 
21 4 

21 4 

35 
35 

40 
35 

25 
25 

35 
35 

Train 

Lengtii 

(feet) 

5,600 

i,bOO 

5,600 

4.169 

b.inio 

5,600 

No o f 

Veh 

Delayed 

per da>' 

59 

14 
75 

62 
165 

329 

197 

5,600 

5,600 

5,600 

5,600 

4 169 

4,169 

4,169 

6,tl00 

184 

" 92 

81 

753 

75 

' 195 

120 

326 

loo" 

Max No 

of Veh in 

Queue per 

lane 

14 

20 

305 
103 

170 " 

115 

164 

109 

91 

24 

19 

11 

Crossing 

Delay per 

stopped velt 

(ntin /veil) 

I 42 

I 51 
" i 48 

I 08 
• 0 96 
I 13 
I 17 

I 54 
1 41 
2 47 

206 

I 63 
1 55 

I 06 
1 13 

121 

0 97 

Avg Delay 

per Velitcle 

(A l l 

vehicles) 

(scc'veh) 

1 62 

I 22 

8 54 

I 16 

4 I I 

3 41 

2 27 

2 42 

3 60 

3 87 

2 79 

2 59 

2 ' /6 

3 17 

2 89 

3 76 

2 06 

I 99 

l.evel of 

Service 

Post Acquisition 

Trains 

per day 

25 2 
25 2 

Tram 

Sperd 

(mpli) 

31 2 

I k 9 

18 0 

139 

31 3 

34 3 

54 2 
54 7 
47 3 

34 1 

20 

35 
40 

50 
50 

50 
50 
50 

Train 

I.ength 

(feet) 

6.200 

6.200 

5.000 
5,000 

6,200 

6,200 

6,200 

5,000 
5,000 
5,000 
3,000 
5,0011 

6,200 

No of 

Veh 

Dclryed 

per day 

150 

177 

227 

158 

374 

613 

270 

253 

296 

207 

Max No 

of Veh i.l 

Queue per 

lane 

Avg Delay 

^ 7 " ' " « I per Vehicle 
Delayper 

Hopped veil 

16 

28 

9 

19 

(min /veh) 

1 45 

I 51 

I 19 

I 5 1 " 

I 52 

I 17 

1 71 

I 77 

I 76 

107 

I 22 

I SI 

162 

1 26 

I 23 

vehic'rs) 

isec/veh) 

4 21 

3 24 

1 36 

3 14 

9 02 

U v e l o f 

Service 

1032 

9 95 

26 60 

443 

I I I 

5 14 

4 19 

14 91 

7 55 
7 7 9 

134 

4 51 
1037 

3 70 

4 15 
1089 

U v e l o f 

Servke with 

Mi l igai ion 

\notn 
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Table 5-OH-l 1 (Revised) 
Ohio 

Highway/Rail At-Gradc Crossing Vchicic Delay and Queues 
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FINANCE DOCKET NO, 33388 
DRAFF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-OH-l 1 (Revised) 
Ohio 

Highway/Rail At-Gradc Crossing Vchicic Delay and Queues 
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Seciion of Envimnmenlal Analysis 

Surface I ranxponnlion Doard 

Washingion, D C 20423 

Januarv 21. 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-OH-l 1 (Revised) 
Ohio 

Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

he Acquisition Post Acquisition 

County Seg No 
Crossing 
FR.MD 

Roadway Name 
NttoilKtor 
Ro. Iway 

Lanes 
ADT 

Trains 
perday 

frain 
Speed 
(mph) 

Train 
Lenglh 
(feet) 

No of 
Veh 

Delayed 
perday 

Max No 
of Veh. in 
Qvtut fict 

Ume 

Ctossing 
Delay per 

slapped vth 
(min/veh) 

Avg Delay 
pet Vehicle 

(All 
veliicles) 
(sec/vehl 

Uvel of 
Service 

Triiins 
per day 

Train 
Speed 
(niph) 

Train 
Lenglh 
(feci) 

No of 
Veh 

Debi>Td 
perday 

Max No 
of Veh in 
Queue prr 

lane 

Cressing 
Delayper 

stopped veh 
(min./veh) 

Avg Delay 
pet VeMcle 

(Ail 
vehiclea) 
(secA«h) 

Lewl of 
Serviee 

Level of 
Service with 
MHifttsoa 

Wood L-055 1S5I29N LOUISIANA 4 7,170 06 15 6.000 10 12 I I I 0.29 A 14.2 25 6.200 135 11 116 7.» B 

Wood N-077 509I55K OROUILURD 2 5.770 41.0 50 5.600 341 10 107 7.59 B 61.5 50 5.000 403 » 099 l i t B 

Wyandot C-070 22I752H LINCOLNWAY WEST 1 5,600 171 40 6.000 153 12 1)1 4,33 A 27.4 40 6.100 141 13 \.Ji 701 B 

(b) Recommend consultation between railroad and comm-jnity. 

is 

l/WM 



Scclioil of Environmental Analysis 
SurfiKC 1 tnii5|>orlnli(in Hnard 
Washington, DC 20423 

January2l, 1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-P A-9 (Revised) 
Pennsylvania 

Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

1 Pre Acquisit on Post Acquisition 

C o u m y Seg N o 

1 

C r o s s i n g 

F R A I D 
R o a d w i a y N a m e 

N u m b e r o l 

R o a d w a y 

L a n e s 

A D T 
T r a i n s 

pe r d a y 

T r a m 

S p e e d 

( m p h ) 

T r a i n 

l e n g t h 

( f e e t ) 

N o o f 

V e h 

D e l a y e d 

pe r d a y 

M a x N v 0 

V e h i n 

Q t i e u e pe r 

l ane 

C r o s s i n g 

D e l a y pe r 

s l o p p e d v e h 

( m m / v e h ) 

A v g D e l a y 

p e r V e h i c l e 

( A l l 

v e h K i e i ) 

( s e c / v e b 1 

L e v e l o f 

S e r v t e e 

T r a i n s 

per d a y 

T r a i n 

S p e e d 

( m p h ) 

1 
T r ^ i n 

L e n g l h 

( f e e t ) 

N o o f 

V e h 

D e l a y e d 

per d a y 

M a x N o 0 

V e h i n 

( J u e u e p e r 

l a n e 

C r o s s i n g 

D e l a y pe r 

S l o p p e d v e h 

( m m / v e h ) 

A v g D e l a y 

p e r V e h i c l e 

( A l l 

l e h K l e s ) 

( s e c / v e h ) 

L e v e l o f 

S e r v i c e 

L e v e l o f 

S e r v i c e w i t h 

M n i g a i i o n 

l i r a i c i r-os: 5 8 4 8 6 5 S 1 4 T H S T 2 7 ,144 28 9 35 5 , 0 0 0 3 5 1 17 1 5 5 9 17 B 3 1 3 33 6 . 2 0 0 4 7 7 I t 1 6 0 1 2 1 0 B 

l l c i l , ! ,M.094 S 9 2 2 J ' " C O L U M B I A A V E 2 7 ,106 4 3 4 4 0 5 , 6 0 0 4 3 7 15 1 33 9 1 0 B 4 9 1 4 0 5 . 0 0 0 4 6 3 14 1 2 2 9 57 B 

( i i i i i l ) e i t a i ) d N 0 9 I 5 9 2 2 ^ • ' L A T E H I L L 2 7 ,123 11 1 35 i , 6 0 d ; 2 7 17 1 4 7 3 15 A 19 6 35 5 .00C 2 0 6 15 1 3 5 4 6 7 A 

C t i n i b e i l a n d N - « 9 I .5921 ' /OA T E N T H ? T 2 7 ,700 11 1 3 5 i,bLI 1 1 1 I I 1 5 0 3 2 2 A 1 9 6 33 5 , 0 0 0 2 2 3 16 1 3 1 4 7 1 A 

C u f i i b r i l s ' ^ d 1 ^ 0 9 : 5 9 2 2 0 0 S I I T H S I 2 7 ,501 I I 1 3 5 4 , 1 6 9 120 16 1 34 2 58 A 1 9 6 35 5 . 0 0 0 2 1 7 16 1 3 7 4 7 4 A 

D a i i p l . i n N .0 " I 4 5 ' V 2 l O } S D E R R Y R D 2 3 , 5 0 0 4 2 4 4 0 5 . 6 0 0 3 3 9 12 1 25 9 24 B 4 9 1 4 0 5 , 0 0 0 3 6 0 I I 1 15 9 0 2 B 
D e l a x c r e C 0 8 4 i 4 0 ' . 4 1 S M A I N S T 2 6 , 1 3 3 22 9 4 0 6 , 0 0 0 2 4 0 15 1 3 1 5 8 3 B 2 6 ' 4 0 6 , 2 0 0 214 1 16 1 4 2 7 0 7 B 
D e l i w a r e C - 0 ! 4 i 4 P 6 4 6 n O A K L A N E 2 1 4 . 5 1 0 2 2 9 4 0 6 , 0 0 0 5 0 9 32 1 9 4 1 16 B 2 6 4 4 0 6 . 2 0 0 6 0 2 33 1 9 9 9 9 0 B 
Ot I.IU rtie ( 1184 I40<>4 7M A S H L A N D A V F . 2 3 . 8 2 0 22 9 4 t l 6.0110 2 0 4 1 " 1 1 1 5 61 I I 2 6 4 4 0 b.M> 2 4 1 13 1 3 7 6 8 0 n 
t)f l ,->ivnfC t -t IH.I | . | I K , 4 ' ) W .SOU l i l A V D 2 1 4 . 9 / 5 22 411 6,01)0 s ; 6 11 1 W « 3 7 I I 2 6 4 4 0 (l.iw ( .22 3 4 2 0 4 10 16 B 
I J e l a w a r e CliHI l 4 t c 5 0 R A M O S L A N D A V E 2 1 1 , 4 2 5 2 2 9 4 0 6 . 0 0 0 4 0 1 2 5 1 6 7 7 0 ) D 2 6 4 4 0 6 , 2 0 0 4 7 4 2 6 1 71 1)2 B 
D e l a w a r e C 0 8 4 I 4 0 6 5 2 E S W A R T H M O R E A V E 2 2 3 , 4 5 1 2 2 9 4 0 6,0CO 8 2 2 5 2 3 6 5 15 16 C 2 6 4 4 0 6 . 2 0 0 9 7 3 53 3 75 1 1 6 4 C 
I )e l . vw, i t c ( .0S4 I 4 I 1 ( . 5 4 T F A I R V I E W R D 9 . 6 « ; 22 9 411 6 0 0 0 .1.19 21 1 5 5 6 51 I I 16 4 411 6 , ? I K l 4 t l | ; i 1 5 9 7 9 0 n 
l ) c l&w ,v r r ( I I I I4 M 0 < , 7 0 ( M L I 1 | N ( i l l < ) U S L K I ) 2 7,116: 2 2 ' » 4 t l 6,UIIU 2 7 6 17 1 4 4 0 0 5 11 2 6 4 4 0 6.2011 1 2 6 I S t 4 1 7 34 u — 
D e l a w a r e C IJ84 : 4 & . 7 2 R N A A M A N S R U 2 6 , 0 9 5 2 2 9 4 0 6 , 0 0 0 2 3 5 15 1 3 1 5 79 B 2 6 4 4 0 6 . 2 0 0 2 7 1 15 1 4 1 7 0 2 B -
E r i c t > . 0 7 0 4 7 1 8 9 3 0 A S H S T 2 5 . 2 9 0 1 3 0 3 5 4 , 1 6 9 9 9 11 1 2 3 2 78 A | _ ' 2 35 5 , 0 0 0 197 11 1 2 6 5 6 1 B 
Er ie N . 0 7 0 4 7 ' 8 9 4 N P A R A D E S T 4 1 5 , 0 0 0 13 0 3 5 4 , 1 6 9 2 1 2 i 6 1 34 3 0 2 A i 3 2 35 5 , 0 0 0 5 5 7 16 1 3 7 6 0 9 B " — 
E l t e N 0 7 0 4 7 1 9 0 1 W P E A C H S T 4 1 1 , 1 1 0 13 0 15 4 . 1 6 9 4 2 0 23 2 5 1 11 3 9 n 1 2 ) 2 15 5 . 0 0 0 8.14 2 4 2 5 7 23 13 C ( d ) 
E r i c N - 0 7 0 4 7 1 9 0 2 1 ) S A S S A F R A S S T 2 1 1 , 1 1 0 1 3 0 13 4 8 6 9 4 2 0 4 7 3 13 14 2 0 n 25 2 15 3 0 0 0 l . M 4 1 3 2 0 2 1 1 4 0 D(c) 
t n e N . 0 7 0 4 7 I 9 0 6 F C H E R R Y S T 2 9 , 2 2 0 1 3 0 15 4 . 8 6 9 3 4 9 3 9 2 1 9 13 10 D 25 2 15 5,00C 6 9 2 4 0 2 9 3 1 6 6 1 0(c) 
t n t N 0 7 0 4 7 l 9 0 e U L I B E R T Y S T 4 18 ,284 13 0 15 4 , 8 6 9 6 9 1 3 1 2 8 1 13 0 6 B 2 5 / 15 5 , 0 C 0 1 3 7 2 3 9 2 9 5 2 6 5 2 D D ( c ) 

E n t N 0 7 0 4 7 1 9 1 I C R A S P B E R R Y S T 5 , 4 0 0 1 3 0 15 4 , 8 6 9 2 0 4 2 3 2 5 0 I I 3 2 B 2 5 2 15 5 , 0 0 0 4 0 5 2 3 2 5 5 2 3 0 0 C (d) 
1 l i e N 0 7 0 4 7 t 9 l 3 R O R E E N G A R D E N R O 2 7 , 9 4 0 1 3 0 5 0 4 , 1 6 9 I l j 13 1 OS 1 83 A 2 5 2 .50 3 , 0 0 0 2 2 7 I.'! 1 0 7 3 6 8 A 

1 n c N 0 7 0 4 7 I 9 I 3 E P I T T S b l I R O R D 7 ,004 1 3 0 5 0 4 , 1 6 9 102 t l 1 01 1 77 A 2 5 2 5 0 5 , 0 0 0 2 0 1 11 1 0 3 3 5 5 A 

I a w i c n c c C 0 8 2 5 0 3 7 3 | l j M O N T G O M E R Y 2 6 . 4 0 0 2 8 9 3 5 5 , 6 0 0 2 9 1 15 1 4 3 7 9 9 B 3 8 3 35 5 , 0 0 0 3 6 1 14 1 31 1 1 9 B 

L f b a n o n N-1194 5 9 2 3 3 I T F R O N T S T . L I N C O L N 2 i , 7 6 0 4 2 4 2 5 5 , t ; M 5 1 7 I I 1 1 4 19 7 1 c 4 9 1 2 5 5 . 0 0 0 5 4 5 16 1 6 7 I I 9 S C 
1 e b a n o n N 0 9 4 . W 2 J 4 I B S E V E N T H S T 5 , 4 2 0 4 2 4 2 5 3 , fOO 4 8 6 17 1 8 2 19 54 C 4 9 1 2 5 5 .00C 5 1 2 15 1 6 5 1 1 7 5 C 
l . f b a i i c n N O ' M 5 9 2 1 6 5 1 ' R A I L P O A D S T 2 _ 7 J 4 7 4 2 4 4 0 5 ) 0 0 4 4 6 15 1 33 9 8 5 n 4 9 1 4 0 5 . 0 0 0 4 7 5 14 1 2 2 9 6 1 B 
\ S ' r . . i i i o r e h i i < l r n ) I 4 5 4 S 0 R M A I N S T 2 9 , 1 9 5 2 1 7 3 0 6 , X ) 0 4 9 0 25 1 91 1 2 2 2 n '"72 8 ! 3 0 6 , 2 0 0 5 9 7 2 6 1 9 6 1 5 1 7 C 

(c) Kecoinmend consultation beiween tailroad and conimunily regarding NS miligation plan (Appendix Si 
(d) Rccoinmcnl consullalion between railroad and communily regarding NS miiigMio.i plan due lo cio.se proximily of this crossing to other crossings in Erie 

1/2*91 





Section of Er.viroiiinental Analysis 

Surface Triinsportation Donrd 

Washingion, D C 20423 

Januaiy 21.1998 

Cotmly 

Liavidson 
Davidson 
'Davidson 
Robe.'son 

Seg No 
Crossing 
FRA ID 

C.090 

C-090 
r 090 
C-021 

)5a20ID 
34l027y 

349226E 
34II24H 

Roadway Name 

CRAIGHEAD 
BERKYRD 
OAVir.sON RD 
THOMPSON LANE 
UNA-ANTIOCH 
'MAIN ST 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENI AL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-TN-7 (Revised) 
Tennessee 

Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

Pre Acquisition 

of 
Rot dway 

Unes 
•vDT 

7.000 
21,600 
1.000 

Tiains 
pet day 

40.1 
401 

23 4 

Train 
Speed 
(mph) 

40 

Ttain 
Length 
(feel) 

6.000 
6j000 

6,000 

No of 
Veh 

Dehiyed 
perday 

525 

417 
1141 
422 
207 

Max No 
of Veh iu 
Queue pet 

lane 

9 
13 

Crossing 
Oelay pet 

slopped veh 
(min /veh) 

I 26 

I 39 
I 37 

I 33 

Avg Delay 
per Vehicle 

(All 
vehicles) 
(sec/veh) 

944 

5 73 

Level of 
Setvice 

Post Acquisition 

Trains 
perday 

414 
414 
414 
41.4 
31.7 

Tram 
Speed 
(inph) 

Ttain 
I englh 
( f t c ; 

4C ' , /qo_ 
40 I "v.ibo 
5d ~ 6,200 

so 
40 

6,100 
6,100 

No of 
Veh 

Delayed 
perday 

6.11 

532 
1316 
513 
19) 

Max N«. 
of Veh. in 
Qucae per 

hmc 

Crossing 
Delayper 

(niiii./veh) 

1.31 
143 
141 
1.15 
1.37 

Avg Delay 
pet Vei'Me 

(All 
vehicles) 
(sec/veh) 

I t 79 
1160 
1)01 
10.13 

ru 
1.41 

Level of 
Service 

Level af 
Sefvicc wWi 
Mkifalioii 

I/2WM 



Seciion of Environn rnial Analysis 
Surface Trm«port.ili( Donrd 
Washtnglon, DC 20423 

Januaiy 71,1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT SIA. EMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table S-VA-7 (Revised) 
Virginia 

Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

Pre Acquisiti on Post Acquisition 

Cmmty Seg No 
Crossiiip 

FRA ID 
Roadway Name 

Numher o f 

Roadway 

Lanes 

A D T 
Trams 

pet day 

Ttain 

Speed 

(mph) 

Ttain 

Length 

( f te t ) 

No o f 

Veh 

Delayed 

pet day 

Max No o l 

Veh in 

Queue per 

lane 

CtOMmg 

Delay pet 

Slopped veh 

(mm /veh) 

Avg Delay 

per Vehiel,; 

(AN 

vehieles) 

(sec/veh) 

Level o f 

Serviee 

Trams 

perday 

Tram 

Speed 

(mph) 

Trai,! 

(feel) 

No of 

Veh 

Delayed 

pv 'day 

Max No e l 

Veh in 

(Jwevie per 

lane 

Ctossing 

Detay pet 

slopped treh 

(min /veh) 

Avg Delay 

per VeMcle 

(AR 

vehicles) 

(sec/veh) 

Level o f 

Service 

Level s r 

. ' t r v i M with 

Aitfuttt N I O O 468I35D S R 6 0 I 2 - 476 3 9 4U 4,««9 I S 10 1 11 0 6 9 A 12 1 40 5,000 1,1 I I 1 15 212 A 
Chtsterfteld C 1 0 3 62361IB CENTRALIA RD 1 ?, '« 114 50 6.000 122 to 1 10 3 14 A 23 0 50 6.100 1)1 i n 1.13 4 11 A 
Chrke N P 9 I 4 6 | j 9 9 F $ R 7 2 3 . 3 1 ' I t 3 35 4.169 S7 I I 1 24 2 4 2 A 19 9 35 5,000 I5« l l 1 26 4.44 A 
Empona Cit ' t l 0 3 623755R E A T L A N T I C ST 3 11,250 114 50 6,000 261 14 1 20 3 43 A 23 50 6,200 343 14 1 23 4 ) 0 A 

t - i o : I60439F E N O U N D S r 2 7.773 178 50 6,000 179 14 1 l l 3 35 A 2 4 1 30 6.200 256 15 1 24 4 9 0 A 
Hrruico C I 0 2 8604I7F HUNvJARY RD 2 ).?10 178 50 6,000 1.16 11 1 13 3 13 A 2 4 1 50 6.200 194 I I 1.16 4 ) 7 A 

•-•r, , , N l O O 46S699K EAST M A I N ST 7,415 3 9 40 4,869 38 '. 1 0 74 A i : 1 40 5.000 121 14 1 24 1 ) 9 A 
Richn,oiid City C I 0 3 623663D JAHNKE RD 2 10.320 114 30 6.000 246 19 1 34 314 A 21 11 50 6.200 315 20 1 3S ).04 B 
Richmond C(t> ( 1 0 3 62.1668M B R O A D ROCK RD 2 13,570 114 50 6,000 323 2 ) 1 56 4 4 ' A 23 0 50 6.200 414 26 1 60 )•« B 
Riclunond ' 'itv C I 0 3 62.1672C W A L M S L E Y B L V D i 1 8,636 114 50 6.000 - u 16 1.23 3 51 A 23 0 so 6.700 263 16 1 IS 4 7 0 A 

"it" 

[nom 



Section nfEnvironmenMl Analysis 

Surface Traiis|xinalion fioard 

Washingto'., D C 20423 

January 21.1998 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 
•FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL ERRATA 

Table 5-WV-5 (Revised) 
West Virginia 

Highway/Rail At-Gradc Crossing Vehicle Delay and Queues 

CcHinty 

JefTerson 

Seg No 

N-091 

Crossing 
FRA ID 

46936 ID SR9 

Roadway Name 
Nnmlierof 
~oadway 

Unes 

ADT 

Pre Acquisition 

Trains 
perday 

Tram 
Speed 
(mph) 

Train 
Lenglh 
(feel) 

4.169 

No of Max No 
I 

Crotsing 
Veh. of Veh in Delay per 

Delayed Queue pet stopped veh 
pet day hne (mi ^eh) 

111 17 1 2S 

f Avj Delay 
x t Vehicle 

(All 
vehicles) 
(sccAeh) 

1.11 

Level of 
Service 

Post Acquisilion 

Trains 
pet day 

Ttain 
Speed 
(mph) 

40 

Ttain 
Lenglh 
(feet) 

No of Max. No Ctoiaiiig 
Veh of Veh ir Delay pa 

Delayed (Jueuc per sivipped veh 
perday lane (niiai/vek) 

1.10 17 1 30 

Avg. Delay 
perVekscle 

(AN 
veMclM) 
( l e t / ^ ) 

4 0a 

Level of 
Sendee 

Uvei a l 
Service '^riti 



AppendixB: Draft Envimnmental Impact Statement Correction Letter, Enata, 
Supplemental Enati and Additional Environmental Intonnation, and Board f^tices to forties of Reconi 

Draft Envi;i»nniental Impact Statement Additional Environmental Information 

Pn^' 'ed Conrail Acquisition May 1998 
B-79 

Final Envimnmental Impact Statement 



AppendixB: [3raftEnvimnmentallmpa<^Statement Conection Letter, Enata, 
Supf^emental Enata and Additional Environmental Infonnation, and Boani Notices to Parties of Recon! 

[THIS PAGE INTENTION.ALLY LEFT BLANK] 

Pmposed Conmii Acquisition M..y ^198 Final Envimnm&ital Impact Statement 
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28978 SERVICE DATE - LATE RELEASE FEBRUARY 27. 1998 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

STB Finance Docket No. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTAHON, INC. 

NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND 

tJORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

- - CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASES/AGREEMENTS - -

CONRAIL, INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAE. CORPORATION 

Decision No. 69 

Dated: February 27, 1998 

NOTICE TO THE PARTIES: 

On December 12, 1997, the Surfece Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental 

Analysis (SEA) issued a Draft Environmentai Impact Statement (Draft FIS) for the Proposed 

Acquisition of Conrail by Norfoik Southem (NS) and CSX. Comments on the Draft EIS were due 

February 2,1998. In its continuing process of evaluation, SEA has identified some additional 

potential hazixdous materials transportation safety, noise, and highway/rail at-̂ -ade crossing safety 

and delay imp,acts of the Proposed Acquisition. This information was not included in the Draft EIS 

and is based in part on updated data lhat was not received until after the Draft EIS was issued. 

Specifically, (1) on November 24, 1997, CSX advised SEA that it would revise its calculation of the 

transportation ofhazardous materials due to an erro*- in methodology; (2) on December 23, 1997 

and Febru?!-̂ ' 20, 1998, CSX provided SEA with the revised hazardous materials transportation 

safety data; and (3) SEA identified sensitive receptors within noise contours using aerial 

photographs and more precise analytical tools, such as geographic information systems (GIS), that 

were not available prior to SEA completing the Draft EIS. 

SEA's additional ?,ialysis has identified four rail line segments with potential hazardous materials 

transpcrtation safety impacts that SEA did not identi.iy as such in the Draft EIS. In addition, SEA 

has identified eight rail line segments that now may warrant noise mitigation. Although SEA had 

identified these segments in the Draft EIS as being potentially affected by noise, SEA did not 
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recommend noise mitigation for them in the Draft EIS. As a result ofthe refined analysis described 

above, SEA has also concluded that 12 additional raU line segments may have high, adverse and 

disproportionate eflfects on certain minority or low-income communities as a result ofpotential 

effects ofhazardous materials transportation safety, noise, and/or highway/rail at-grade crossing 

safety and deUy. A list of affecled rail line segments and communities is included with this notice. 

This new information does rot change or alter SEA's prior analysis, results, or prciiminary 

mitigation recommendations in other impact areai, nor does it aflfect the integrity cfthe information 

contained in thc Draft EIS. 

To ensure that anyone aflfected by the new infotmation described above has the opportunity to 

review and comment on it, through this notice SEA is providing an additional 45-day comment 

penod. During this period, affected parties may: ubmit written comments to SFA on the potential 

environmental eflfects noted above ca their community. Written comments must be submitted to 

SEA no later than April 15, 1998. SEA will consider any timely comments recetved in the Final 

EIS, which is scheduled to be issued in late May 1998. The Board will then consider the entire 

environmental record, including all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS in making its 

final decision on tht Proposed Conrail Acquisition. The Board will hold an open voting conference 

on June 8, 1998 and intends to issue its fmal written decision on July 23, 1998. 

Infbrmation about tiie Proposed Acquisition and Draft EIS can be found at tiie Intetnet web site 

<http-7/www.conrailmerger.com> and SEA's toll-free Environmentai HoUine at (888) 869-1997. 

Vemon A. Williams 

Secretary 
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Sarfkce Traiisportation Board 
Section of Jî nvironmental Analysis 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Proposed Conrail Acquisition 

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION 

bl its continuing process of evaluation, tfae Surface Transportation Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) has identified some additional potential hazardous materials 
transportation safety, noise, and nighway/rail at-grade crossing safety and delay impacts associated with 
the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA has also ide itified additional minority and low-income 
populations that may be affected by potential envirorjnental impacts. This information was not 
available when SEA issued thc Draft Eiiviroiimental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) on December 12, 
1997. 

• This page directs the reader to the appropriate sections of the Draft EIS that more 
completely explains SEA's analysis. 

• Page 2 of tfais dociunent includes a table that sum marines tfae r ew rail line segments 
potentially affected by hazardous materials transportatior.. 

• Page 3 ofthis document includes a table that summarize.", thr new rail line segments that 
may warrant noise mitigation. 

• Page ' ofthe document includes a table that summarizes the new rail line segmenls with 
potential impacts on minority and low-income populations. 

HELt-r^L REFERENCF.S TO THE DRAFT EIS 

New Hazardous Materlalr Transportation Saferv Rail Line Segments 
• SEA's hazardous materials transportation analysis and methodology are documented in 

Chapter 3, Section 3.5 cf tlie Draft EIS, pages 3-12 tiuough 3-14. 
• System-wide safety efTects of increased hazardous materials transport are documented in 

Chapter 4, Section 4.5 oftiie Draft EIS, pages 4-14 tiirough 4-21. 
• State-spcc'.fic hazardous materials transport safety effects are documented in Chapter 5 of 

the Draft EIS, presented on a state-by-state basis. 
• SEA's recommended hazardous materials ttansportation safety mitigation is r resented in 

Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS on pages 7-12 through 7-14. The new hazardous materials 
transportation safety rail line segments listed m the table below on Page 2 are new '"Key 
Routes" subject to Recommended Mitigation Nos. 3 (A-C) and 5. 

New Rail Line Segments That Mav Warrant Noise Mitigation; 
• SEA's noise analysis and methodology arc documented in Chapter 3, Section 3.12 ofthe 

Draft EIS, pages 3-30 tiuough 3-37. 
• State-specific noise effects are documented in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. 
• SEA's recommended noise mitigation is presented in Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS, page 7-

17. 

New Rail Line Segments With Potential Impacts on Minorirv and Low-Income Populations 
• SEA's environmental justice analysis and methodology are documented in Chapter 3, 

Section 3.17 of tiie Draft EIS, pages 3-48 through 3-52. 
• SEA's recommended environmental justice mitigation is presented in Chapter 7 of the 

Dratt EIS, page 7-18. 
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New Hazardous Materials Transport Safety Segmc&ts 

sute Site ID Proposed 
Owner 

Segnient Coanties Est Aannal Dax. Mat 
RaflCaaioads 

sute Site ID Proposed 
Owner 

Segnient Coanties 

Pre-Acq. Post-Acq. 

KY 
OH 

C-230 CSX NJ Cabin, KYto 
Columbus, OH 

KY:Greaiup;OH: 
Franklin, Pickaway, 
Pike, Ross, Seioto 

4,000 10,000 

PA C-767 CSX CP Newtown 
Jct, PA to CP 
Wood. PA 

Bucks, Montgomery, 
Philadelphia 

6,000 19.000 

NJ 
PA 

C-768 CSX CP Wood, PA to 
Trenton, N J 

PA: Bucks; 
NJ: Mercer 

6,000 18,000 

OH C-065 CSX Deshler, OH to 
Toledo, OH 

Henry, Wood 365 14,000 
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New Segments That May Warrant Noise Mitigation 

State Site ID Proposed 
Owner 

Segment Coanties Rficepton within 65 
dBA Contour* 

State Site ID Proposed 
Owner 

Segment Coanties 

Pie-Acq.' Post-Acq. 

IN C-026 CSX Warsaw, IN to 
Tolleston, IN 

Kosciudco, La Porte, 
Lake, Marshall, 
Potter, SUrke 

14 1,129 

IN N-040 NS Alexandria, IN to 
Muncie, IN 

Delaware, Madison 83 506 

NY N-060 NS Coming, NY to 
Geneva, NY 

Chemung, Ontario, 
Schuyler, Steuben, 
Yates 

0 117 

OH N^85 NS Bellevue, OH to 
Sandusky Dock, OH 

Erie, Huron 5 58 

PA C.085 CSX Sinns, PA to 
Brownsville, PA 

Allegheny, Fayette, 
Westmorland 

194 781 

VA N-lOO NS Riverton Jct, VA to 
Roanoke, VA 

Augusta, Botetourt, 
Buena Vista City, 
Clarke, Page, 
Roa oke, Roanoke 
City, Rockbridge, 
Rockingham, 
Warren, Waynesboro 
City 

466 1.560 

WV N-110 NS Elmore, ̂  to 
Deepwater, WV 

Fayette, Raleigh, 
Wyoming 

0 248 

WV N-IU NS Deepwater, WV to 
Fola Mine, Vfc'V 

Fayette, Nicholas 37 161 

* includes receptors affecled by highway/rail at-grade crossings. 
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B-85 



New Segments With Potential Impacts on Minority and Lov Income Popnhitions 

State SiteD) Proposed 
Owner 

Segment Coanties Potential Impact 

GA C-377 CSX Manchester, GA to 
LaGrange, GA 

Meriwether, Troup Hazardous 
Materials Transport 

IN C-026 CSX Warsaw, IN to 
Tolleston, IN 

Kosciusko, La 
Porte, Lake, 
Marsliall, Porter, 
Starke 

Noise 

IN N-040 NS Alexandria, IN to 
Muncie, IN 

Delaware, Madison Noise 

NC 
TN 

N-361 NS Asheville, NC to 
Leadvale, TN 

NC: Buncomb, 
Madison; 
TN: Cocke 

Hazardous 
Materials Transport 

NJ S-032 CSX'NS PN, NJ to Bayway, 
NJ 

Essex, Union Hazardous 
Materials Transport 

OH 
PA 
NY 

N-070 NS Ashtabula, OH to 
Buffalo, NY 

OH: Ashtabula; PA: 
Erie; 
NY: Chutaupua, 
Erie 

Hazanious 
Materials Transport; 
Crossing Delay 

PA C-766 CSX West Falls, PA to 
CP Newtown Jct, 
PA 

Philadelphia Hazardous 
Materials Transport 

PA N-203 NS Bethlehem, PA to 
Ailentown, PA 

Lehigh, 
Northampton 

Hazaidous 
Materials Transport 

PA S-232 CSX/NS Pane Jct, PA to 
Frankford Jct., PA 

Philadelphia Hazardous 
Materials Transport 

PA 
NJ 

S-233 CSX/NS Frankford Jct, PA 
to Camden, NJ 

PA: Philadelphia; 
NJ: Camden 

Hazardous 
Materials Transport 

TN N-406 NS Frisco, TN to 
Kingsport TN 

Hawkins, Sullivan Hazardous 
Materials Transport 

VA N.432 NS Poe ML, VA to 
Petersburg, VA 

Petersburg City Hazardous 
Materials Transport 
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APPENDIX C 
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENTS 

AND NEGOTIATED AGREEMENTS 

C.l SETTLEMENT AGREEMENTS 

The Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) of tfie Surface Transportation Board (The Boaixl) 
used tiie Operating Plans and traffic projectioas from tiie Primary Application oftiie proposed 
Conrail Acquisition to determine which rail line segments, intermodal facilities, and rail yards 
to analyze in tiie Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS). Following publication of 
the Draft EIS, SEA determined tiiat certain additional facilities may require analysis, pursuant 
xo Board regulations, because of operating changes that could result from a Settiement 
Agreement between an Applicant and anotiier railroad, including any Setllement Agreements 
resulting from previously submined Inconsislent and Responsi\ e applications. 

CSX and NS' have entered inlo 21 Seltlement Agreements v̂ dtfi freight railroads tiiat could 
provide tiie settling party witii trackage rights and tiie right to add trains to affected rail line 
segmenls. Railroad activities on the affected rail line segments could exceed tiie Board's 
thresholds for environmental analysis as a result of such additional trains. 

In a ' jtter dated February 13, 1998, SEA requested tiiat NS and CSX conduct an analysis of 
operating changes tiiat could result from each Settlement Agreement with anotiier railroad, and 
provide eitiier a Verified Statement of no significant environmental impacls or a Supplemental 
Environmental Report. (See Attachment C-l.) . tiie letter, SEA instructed CSX and NS to 
provide a Verified Statemenl of no significant enviionmental impacts if tiie implementation of 
a Settlement Agreement would not exceed the Board's tiiresholds for environmental analysis 
when added to tiiose changes proposed in tiie Primary Application's Operating Plans. SEA 
ftirther instructed tiiat if the proposed changes would exceed tiie Board's thresholds for 
environmental analysis or would result in changes in rail activities tiiat exceeded tiiose 
thresholds, tiie Applicants must provide a Supplemental Environmental Report containing 
detailed environmental information, including an assessment of potential environmental impacts, 
consistent witii tiie Board's rules at 49 CFR Part 1105. 

"CSX" refers to CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. 
Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company. 

"NS" refers to Norfolk Southem 
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Apoendix C: Settiement Agreements and Negotiated Agreements 

In r. subsequent letter dated March 27,1998, SEA requested tiial CSX and NS provide for SEA's 
review copies ofall Settlement Agreements tiial CSX and NS have reached witii otiier railroads 
or organizations by April 15,1998. (See Attachmenl C-2.) 

On March 5,1998, SEA received from NS the following documents: 

• The Verified Slalemenl of John H. Friedmann, describing 11 NS Settlement Agreemenis 
with other railroads lhal would not result in operaiing changes exceeding the Board's 
tiiresholds for environmental analysis when added to tiiose changes proposed in tiie NS 
Operating Plan. (See Attachmenl C-3.) 

• A Supplemental EnvironmentalReport regarding tiie NS Settiement Agreement witii tiie 
Indiana &. Ohio Rail System. (See Attachment C-4.) 

SEA reviewed tiie Supplemental Environmental Report and verified tiiat tiie NS Settlement 
.Agreement with Indiana & Ohio Rail System would not cause significant environmental impacls. 

On March 6, 1998, SEA received fi-om CSX tiie Verified Statemenl of William M. Hart, 
describing tiie nine CSX Settlement Agreemenis with otiier raihx)ads and slating tiiat none of 
tiiem would result in operating changes exceeding tiie Board's tiiresholds for environmental 
analysis when added to tiiose changes proposed in the CSX Operating Plan. (See Attachment 
C-5.) SEA reviewed tiiis Verified Staiement and concluded lhal the CSX Settlement Agreement 
with Louisville & Indiana Railroad involves rail line segments fi-om Louisville, Kentucky-to-
Seymour, Indiana, and Seymour, Indiana-to-Indianapolis, Indiana, tiial would exceed the 
Beard's tiiresholds. Therefore, SEA analyzed tiie rail line segmenls and presents tiie resi '»s of 
tiiat analysis in Appendix I , "Air Quality Analysis." 

In response to its March 27, 1998, letter, SEA received copies of 19 of tiie 21 St uwment 
Agreements from CSX and NS. On May 8, 1998, NS infonned SEA tiiat NS's Settlement 
Agreements wilh tiie Eastem Shore Railroad and tiie Maryland and Delaware Railroad were 
verbal agreements and had nol been documenied. NS had provided SEA the Verihw Statements 
attesting tiiat tiie Settlement Agreemenis with tiiese two railroads would have no significant 
environmental impacts because the agreements ̂  vould not result in railroad activities tiiat could 
exceed the Board s thresholds for environmental analysis. 

SEA reviewed the Settlement Agreements it received to confirm tiie content ofthe Verified 
Statements and Supplemental Environmental Report. The following list identifies tiie parties 
tiiat have entered into Settlement Agreements witii CSX, NS, or botii. 
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AppcndixC: Settiement Agreements and Negotiated Agreements 

C.1.1 CSX 

1. Buffalo «S: Pittsburgh Railroad, Inc., Allegheny & Easlem Railroad Inc., Rochesier & 
Souihem Railroad, Inc., Pittsburgh & Shawmut Railroad, Inc., and Genesee and 
Wyoming, Inc. 

2. Canadian Nalional Railway Company. 

3. Canadian Pacific Railway Company (and ils affiliates Soo Line Railroad Company, 
Delaware and Hudson Railway Company, and St. L*!wrence and Hudson Railway 
Company). 

4. Central Railroad Company of Indiana/Central Railroad Company of Indianapolis. 

5. Chicago, Soulh Shore & South Bend Railroad Company. 

6. Iowa Interstate Railroad, Inc. 

7. Louisville & Indiana Railroad. 

8. Massachusetts Central Railroad Corporaticn. 

9. Providence and Worcester Railroad Company. 

C.L2 NS 

1. Black River and Westem Railroad/Belevedere and Delaware River Railroad. 

2. Buffalo 8c. Pittsburgh Railroad and its affiliates, Allegheny «& Eastem Railroad, 
Rochester & Southem Railroad, â -d Pittsburgh & Shawmut Railroad. 

Canadian National Railway. 

Canadian Pacific Railway. 

Chicago, South Shore & Soutii Bend Railroad. 

Central Railroad of Indiana and Centtal Railroad of Indian^-tlis. 

Eastem Shore Railroad (verbal agreement). 

8. Illinois Central Railroad. 

Pmposed Conmii Acquisition May 1998 Final Envim.imental Impact Statement 
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AfpendixC: Settiement Agreements and f\l^tiated Agreenents 

9. 

10. 

I I . 

12. 

Indiana & Ohio Rail System. 

Maryland and Delaware Railroad (verbal agreement). 

Michigan Souihem Railroad. 

Nittany and Bald Eagle Railroad and its affiliates, Nortii Shore Railroad, Shamoin Valley 
Railroad, and Union County Industrial Railroad. 

C2 NEGOTIATED AGREEMENTS 

For tiie purposes oftiiis Final EIS, a Negotiated Agreen ent is an agreement between CSX, NS, 
or both and one or more ofthe communities or other governmental imiis (including passenger 
rail service organizations) tiiat is directed at mitigating tiie potenliai effects of tiie proposed 
Conrail Acquisition. 

In ils March 27,1998 letter, SEA requested tiiat CSX and NS provide for SEA's review copies 
ofall Negotiated Agreements tiiat CSX, NS, or botii have reached witii affected communities or 
organizations by April 15. 1998. 

SEA received copies of 18 Negotiated Agreements tiial CSX and NS provided. SEA reviewed 
these Negotiated Agreemenis and ccncluded lhat none would result in additional environmental 
impacts. This Final EIS does not include tiie Negotiated Agreements, bul tiie following list 
identifies tiie parties tiiat have entered into Negotiated Agreements witfi CSX, NS, or botfi. 

C.2.1 CSX 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

State ofMaryland, dated September 24, 1997. 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the City of Philadelphia, dated October 21, 1997. 

Cily of East Cleveland, dated February 11,1998. 

Metra (Nortiieast Illinois Regional Conunuter Railroad Corporation), dated February 19 
1998. 

Village of Greenwich and tiie Board of Huron Coimty, Ohio, dated March 23,1998. 

City of Newark, Delaware and the University of Delaware, dated May 12,199fi. 

City of Brook Park, Ohio, daled February 17,1998. 
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Appendix C: Setiiement Agreements and fJegotiatedAgrements 

C.2.2 NS 

1. Slate of Maryland, dated September 24,1997. 

2. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the City of Philadelphia, dated October 21,1997. 

3. The Toledo-Lucas County Port Authority and Toledo Metropolitan Area Council of 
Govemmenls, daled February 18,1998. 

4. Erie, Pennsylvania, dated April 9,1998. 

5. Tilton, Illinois, dalcd April 14,1998. 

6. Bellevue, Ohio, dated April 22,1998. 

7. Fremont, Ohio, dated April 15,1998. 

8. City of East Cleveland, Ohio, daled April 24, 1998. 

9. City of Danville, Illinois, daled May 5,1998. 

0^3 CSX andNS 

1. Cities of Brook Paric and Ohnsted Falls, dated February 24,1998. 

2. New Jersey Department of Transportation/New Jersey Tiansit Corporation, New Jersey, 
dated March 20,1998. 
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Appaidix C: SetOement Agreements and Negotiated Agreement 

ATTACHMENT C-l 

SEA Letter Requesting That NS and CSX Provide a Verified Statement or a 
Supplemental Environmental Report for Settlement Agreements (February 13,1998) 
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SrjRFACE TRANSPOR'^ATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

February 13, 1998 

Section of Environmental .Analysis 

Bruno Maestri, System Director 
Environmental Protection 
Norfolk Southern Corporation 
1500 K Street. NW Suite 375 
Washington, DC 20005 

Peter J. Shudtz 
General Counsel 
CSX Transportation 
3 Foxmere Drive 
Richmond. VA 23233 

Re: Finan':e Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Souihem ~ Control and 
Acquisition: Applicant Settlement Agreements with Other Railroads 

Dear Messrs. Maestri and Shudtz: 

The Applicants' Rebuttal filed with the Board on December 15, 1997 contains a list of 16 
railroads with whom either CSX or NS has entered imo settlement agreements in connection 
with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. Although neither the Board nor SEA has received copies 
of these agreemenis. implementation of their terms could cause change;? in the Applicants' 
Operating Plans submitted to the Board on June 23, 1997 with the Primary- Application. For 
example, an agreement between an Applicant and another railroad could result in addilional 
trains over an affected rail line segment. 

SEA used the Applicants' original operating plans and traffic projections to determine 
which segments and yards to analyze in the Draft EIS. Consequently, SEA did nol analyze 
certain facilities that may now require analysis pursuant to Board regulations because of 
operating changes related lo the settlement agreement. Therefore, SEA requests that the 
Applicants conduct an analysis of operating changes that could result from each settlement 
agreement with another railroad, including any settlement agreements resulting from Inconsistent 
or Responsive Applications previously submitted. 

Iflhe implementation ofa settlement agreement would nol result in operating changes 
that exceed the Board's thresholds for environmental analysis when added to those changes 
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proposed in the Primary Application's operating plans, the Applicants should provide SEA with 
a verified statement for that agreement. However, if the changes would exceed the Board's 
thresholds-or rcsull in changes in rail activities that already would exceed those thresholds, the 
Applicants must provide detailed environmental information regarding the proposed operating 
changes ofany settlement agreement, including an assessment of potential environmental 
impacls consistent with the Board's mles at 49 CFR Part 1 i 05. If this additional environmental 
analysis is necessary, the Applicants should provide the infonnation as a Supplemental 
Environmental Report. In both instances, the Applicants should include the factual basis of the 
environmental analysis so lhat SEA is able to confirm the conclusion reached by the Applicants. 

The Final EIS will addiess any polenlial environmental impacts resulting from the 
settiement agreemenis. Therefore, SEA is requesting that the Applicants submit the verified 
siatements and, if necessary, Suoplemental Environmental Report to SEA no later than Monday, 
March 9, 1998. 

If you have any questions, please contact Mike Dalton at (202) 565-1530. Thank you for 
your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely yours. 

Elaine K. Kaiser / 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

oc: John Morton, HDR Engineering, Inc. 
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ATTACHMENT C-l 

SEA Letter Requesting Copies ofall Settlement Agreements Tbat CSX and NS Have 
Reached with Other Railroads or Organizations (March 27,1998) 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Seciion of Environmental Analysis 

March 27,1998 

Peter J. Shudtz 
General Counsel 
CSX Transportalion 
3 Foxmere Drive 
Richmond, VA 23233 

Bruno Maestri 
Sysiem Director, Environmental Protection 
Norfolk Southem Corporation 
1500 K Stteet, NW 
Suite 375 
Washington, DC 20005 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 — CSX and NS ~ Conttol and Acquisition — Conrail: 
Request for Information on Status of Applicant Agreements with Communities, 
Environmental Documentation for Settlement Agreements, and Railroad 
Activities and Data 

Dear Messrs. Shudtz and Maestri: 

In completing the Final Environmental Impact Slatement (Final EIS) for the proposed 
Conrail Acquisition, SE.\ is finalizing its recommended mitigation regarding potential 
environmental impacls. SEA understands that CSX and NS have negotiated agreements, or are 
in the process of developing and-or finalizing agreements, with a number of communities and 
organizations potentieillv affected by the proposed Acquisition. 

Negotiated Agreements with Communities and Organizations 

It is important that SEA has a fiill understanding of the progress and sta'.us of any 
agreements that CSX and NS develop with commimities and organizations polentially affected 
by the proposed Acquisition. Also, SEA recognizes that mutually acceptabl',; agreemenis entered 
into by CSX and NS with individual communities and organizations may lesolve potential 
environmental impacts and affect the mitigation that SEA might ctherwise recommend to the 
Board in the Final EIS. However, for SEA to be able to talce an agreement into accouni, SEA 
must have a copy of each agreement that is reached. SEA understands that, in some cases, the 
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parties may nol wanl all tiie lerms of an agreement to be made public. In such circumstances, the 
agreemeni may be provided lo SEA imder seal. Accordingly, SEA is requesting lhat CSX and 
NS provide, al their earliest convenience and no later than April 15,1998, the following 
infonnation: 

• Copies of all finalized agreements CSX and NS have reached with affected commimities or 
organizations. As noted above, these agreements may be submitted imder seal. 

• A status report on agreements CSX and NS are currently developing wilh communities and 
organizations, including the anticipated dates for executing those agreemenis, if known, and 
the general substance of those possible agreements. 

• A listing oi any voluntary mitigation or n"*asures CSX and NS are willing lo implement to 
address potential environmental impacls in these communities or other affected areas. 

For the above information, please note that SEA needs lo be advised of interim as well as long-
term miligation measures included in any agreements. In addition, if any agreements are reached 
after April 15, 1998, CSX and NS should immediately notify SEA and provide copies of these 
agreements to SEA. 

Settlement Agreements/Verified Statements and Supplemental Environmental Reports 

SEA requests that CSX and NS ensure that SE.A has copies of all Settlement Agreements 
reached on the merils of the application with other railroads or organizations by April IS, 1998. 
A Settlement Agreement may be submitted under seal if the parties wish to keep the terms of 
such an agreement confidential. In addition. CSX and NS should ensure lhat SEA has received, 
by April 15,1998 or sooner, all requisite Verified Statements and Supplemental Environmental 
Reports for these Settlement Agreements as discussed in my letter dated February 13, 1998. (A 
copy of the letter is enclosed for your convenience.) 

SEA has received the CSX submission dated March 6. 1998, and the NS submission 
dated March 5, 1998, in response to my letter. However, SEA wants to ensure that it has 
complete and current copies of all Settlement Agreements as well as all related Verified 
Statements and Supplemental Environmental Reports. Since SEA plans to include these Verified 
Statements and Supplemental Environmental Reports in the Finai EIS, please submil copies of 
these documents wiihout the "Administratively Confidential" notation. 

Chang«:s in Proposed Activities, Operations, and Data 

Because SEA is now in the process of compleling the Final EIS for issuance this May, 
April 3, 1998 is the last day on which SE.\ can accept changes to any other proposed activities, 
operations, or train traffic data. Also, please be sure to provide any additional clarifying 
infonnation to SEA by April 3,1998. 
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It is critical that we receive all of the information requested in this letter by the dates 
specified above so that SEA and the Board can meet the procedural schedule established in this 
case. Ifyou have any questions or need further clarification regarding this letter, please call 
Mike Dalton at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely yours, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure 
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VERIFIED STATEMENT OF 

JOHN H. FRIEDMANN 

My name is John H. Friedmann. I am a Director, Strategic Planning, of Norfolk Southem 

Corporation. My office address is Three Commercial Place, Norfolk, Virginia, 23510. 

This statement is submitted in response lo a letter daled February 13,1998 firom Elaine 

K. Kaiser, the Chief of the Surface Transporiation Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 

("SEA"), conceming possible environmental effects of executed settiement agreements between 

Applicants and otiJier railroads. The letter states, in pertinent part, "Ifthe implementation ofa 

settlement agreemeni would nol result in operating changes tiiat exceed the Board's thresholds 

for environmental analysis when added lo those changes proposed in the Primary Application's 

operaiing plans, the Applicanis should prcvide SEA wilh a verified statement for that 

agreement." 

This statement discuss is tiie settiement agreements tiiat Norfolk Soutiiem ("NS") has 

executed with certain railroads, listed below, which agreements do not involve substantive 

operalional changes or rail line abandonmenis or construction projects. 

1. Black River and Westem Railroad/Belevedere and Delaware River Railroad 

2. Buffalo & Pittsburgh Railroad and its affiliates, Allegheny & Easlem Railroad, Rochester & 
Souihem Railroad, and Pittsburgh & Shawmut Railroad 

3. Canadian National Railway 

4. Canadian Pacific Railway 

5. Chicago, SouthShore & Soulh Bend Railroad 
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6. Central Railroaa of Indiana and Central Railroad of Indianapolis 

7. Eastem Shore Railrô 'd 

8. Illinois Central Railroad 

9. Maryland and Delaware Railroad 

ID. Michigan Souihem Railroad 

11. Nittany and Bald Eagie Railroad and its affiliates, the North Shore Railroad, the Shamolin 
Valley Railroad, and the Union Couniy Industrial Railroad 

Black River and Wesiem Railroad/Belevedere and Delaware River Railroad 

NS' agreement wiih these two railroads is essentially a commercial/marketing 

arrangement, raiher lhan an operational arrangement. The agreement involves a fixed division 

arrangement for CSX's interchange wilh these two railroads. The agreement also permiis these 

railroads to participate in NS' fixed division agreement v l̂h Canadian Pacific (discussed in 

greater detail below imder CP). The agreement will allow traflfic moving in joinl-line service to 

move wilh the markeling ease of single-line service, but is not expected to result in any 

operational changes or any increases or decreases in traffic on NS line segments or on Conrail 

line segments lo be operaied by NS post-Transaction. 

Buffalo & Pittsburgh Railroad and ils affiliates. Alleghenv & Eastem Railroad. Rochester & 
Southem Railroad, and Pittsburgh & Shawmut Railroad (hereafter, collectivelv. the "B&P"̂  

NS' settlement agreemeni with the B&P involves haulage righls. B&P is granted haulage 

rights from the B&P system's interchange poinis wilh NS at either Erie, PA or Emporium, PA lo 

Silver Springs, NY over NS and/or Conrail lines to be operated by NS post-Transaction. The 

volume of ttaffic anticipated to be moved pursuant to this aspect of the haulage agreement is nol 
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expected to require the addition by NS of any trains. Under the agreement, B&P is -dso granted 

haulage righls for the Rochesier & Southem firom Silver Springs, NY lo Buffalo, NY over a 

Conrail line to be operated by NS post-Transaction. This Rochester & Southem traffic ahcadv 

moves today on this route in Canadian Pacific trams ( vhich operate over this Conrail route 

pursuant to trackage rights). This aspect of the agreement will not result in any increase or 

decrease in the number oftrains operated on this route, it will just shift traffic already moving 

over tiie route from CP trains to NS ttains. Thus, the NS agreemeni wilh B& is nol expected to 

result in any operational changes or any increases or decreases in traffic on NS line segments or 

on Comail line segmenls to be operated by NS post-Traitsaction. 

Canadian National Railwav ("CN"̂  

NS and CSX entered into a letter agreement wiih CN, in which the three railroacis agree 

to v.'ork together to cooperate to minimize delays to operations in the Dettoit Shared Assets Area. 

This agreemeni is nol expecied lo result in any subsia;itive operational changes or any increases 

or decreases in traffic on NS line segments or on Conrcal I.me segments to be operated by NS 

post-Transaction. 

Canadian Pacific Railwav ("CP") 

NS entered into a commercial/marketing agreement with CP. It involves a filxed division 

arrangement and provides ways for CP cars to move lo points in the Northeasi, including those 

on some short-line railroadl, on NS trains. This agreemeni allows CP to obtain extended hauls 

for its account for traffic that is already moving today. NS does not plan to add trains as a result 

ofthis agreement. Thus, the agreement is not expected to result in any substantive operalional 

changes or in any increases or decreases in ttaffic on NS line segmenls or on Conrail line 

segments to be operaied by NS post-1 ransaction. 
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Chicago. SoutiiShore & Soutii Bend Railroad rCSS") 

I'S has agreed sell to CSS two existing NS line segments: (1) from Michigan City to 

Dillon, IN, which .me segmeni would otherwise have been abandoned by NS as part ofthe 

Transaction, and (2) from Dillon lo Kingsbury, IN. As a result oftiie sale, CSS will step into 

NS' shoes as local semce provider for shippers and cuslomers on these lines. (A NS local train 

has heretofore provided such service.) NS' agreement with CSS is tiierefore not expected to 

result in any operational changes or in any increases or decreases in traflfic on NS line segmenls 

or on Conrail line segments to be operaied by NS post-Transaction. 

Central Raikoad of Indiana and Cential Railroad of Indianapolis (colleclivelv "Centtal") 

NS has entered inlo an agreemeni wilh Central lhal is primarily financial, not operiiional. 

in nature. The agreement provides that if Central decides to rationalize portions of ils system, 

including abandoning some of ils lines and upgrading cerlain of its remaining lines, NS will 

make certain financial concessions to Central. Additionally, NS has agreed lo prc vide haulage 

for Central between Marion and Frankfort, IN (over the Conrail line segment between Marion 

and Alexandria lhat will be operated by NS post-Transaction and over the NS line segment 

beiween Alexandria and Frankfort). Il is anticipated that Central would only take advantage of 

these haulage rights in the event it does system rationalization and associated line abandonmenis. 

If lhat were to occur, some traffic currentiy moving over Central's lines would be moved on NS 

via the above-described haulage arrangement and Central's current interchange wiih NS would 

likely shift to a different location. However, Central has not decided wheiher it will embark on 

the rationalization plan and Centtal is itself up for sale (and there is no way to predict what 

approach new management would take to this issue if Central is sold). Under tiie circumstances, 

the agreement with Central is not presently expecied to result in any substantive operalional 
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changes or in any increases or decreases in traflfic on NS line segments or on Conrail line 

segments to be operated by NS post-Transaction. 

Eastem Shore Railroad ("Eastem Shore"̂  

NS' agreement with Eastem Shore provides that NS will maintain an existing routing for 

coal over the Eastem Shore. Presentiy, NS hands off ceitain coal destined for Coruail to Eastern 

Shore at Norfolk, VA, and Eastem Shore carries the coal on its lines and delivers it to Conrail at 

Pocomoke, ivlD. This agreemeni assures continuation of this routing even after NS takes ovcr 

operation post- t ransaction of the Conrail line lo Pocomoke. Since this agreement simply 

preserves existing traffic pattems, it is not expected to result in any operational changes or in any 

increases or decreases in traffic on NS line segments or on Conrail line segments lo be operaied 

by NS post-Transaction 

Illinois Central Railroad ("ICn 

NS' agreement wilh IC provide, for keeping existing commercial gateways open. NS 

and IC actually eniered into this agreement before NS and CSX agreed to jointly apply for 

co.itrol of Conrail (Le,, during the period in 1996 in which NS was attempting, in competition 

with CSX, to purchase Coruail in its entirety). The operating plan submitted by NS in this 

proceeding takes inlo account the IC agreement; it relies on existing gateways with IC being 

maintained. Thus, the IC agreemeni is not expected to result in any operational changes or in 

any increases or decreases in traffic on NS line segments or on Conrail line segments to be 

operated by NS post-Transaction. 

-5-
C-22 



Marviand and Delawzre Railroad ("MDDE") 

NS has agreed to grant MDDE overhead ttackage rights on the current Conrail lines to be 

operaied by NS post-Transaction between local segments on the Delmarva Peninsula in 

Maryland and Delaware. MDDE is hopeful of generating new business (i.e.. attracting business 

currentiy utilizing tmck transportation), but has no current business that would make use ofihese 

trackage rights. The agreemeni wilh MDDE is therefore not expecied to result in any substantive 

operalional changes and there are no reasonably foreseeable increases or decreases in iraffic on 

NS line segmenls or on Conrail line segments lo be operaied by NS post-Transaction. 

Michigan Soutiiem Railroad ("MSR") 

NS has eniered into a haulage agreement with MSR from tiie NS-MSR interchanges at 

White Pigeon, MI and Elkhart, IN to a connection witii CSX at Fort Wayne, IN. MSR traffic 

that will be carried by NS pursuant to this haulage agreement will move on the current Conrail 

lines to be operated by NS post-Transaction between White Pigeon and Elkhart and between 

Elkhart and Warsaw, IN, and ihence on the current NS line between Warsaw and Ft. Wayne, IN 

(which line will be operated by CSX post-Transaction and over which NS will operate pursuant 

lo irackage righls). The volume of iraffic anticipaied lo be moved pursuant lo this haulage 

agreement is not expected to require the addition by NS ofany Irains. The agreemeni is nol 

expected lo result in any substantive operational changes or in any increases or decreases in 

traffic on NS line segments or on Conrail line segments to be operated by NS post-Transaction. 

Nittany and Bald Eagle Railroad and ils affiliates, the North Shore Railroad, the Shamolin Valley 
Railroad, and the Union Countv Industtial Railroad (collectivelv "NBE") 

NS" agreement with NBE would permil NBE to interchange with Canadian Pacific at a 

point near Sunbury, PA on tiie Conrail line to be operaltd by NS post-Transaction, CP currently 
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operates on that Coiu^l line pursuant to trackage rights, but CP's tracicage rights agreement with 

Conrail does not permit such interchange with NBE. Thus, NBE interchange ttaflfic, which in 

any event involves minimal volumes, is loday handled by Conrail itself. The NBE-CP 

interchange is also covered by NS' agreement witii CP; NBE is one oftiie shortiines to which NS 

is providing CP access by means of a fixed division arrangement. While these agreements will 

result in accounting/revenue changes for the carriers involved, there will be no actual change in 

traffic movements on tiie various lines. Thus, the agreement witii NBE is not expected to result 

in any substantive operational changes or in any increases or decreases in tiaffic on NS line 

segments or on Conrail line segmenls lo be operated by NS post-Transaction. 

In sum, none ofihe settiement agreements discussed above are expected to result in 

operational chaiî es lhal would meet or exceed the relevant environmental thresholds set forth in 

the Board's environmental regulations at 49 C.F.R. § 1105.7(e). Moreover, none ofthe 

settlement agreements discussed above will involve any new constmction projects or the 

abandonment ofany current Conrail or NS lines. 
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VERIFICATION 

I. John H. Friedmann, state under penalty of perjury that I am Director, Strategic 

Plarming, Norfolk Southem Corporation, Norfolk, Virginia. I am authorized to file and verify 

the foregoing verified statement on behalf of Norfolk Southem. I have carefully examined all 

the statements in the foregoing verified statement, I have knowledge of the facts and matters 

Slated therein, and all representations sel forth Iherein are ttue and correct to the best of my 

knowiedge, information and belief. 

Executed on February 28, 1998. 

j/hnH. F Friedmarm 
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SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT 

OF NORFOLK SOUTHERN 

REGARDING SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

WITH INDIANA & OHIO RAIL SYSTEM 

Dated: March 4,1998 
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This Supplemental Environmental Report ("SER") is submitted on behalf of Norfolk 

Southem Corporation and Norfolk Souihem Railway Company (collectively "NS") in Finance 

Dockst No. 33388, in order to describe the environmentai effects of certain cperating changes 

that are expected to result fi-om a settlement agreement recentiy entered into berween NS and tiie 

Indiana & Ohio Rail System ("I&O"). This SER has been prepared in response to a letter dated 

February 13, 1998, fi-om Elaine K. Kaiser, tiie Chief of tfie Surface Transportation Board's 

Section of Environmental Analysis ("SEA"), conceming possible environmental effects of 

executed settlement agreements between Applicants and other railroads. The letter slates, in 

pertinent part: 

Ifthe implementation ofa settlement agreemeni would not result in 
operaiing changes lhal exceed the Board's thresholds for 
environmental analysis when added to those changes proposed in 
the Piimary Application's operating plans, the Applicants should 
provide SEA wilh a verified slatement for that agreement. 
However, ifthe changes would exceed the Board's thresholds or 
result in changes in rail activities that already wouid exceed those 
thresholds, the Applicants must provide detailed environmental 
information regarding the proposed operating changes of any 
settlement agreement, including an assessment of potential 
environmental impacts consistent witii the Board's rules at 49 CFR 
Part 1105. Ifthis additional environmental analysis is necessary, 
the Applicants should provide the information as a Supplemental 
Environmental Report. 

NS has agreed to enter inlo a trackage righls agreemeni wilh tiie l&O, pursuant lo which 

tiie I&O is expected lo operate an average of four trains per week (0.57 irains per day) over the 

Conrail Cincinnati line that will be operated by NS post-Transaction, beiween a poinl jusl south 

of Middletown, OH and Mill, OH, a distance of approximately 17 miles. 

I&O currently has overhead ttackage rights on he Conrail Cincinnati line between 

Cincinnati and Springfield, OH via Middletown, OH. These trackage rights, which will continue 
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post-Transaction, were taken into account in developing the line segment traflfic statistics for 

Applicants' Environmental Report. The new settlement agreemeni wilh I&O will provide I&O 

with the right to enter and exit the Cincinnati line from a connection wiih cerlain l&O trackage 

just south of Middletown and to run I&O trains south on tfie Cincinnati line to Mill, OH, where 

there is another connection to a d-ffercnt part of the I&O system, and tficnce on to CSX. (I&O 

presentiy moves cars between its branch lines near Middletovm and CSX by means ofan 

intermediate switch with Conrail near Middletown and thence an interchange with CSX neai 

Middletown.) Based on tiie volume of traflfic lhat l&O has been moving between Middletown 

and a CSX connection under the existing arrangemenls and I&O's projections of reasonably 

foreseeable operaiions, il is expected that, for the foreseeable future, I&O will operaie an average 

of four trains in lotal per week (or, two trains in each direction per week) pursuant to the new 

ttackage righls on the Cincinnati line to be operaied by NS post-Transaction. Furlher, it is 

expected that these I&O irains operating pursuani to the new trackage righls will carry an 

estimated 100,000 trailing gross tons per year. 

No new connections need to be constructed in ordcr for I&O to utilize the new trackage 

rights, nor would the exercise of these trackage rights involve any line abandonments. 

The approximately 17 miles of tiie Conrai; (to be NS) Cincinnati line between 

Middletown and Mill affected by the new l&O irackage rights is part ofthe 48-mile long Dayton 

lo Ivorydale line segmeni, denominated as segment N-078 in the Draft Env ironmental Impact 

Statement ("DEIS"). The DEIS data for this line segment shows base year total daily trains as 

11.7 and post-Acquisition tolal daily trains as 18.9, for a difference of 7.2 trains per day. The 

DEIS data for this segmeni also shows base year millior. gross tons of 24.3 and post-Acquisition 

million gross tons of 34.9, a percentage increase of 44%. Based on this data, the Dayton lo 

2 
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Ivorydale segmeni exceeded the thresholds for analysis for air and hazardous materials in the 

DEIS. 

The addition of an average total of four I&O ttains per week on tfiis line segment 

translates inlo an addilion of 0.57 irains per day, which has been rounded up to 0.6 trains per day 

for this report. Thus, the post-Acquisition tolal average daily trains will increase from 18.9 to 

19.5, and the difference between base year and post-Acquisition lolal average daily irains will 

increase from 7.2 lo 7.8. 

The addilion of 100 000 trailing gross tons per year means that the post-Acquisition MGT 

for this line segment will increase from 34.9 lo 35, and the post-Acquisition percentage increase 

in MGT will remain at 44%. 

The estimaled change in air quality impacts resulting from the additional I&O train traffic 

associaied wilh the settlement agreemeni is presented below. Traflfic changes on the Dayton lo 

Ivorydale line segment did not meet STB thresholds for noise impact analysis in the DEIS and 

would continue to not meet those thresholds even witfi the additional I&O trackage rights traflfic 

resulting from the settlement agreemeni. The safely impacts discussion presented in the 

Applicants' Environmental Report is nol affecled by the change in traflfic resulling from these 

additional I&O ttains on the Dayton to Ivorydale segment. The amount ofhazardous materials 

transported on this segment is not expected lo be affecled by the agreement. 

As mentioned above, projecied post-Acquisition ttaffic changes on the Dayton lo 

Ivorydale segment met the STB thresholds for air qualiiy analysis even before NS entered into its 

recent agreemeni wilh I&O. This SER presents a recalculation of the estimated incieases in air 

emissions resulting from post-Acquisition traffic on this line segment, taldng inlo accouni the 

expected tonnage increase from these additional I&O trackage rights trains. 
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The Dayton to Ivorydale line segment passes Ihrough four Ohio counties: Butier, 

Hamilton, Montgomery and Warren. Montgomery Couniy is classified as attainment for air 

quality standards. The other three counties are classified as nonattainment for air quality 

siandards. Table 1 below shows the estimated post-Acquisition emissions increases for this line 

segmeni previously reported by Applicanis and reflected in tiie DEIS. Table 2 below provides a 

recalculation ofthe estimaled post-Acquisition emissions increases for this line segmeni, taking 

into account tiie additional I&O traflfic resulting from NS' settlement agreement with I&O. As a 

comparison ofihese tables shows, the addilional I&O Iraffic makes only very small differences 

in emissions. 

Table 1 
Estimated Emissions Increases from Traffic Changes 
(without the additional I&O trackage rights traffic) 

on the Dayton to Ivorydale, OH Line Segment 

Couoty 

Lengtb in 
County 
(miles) 

Estimated Incr 
(tons 

eases in Emissions 
ler year) 

Couoty 

Lengtb in 
County 
(miles) NOx ^ CO VOC S02 PM Pb 

Buller 19.4 77.59 8.49 2.83 4.97 1.94 0.00016 
Hamilton 9.5 37.51 4.16 1.39 2.43 0.95 0.000079 
Montgomery 15 5 61.19 6.78 226 3.97 1.55 0.00013 
Warren 3.7 14.61 1.62 0.54 0.95 0.37 0.000031 

Table 2 
Estimated Emissions Invreases from Traffic Changes 
(including the additional I&O trackage rights traffic) 

on the Dayton to Ivorydale, OH Line Segment 

County 

Length in 
County 
(miles) 

Estimated Increases in Emissions 
(tons per year) 

County 

Length in 
County 
(miles) NOx CO VOC S02 ! PM Pb 

Butler 19.4 77.60 8.62 2.88 5.03 1.96 0.00016 
Hamilton 9.5 37.92 4.21 1.41 7.46 0.96 0.000080 
Montgomery 15.5 61.87 6.87 2.29 4.')1 1.56 0.00013 
Warren 3.7 14.77 1.64 0.55 0.96 0.37 0.000031 
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VERIFIED STATEMENT 

OF 

WILLIAM M. HART - CORPORATE DEVELOPMENT 

CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

I am William M. Hart, Vice President of Corporate Development for CSX 

Transportation, Inc. My educational background and relevant woric experience are set 

fortii in my verifii-J statement in tiie Application, Vol. 2A al 137. 

This statement is submitted in response to a letter dated February 13,1998 from 

Elaine K. Kaiser, the Chief of the Surface Transponation Board's Section of 

Environmental Analysis ("SEA"), conceming possible environmental effects of 

settlements with other railroads. The letter slates in pertinent part: " I f the implementaticn 

of a settiement agrsement would not result in operating changes that exceed the Board's 

thresholds for environmental analysis when added to those changes proposed in the 

Primary Application's operating plans, the Applicants should provide SEA with a 

verified statemenl for lhal agreement." I addiiss in this statemenl nine settlement 

agreements CSXT entered into with other railroads, none of which is expected to result m 

operating changes that would exceed the Board's three-ttain-pcr-day threshold for 

envirorunental analysis. 

Buffalo & Pittsburgh Raihoad (and its affiliates Alleghenv & Easlem Raihoad, 

Rochester & Southem Railroad. Pittsburg & Shawmjt Railroad, and Genesee and 

Wyoming. Inc.) ("B&P"). CSXT's Rate and Route Agreement witii B&P and its 

affiliates is dated October 21, 1997. First, tiie Agree.nent sets revenue faciors for joint 

line ttansportation of shipments. It is no? possible to predict witiii any reasonable degree 

C-37 29345 



of confidence the effect an agreement with re&pect to revenue fiurtors will have on tfie 

levd of traffic on any particitfar line segmeni or at any particular facility. Second, the 

Agreement provides for the rerouting of freight moving under an existing haulage 

agreement between a poinl in Ohio and a poinl in Pennsylvania to anoiher route, which 

includes the Conrail Water Level Line (which will be allocated to CSX) between 

Cleveland and Erie. The amount of fi-eight presentiy moving under tius haulage 

agreement is less than one train per day and is predicted to continue to be less than one 

train per day post-Transaction. Accordingly, an increase in the number of trains is not 

predicted for the Qu<.>er to Ashtabula and Ashtabula to Buffalo Seneca line segments as 

a result of this Agreement. Instead, the freight will be hauled on one or more of'Jie 

approximately 50 CSX trains expecied to traverse these line segmenls between Cleveland 

and Erie each day, resulling in a de mimmis increase in the gross ton miles ("GTMs") 

predicted to move over these line segments in the CSX Operating Plan. 

Canadian National Railway ("CN'). CSXT's Interchange and Through Route 

Agreemeni with CN is dated October 23, l')97. The Agreement provides for a 

commerciad relationship berween CSXT and CN, including procedures for detennining 

revenue factors for joint line transportation of shipments, including reciprocal swiiching 

rates at Buffalo, NY. The Agreement also provides CN limiled direci interchange access 

to Seneca Yard in Buffalo. Finallj', the Agreement provides for CSXT and CN lo 

cooperate on certain poiential coristmction projects and trackage rights arrangemenls over 

CN In the Chicago area to fu.aier improve operating arrangements in that area. It is nol 

possible to predict with any reasonable degree of confidence the effeci this agreement 

will have on the le\'el of traffic on any particular line segment or al any particular faciK.7. 

2 

C-38 



Moreover, CSXT does not presentiy have any plans to undertake any of tfie constmction 

projects in the Chicago area identified in the Agreement 

Canadian Pacific Railwav (and its aflfihates Soo Lme Railroad Companv. 

Delaware and Hudson Railwav Company and St. Lawrence and Hudson Railwav 

Companv) ("CP"). CSXT's Rale Making Agreemeni witii CP and ils affiliates is dated 

October 20, 1997. The Agreement provides for a commercial relationship between CSX 

and CP, including by setting revenue factors for joint line iransportation of shipmenls. Il 

is not possible to predict wilh any reasonable degree of confidence the effect an 

agreement with respect to revenue factors will have on the level of traffic on any 

particular line segmeni or at any particular facility. 

Central Railroad Company of Indiana/Central Railroad Companv of Indianapolis 

(collectivelv "Centtal"). CSXT's letter agreeraent with Central is dated October 21, 

1997. Tlie agreement provides for continuation of the present interchange arrangements. 

This zigreement will thus nol result in any operational changes. 

Chicago. SoutiiShore & Soutii Bend Railroad (SouthShore). CSXT's Rate and 

Route Agreement with SouthShore is dated September 22, 1997. The Agreement 

provides for continuation of SouthShore's current arrangements with CSXT wilh respect 

lo interchange poinis and revenue faciors This Agreement will thus not result in any 

operational changes. 

Iowa Interstate Railroad (Iowa Intersiate). CSXT entered inlo a trackage rights 

agreement with Iowa Interstate in 1985, and entered inlo a Supplemental Agreement with 

Iowa Interstate on January 19, 1998. Pursuant to the Supplemental Agree.nent, I /Wa 

Interstate has the righl lo run one additional train in each direction on the CSX New Rock 
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Subdivision in Il'inois between Joliet and Bureau, IL. This line includes tfie Joliet-

Ottawa line segment and a portion oftiie Ottawa-Heniy line segment No change in 

ttaflfic is predicted on eitiier of tiiese segmenls under tfie CSX Operating Plan. An 

increase of two trains pei day will tfius not exceed any tfireshold for environmental 

analysis. 

Louisville & Indiana Railroad (•'T ,.g-T'n CSXT entered into a letter agreemem 

witfi L&I dated August 22, 1997, and subsequentiy entered into a Trackage Rights 

Agreement dated Ociober 21, i997. The Trackage Rights Agreement provides CSXT 

trackage righls ove: L&I's line between LouisvUle, KY and Indianapolis, IN or between 

Louisville and Seymour, IN. It is anticipaied tiial tiie exercise of tiiese trackage rights 

would affect tiie post-Transaction traffic levels reported in tfie CSX Operating Plan as 

follov/s: 

1. A pair of ttains tiiat tiie CSX Operating Plan routes between Cincinnati and 
Louisville over tiie CSX line between tiiose cities (Cincinnati-Latonia, Latonia-
WortiiviUe, Worthville-Anchorage, and Anchorage-Louisville line segments) will 
instead operaie over the CSX lme beiween Cincinnati and Seymour (part oftiie 
CSX Cincinnati-Mitchell line segment) and over tiie L&I between Seymour and 
LouisviUe). The Cincinnati-Mitchell segment was predicted to have a decrease of 
6.1 ttams per day. The addition of two trains per day will tiius result in a 4.1 train 
per day decrease. No environmental anaiysis oftiiis Une segment is tiius required 
under the Board's regulations. 

2. A pair of ttains (or car loads equi\'alent lo two ttains) tiiat tiie CSX Operaiing 
Plan routes between Nashvillt, TN and Lafayette, IN over tiie CSX line from 
Nashville to Terre Haute, IN OJashville-Amqui, Amqui-Evansville, Evansville-
Vincennes and Vincennes-Terre-Haute line segmenls), over tiie Conrail line from 
Terre Haute to Greencastie, and over tiie CSX line from Greencastle to Lafayette 
(Greencastie-Crawfordsviile a.-id Crawfordsville-Lafayette line segmenls) will 
instead be routed over tiie CSX line from Nashville to Louisville (tiie Nashville-
Amqui and Amqui-Louisville line segments), over tiie L&I line from Louisville lo 
Indianapolis, over the Conrail line from Indianapolis lo Crawfordsville 
(Indianapolis-Avon, Avon-Clermont zad Clermont-Crawfordsville line 
segments), and over tiie CSX line from Crawfordsville to Lafayette. This 
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rerouting will have the following effects on train counts and GTMs on CSX and 
Conrail line segments: 

a. There will be an increase in GTMs between Amqui and Louisville but 
+•'̂  . 8 will not be fm increase in the number of trains as the freight will 
be added to ttains counted in the Operating Plan. This line segment 
was predicted to have a decrease of 1.4 trains per day. An increase in 
tonnage equivalent to two irains will thus not exceed any threshold for 
environmental analysis on this line segment 

b. There will be an increase of two trains per day on the Indianapolis-
Crawfordsville line. The change in train counts on these line segments 
taking inlo accouni the effect of the rerouting on the predicled changes 
in the CSX Operating Plan will thus be: (1) a decrease of 2.3 trains per 
day on the Indianapolis-Avon line segment; (2) an increase of 2.1 
trains per day on the Avon-Clermont segment; and (3) an increase of 
2.1 trains per day on the Clermont-Crawfordsville line segment 
Environmental analysis is thus nol required for any of these line 
segmenls under the Board's regulations. 

c. There will be a decrease in GTMs on the Amqui-Evansville line 
segment equivalent to two irains per day. There will be a decrease of 
two trains per day on the Evansville-Terre Haule and Terre Haule-
Greencastle line segments. 

3. The combined effect of the reroutings described in paragraphs 1 and 2 above 
on the L&I line will be as follows: Traffic on the L&I line segmeni from 
Louisville to Seymour would include four CSXT trains per day, and traffic on 
the line segment from Seymour to Indianapolis will include two CSXT trains 
per day. CSXT entered into this ttackage rights agreement with L&I, in part, 
because we predicled lhal the Transaction would allow CSXT lo divert fi-eight 
from L&I. This agreement makes up for that expected diversion. I thus do 
not believe that the lotal level of ttaffic on either of these line segments will 
increase by as much as three ttains per day as a result of the Agreement with 
L&I. Moreover, it should be noted lhat rerouting the pair of ttains operating 
between Cincinnati and Louisville does not result in a net change in traffic in 
the Louisville areas; the only change is in ttieir precise route through the 
Louisville area. 

The Augusi 22, 1997 letter agreement also contemplates a fiuther ttackage rights 

agieement between CSXT and L&I granting L&I overhead ttackage rights over about 4.5 

miles of Conrail trackage (to be allocated lo CSXT) between L&I's Louisville-

Indianapolis line and the Hawthome Yard in Indianapolis to be used to interchange ttaffic 
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from L&I to NS. It is not anticipated tfiat this agreement will rtsult in any operatioiud 

changes on the Conrail line segments or at Hawthome Yard. The L&I traffic is currentiy 

interchanged with Conrail at MP 4.0 on tfie Conrail Louisville Secondary and transported 

via a Conrail local to Hawtfaome Yard. The trackage rights sgreement would simply 

allow L&I to make this move using its own power and crews. 

Massachusetts Central Raihroad. This agreement provides for the sale of a parcel 

cf Conrail property to the Massachusetts Central Railroad The sale will net result in any 

operational changes. 

Providence & Worcester Railroad ("P&W"). The Agreement sets revenue fectors 

for joint line transportation of shipments. It is not possible to predict with any reasonable 

degree of confidence the effect an agreemeni with respect to revenue factors will have on 

the level of traffic on any particiiar line segmeni or at any particular facility. 

In sum, none ofthe agreemenis discussed above is expected lo result in 

operational changes that would meet or exceed the relevant environmental thresholds set 

forth in tiie Board's environmental reguialions at 49 C.F.R. § 1105.7(e). Moreover, CSX 

has no present plans under any of the agrec.uicnts discussed above to UD.dertake any 

constmction projects or lo abandon any current CSX or Conrail lines. 

6 
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APPENDK D 
AGENCY CONSULTATION 

This appendix provides a lisl of tiie agencies Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) contacted 
throughout tiie dala collection and analysis process, including all agency consultation activity 
that SEA conducted after it prepared tfie Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS). 
Table D-l provides tfie agency name, dales of conlacl, slale of sile(s) in question, and major 
topics related to tiie technical analysis, su h as safety issues, natural rcsources, and ttaffic 
conditions. 

In addition, this Appendix also includes copies of 17 letters tfiat agencies m eleven states 
delivered lo SEA after tfie Draft EIS was complei td. These letters follow Table D-1. 

TABLE D-l 

Agrncy Dates of ConUct 
State 

of Site Major Topk 
Federal 
Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation 

1/5/98; 1/14/98; 
3/27/98 

All Historic properties/Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities for all States 
and District of Columbia 

Amtrak (National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation) 

8/15/97; 8/19/97; 
9/3,'97; 9/30/97 

All Passenger Rail - all states. 

U.S. Department of the Interior 
- Bureau of Indian Affairs 

3/16/98 PA, 
OH 

Federally-listed Native American Indian 
Propeities. 

U.S. Epvironmental Pr.>tection 
Agencx (EPA)-DC 

6/3,/97 All Air Qualitv and NEPA issue. 

EPA - Region 2 10/9/97; 
9/10/97 

NY, 
NJ 

Air Quality Conformity. Natural Resources 
- Little Ferry and Blasdell sites. 

EPA - Region 3 9/16/97 MD Natural Resources - Hagerstown site. 
EPA - Region 3 9/5,'97; 9/10/97; 

3/26/98 
PA Natural Resources. 
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Af^ndixP- Agency Coniiuliation 

TABLE D-l 
CONSULTATION WITH AGENCIES 

Agency Dates of Contact 
State 
of Site Major Topic 

EPA - Region 5 9/5/97; 9/9/97; 
9/10/97:9/12/97; 
9/16/97; 12/16/97 

IL, IN, 
MI. 
OH 

Natural Resources - Willow Creek; 
Tolleston; Butler; South Bend to Dillon 
Junction; Ecorse Junction; 75th Street; 
Exermont; Lincoln Avenue; Kankakee; 
Sidney: Tolono; Paris-Danville; 
Hagerstown sites. Natural Resources -
Collinwood; Willard; Bueyrus; Columbus; 
Oak Hart>or; Vermilion siles. Air Quality 
and NEPA. Safety Iss'ies. Ncise Issues. 

Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) - Airports District Office 

4/9'98 IL, IN Status of any master planning and capital 
improvements related to Gary/Chicago 
Airpon in Gary , Indiana. 

FAA - Airpons District Office 4/998 OH Status of any master planning and capi at 
improvements related to Hopki.-r. 
International Airpon in Cleveland, Ohio, 

Federal Raiiroad Administration 
- Office of Public Affairs 

8/4/97; 8/6 97; 
9/4/97; 9/8/97; 
9/9/97; 9/17/97; 
9/19/97 

All Safety Issues. 

National Park Service (NPS) 9/9/97 OH Natural Resources - Collinwood; Wi!!vd; 
Bueyrus; Columbus; Oak Harbor; 
Vermilion sites. 

NPS - Midwest Branch 9,/9/97; 9/10/97; 
9/15/98; 4/13/98 

IN. 
Ml 
i L . 

OH 

Natural Resource - Willow Creek; 
Tolleston; Butler; South Bend to Dillon 
Junction; Ecorse sites Natural Resources -
73th Street; Exermom, Lincoln Avenue; 
Kankakee; Sidney; Tolono; Paris to 
Danville sites. Historic properties. Section 
106 review of Acquisition-related activities 
in the State 

NPS - Northeast Region 9,10/97 NJ, 
NY 

Natural Resources - Little Ferry and 
Blasdell sites. 

NPS - Northeast Region 9/10/97:3/28/98 PA Natural Resources. 
Natural Resources Conservation 
Service (NRCS) 

9/9/97; 9/10/97 IN, 
NJ, 
NY 

Natural Resources - Willow Creek; 
Tolleston; Butler; South Bend to Dillon 
Junction; Little Ferry sites. 

NRCS - East Regional Office 9/9/97 MD Natural Resources. 
NRCS - Har-isonburg Office 3 '27/98 PA Natural Resource:, 
NRCS - Illinois Office 9/9/97 IL Natural Resources - 75th Street; Exermont; 

Lii.coln Avenue; Kankakee; Sidney; 
Toiono; Pa is-Danville sites. 

NRCS - Indianapolis OfTice 9'9'97 IN Natural Ri sources. 
NRCS - Wisconsin Office 9/9/97 Natural Resources. 

Pmposed Conmii Acquisition May 1998 
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TABLE D-l 
CONSULTATION WITH AGENCIES 

Ageucy Dates of Contact 
State 
of Site Major Topic 

U.S. Coast Guard - First District 9/26/97 NJ Navigation - Lehigh Valley Bridge; 
Newark Bay; New Jersey site. 

U.S. Coast Guard -
Headquarters. Wasbington, DC 

9/26/97; 10,7/97 DC, 
PA, 
VA 

Navigation - Anacostia River, DC; 
Appomattox River; Hopewell, VA; 
Schuylkill River, PA sites. 

U.S. Coast Guard ~ Ninth 
District 

9/29/97 IN, 
OH 

Navigation - Grand Calumet Hammond, 
Indiana; Indiana Harbor East Chicago. 
Indiana; Maumee River Toledo, Ohio; 
Cuyahoga River. Cleveland, Ohio; Black 
River Lorain, Ohio sites. 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) 

9/4/97; 9/5/97 OH Natural Resources - Collinwood, Crestline; 
Greenwich; Sidney; Willard; Bueyrus; 
Columbus, Oak Harbor; Vermilion sites. 

USACE - Philadelphia District 9/9/97 NJ Natural Resources - Littie Ferry site. 
USACE - Buffalo District 9/9/97; \nim. NY, 

OH 
Natural Resources - Blasdell and 
Gardenvilie Junction sites. Historic 
properties/Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities involving 
Willard Yard, 

USACE - Chicago District 9/10/97; 9/17/97 IL Natural Resources - Illinois sites; 75th 
Street; Exermont; Lincoln Avenue; 
Kankakee; Sidney; Tolono; Paris-Danville 
sites. 

USACE - Detroit District 9/9/V" MI Natural Resources. 
USACE - Huntington District 9/5/9/ Natural Resources. 
USACE - Philadelphia District 9/10/97 PA Natural Resources. 
USACE - Rock Island Office 9/9/97; 9/22'97 IL Natural Resource." - 75th Street; Exermont; 

Lincoln Avenue; K<:nkakee; Sidney; 
Tolono; Paris-Danville si'es. 

U.S. Dept. of Agriculture -
National Forest Service (NFS) -
Region 9 

9/9/97; 9/10/97; 
9/11/97; 3/27/98 

IL.IN Natural Resources - 75th Street; Exermont; 
Lincoln Avenue; Kankakee; Sidney; 
ToL , • aris to Danville: Willow Crev'k; 
Tolleston; Butler; South Bend to Dillon 
Junction sites. 

U.S. Department of 
Transportaiion (DOT) - Bureau 
of Transportation Statistics 

4/10/98 All Safety Issues, Hazardous Materials 
Information. 

U.S. DOT - Research and 
Special Programs Administration 

7/11/97 All Safety Issues. Hazardous Materials 
Information. 

U.S. DOT - Federal Highway 
Administration 

1/28/98:2/17/98 All fraffic Issues. 
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TABLE D-l 
CONSULTATION WITH AGENCIES 

Agency Dates of Contact 
State 
of Site Major Topic 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) - Region 3 -
Bioomingt<»i Field Office 

9/15/97 IN Nanu^l Resources- Butler; Tolleston; 
Willow Creek; Dillon to South Bend sites. 

USFWS - Region 5 - Cortland 
Field Office 

9/15/97 NY Natural Resources - Blasdell and 
Gardenvilie Junction sites. 

USFWS - Region 3 - East 
Lansing Field Office 

9/15/97 MI Natural Resources - Ecorse Junction site. 

USFWS - Region 5 - H_ ;. :y 
Field Office 

9/9/97 MA Natural Resources. 

USFWS - Region 3-
Minneapolis Field Office 

9/9/97 MN Natural Resources. 

USFWS - Region 5 - New York 
City Field Office 

?'I5/97 NY Natural Resources. 

USFWS - Region 5 -
Pleasantville Field Office 

9/9/97 NJ Natural Resources - Little Ferry site. 

USFWS - Region 3-
Reyncldsburg Field Office 

9/9/97; 9/10/97 OH Natural Resources - Collinwood; Crestlme; 
Greenwich; Sidney; Willard, Bueyrus; 
Columbus; Oak Harbor; Vermilion sites. 

USFWS - Region 3- Rock 
Island Field Office 

9/9/97; 9/10/97; 
3/2098 

IL Natural Resources - 75th Street; Exermont; 
Lincoln Avenue; Kankakee; Sidney; 
Tolono; Paris-Danville sites. 

USFWS - Region 3- Rock 
Island Field Office 

10/12/97 IL Threatened and endangered species. 

State/Regional 
Delaware Valley Regional 
Planning Commission 

8/25/97; 8/27/97 PA Traffic - Greenwich and Rutiierford 
intermodal sites. 

Georgia Department of 
Transpoitation 

7/28/97; 9/9/97 GA Traffic - Hulsey Yard and Inman 
Intermodal sites Land Use. 

Illinois Commerce Commission 9/10/97:9/11/97 iL Natural Resources - 75th Street; Exermont; 
Lir.coln Avenue; Kankakee; S'dney; 
Tolono; Paris-Danville sites. 

Illinois Department of Natural 
Resources - Coastal Zone 
Management 

v/l 0/97 IL Namral Resources - 75tli Street; Lxermont; 
Lincoln Avenue; Kankakee; Sidney; 
Tolono; Paris-i.)a>".ville sites. 

Illinois Department of Natural 
Resources - Office of Water 
Resources 

9/10/97 IL Natural Resourcos. 

Illinois Department of 
Transportation 

7-/28/97; 8/12/97; 
8/13/97; 8/i8/97 

IL Traffic - 59* Street; 47* Street; and 
Landers Intermodal sites. 
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TABLE D-l 

Agency Dates of Contact 
State 
of Site Major Topic 

Illinois EPA Office 9/10/97 IL 
1 

Namral Resources - 75th Street; Exermont; 
1 incoln Avenue; Kankakee; Sidney; 
• liono; Paris to Danville; Willow Creek; 

olleston; Butler; South Bend to Dillon 
Junction sites. 

Indiana Department of Air 
Quality 

8/29/97 IN Air Quality issues. 

Indiana Department of 
Environmental Management 

8/29/97; 9/9/97 IN Hazsrdous Waste Sites - Indiana. 

Indiana Department of Namral 
Resources - Coastal Zone 
Management Program 

9,'9/97 IN Lane' Use 

Indiana Department of 
Transportation, Vincennes 
District Office 

3/20/98 Ml Status of any roadv ay improvements 
related to the planned January 1999 opening 
ofa Toyota Oiick assembly plant in 
Princcon, IL. 

Kentucky Transportation 
Cabinet 

7/28/97; 8/14/97 KY Traffic - Buechel Intermodal site. 

Louisiana Department of 
Transporution and Development 

7,28/97; 8/2/97; 
8/28/97 

LA Traffic - New Orleans Intermodal site. 
Land Use. 

Maryland Department of Natural 
Resources 

9/l.«,/97 MD Natural Resources - Hagerstown site. 

Maryland Department of the 
Environment 

9/15,'97 MD Namral Resources - Hagerstown site. 
Hazardous Waste Sites - Hagerstown. 

Maryland Department of 
Transportation 

9''5/97 MD Natural Resources - Hagerstown site. 

Maryland Mass Transit 
Administration (MTA) 

8/18/97; 828,/97; 
9/3/97; 9/9/97; 
9/18/97 

MD Passe igef Commuter Rail M \RC -
Baltinior.-; Washington; Brunswick lines. 

Maryland State Clearinghouse 9/15 97 NiD Natural Resources - Hagerstovm site. 

Marv land Transportation 
Authority 

8,28/97 MD Traffic - Baltimore E. Lombard Intermodal 
site. 

Massachusetts Bay Trarisit 
Authonty 

8/6/97; 8/18/97: 
8/28/97; 9/16/97; 
9/5/97 

MA Passenger Commuier Rail - Boston area. 

Metro North Commuter Railroad 8/19/97:8/21/97 NJ. 
NY 

Passer3er Commuter Rail - New York City 
area. 

Michigan Area Council of 
Govemments 

8/27/97; 8/29/97; 
9/23/97; 9/24/97 

IN Land Use - South Bend to Dillon Junction 
site. 

Michigan Department of Natural 
Resources 

9/10,'97 MI Natural Resources - Ecorse Junction site. 

Michigaii Department of 
Environmental Quality 

8/11/97:9/2/97 MI Hazardous Waste Sites - Ecorse Junction. 
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TABLE D-l 
CONSULT.ATION WITH AGENCIES 

/ gency Dates of Contact 
State 
of Site Major Topic 

Michigan Department of 
Transportalion 

7/28/97 MI Traffic - Melvindale Intermodal site. 
Sutus of any improvements related to the 
planning study o*" 2 proposed joint-use 
intermodal facility at Livsmois, MI. 

Michigan Department of 
Transporution - Bureau of 
Urt>an and Public Transporution 

4/17/98 MI Sums of any ma.ster plannii:g and capiul 
improvements related to the Dixie Highway 
underpass construction and consolidation of 
eastside rail lines in Monroe County, Ml. 

Mid-Ohio Regional Planning 
Commission - Transporution 
Department 

8/22,/97; 8/27/97; 
9/5/97 

OH Traffic - Bellevue Intermodal site. 
Land Use - Columbus site. Historic 
propertie&'Section 106 review - Cleveland 
and Columbus areas. 

Missouri Department of 
Transporution 

7,29/97; 8/27/97 MO Traffic - Voltz and Luther Intermodal sites. 

Natural Resource Conservaiion 
Service Dau - Ohio 

3/16/9^ OH Prime farmland. 

Natural Resource Conservaiion 
Service Dau - Pennsylvania 

3/16/98 PA Prime farmland. 

New Jersey Bureau of Site 
Management 

8/2997 NJ Hazardous Waste Sites - New Jersey. 

New Jersey Department of 
Environmenul Protection 

9/9/97 NJ Natural Resources - Linle Ferry site. 

New Jersey Department of 
Coasul Zone Management 

9/11/97; 9/15/97; 
9/16/97; 9/22/97; 
9/23/97 

NJ Land Use - Little Ferry site. 

New Jersey Department of 
Transporution 

7/29/97 NJ Traffic dau - Little Ferry; South Keamy; 
and Elizabeth Intermodal sites. 

New Jersey Transit Authority 8/13/97; 8,20/97; 
9/4/97; 9/10/97 

NJ, 
NY 

Passenger Commuter Rail - New York City 
area; Traffic -- Intermodal site. 

New York Fish and Wildlife 9/10/9" NY Namral Resources - Blasdell and 
Gardenvilie Junctior. sites. 

New York Sute Department of 
Environmenul Conservation 

9/10/97 NY Namral Resources - Blasdell and 
Gardenvilie Junction sites. 

New York Sute Department of 
Environmental Conservation 

8/11/97 8/14/97; 
8/25/9" 6,26/97; 
9/10/97 

NY Hazardous Waste Sites - Blasdell and 
Gardenvilie Junction. 

Northeastem Ohio Areawide 
Coordinating Agency 

8/27/97 OH Land Use, 

Ohio Bureau of Underground 
Storage Tank Information 

9/19/97 OH Hazardous Waste Sites - All Ohio sites. 
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TABLE D-l 
CONSULTATION WITH AGENCIES 

Agency Dates of Contact 
State 

of Site Major Topic 
Ohio Department of Natural 
Resources 

9/5/97; 3/17/98: 
3/20/98; 3/31/98 

OH Namral Resources - Collinwood; Crestline; 
Greenwich, Sidney; Willard; Bueyrus; 
Columbus; Oak Harb : Vermilion siles. 
Coasul Zone Management Area. 

Ohio Department of Natural 
Resources Office Real Esute 
and Land Management; CoasUl 
Zone Management 

9/2/97; 9/5/97; 
9/8/97 

OH Land Use - Construction at Collinwood 
Yard; and Vermilion. 

Ohio Department of 
Transporution 

8/13/97, 8/27,'97; 
9/4'97; 9/18/97; 
2/25/98 

OH Traffic - Bellevue; Discovery Parit; Toledo 
Intermodal sites. 

Ohio Environmenul Protection 
Agency - Solid and Hazardous 
Waste Division 

9/19/97; 3/9/98 OH Hazardous Waste Sites - All Ohio sites. 
Air Qualit;/ issues. 

Ohio Sute Preservation Society 3,20,'98 OH Sute-listed Native American Indian 
properties 

Ohio Tumpike Commission -
Division of Engineering 

9/12/97 OH Land Use. 

Pennsylvania Department of 
Environmenul Protection 

3/18/98,3/31/98 PA Coasul Zone Management Area. 

Pennsylvania Department of 
Environmenul Protection - Erie 
Field Office 

3/28/98 P.\ Natural Resources. 

Pennsylvania Departmen: of 
Transporution 

8/22/97; 9/4/97 PA Traffic - Pitcaim; Greenwich; Ailentown; 
Rutherford; Morrisville Intermodal sites. 

Pennsylvania State Preserv at, on 
Society 

320/98 PA Sute-listed Native American Indian 
pioperties. 

South East Michigan Council of 
Govemments 

8/15/97; 8/28/97 MI Traffic - Melvindale Intermodal site. 

Southeastern Pennsylvania 
Transit Authority 

8/18/97; 8/20/97; 
9,2/97:9/11/97 

PA, 
DE. 
NJ 

Passenger Rail - Philadelphia area. 

Southwestem Pennsylvania 
Regional Planning Commirsion 

8,25/97; 8/26/97; 
3/6/98 

PA Traffic - Pitcaim Intermodal site. 

Sute Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO) - Alabama 

7,23/97; 8-20/97 AL Cultural Resources - Alabama sites. 

SHPO - Connecticut 1/6/98 CT Historic properties./Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities in the Sute. 

SHPO - Delaware Department 
of State, Division of Historical 
and Cultural Affairs 

929/97; 1/30/98; 
22/98; 3.23,'98, 
4/'5'98 

DE Histonc properties/Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities in the Sute. 

SHPO - Delaware Department 
of Justice 

2/4/98; 4'15/98 DE Cultural Resources - Delaware sites. 
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TABLE D-l 
AGENCIES 

Agency Dates of Contact 
State 
of Site Major Topic 

SHPO - Departmer.t of 
Consumer and Regulatory 
Affairs 

9/29,'97 DC Cultural Resources ~ Washington, D.C. 
sites. 

SHPO - Florida Division of 
Historical Resources 

8/""9:'; 8/8/97; 
\2I\V91 

FL Cultural Resosjxes - Florida sit:s. 

SHPO - Georgia Historic 
Pieservation Division 

8,7'97; 8/8/97; 
9/9/97 

GA Cultural Resouices - Georgia sites. 

SHPO - Illinois Historic 
Preservation Agency 

7/16/97:8/5/97; 
8/5/97; 1/13/98; 
1/15/98; 2/9/98; 
2.26/98; 3/25,/98: 
4/6'98; 4/8.'98. 
4/14,/98; 4-27/98 

IL Historic properties/Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities in the Sute. 

SHPO - Indiana Division of 
Historic Preservation and 
Archaeology 

7/18/97; 7/24/97; 
9/19/97; 1/2/98; 
2/6/98:2/10/98 

IN Historic properties/Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities in thc Stace. 

SHPO - Kenmcky Heriuge 
Council 

7/23/97; 8/4/97 KY Culmral Resources - Kenmcky sites. 

SHPG Louisiana Office of 
Cultural Development 

7/14/97; 8/8/97; 
8/29/97 

LA Cultural Resources - Louisiana sites. 

SHPO - Mary land Division of 
Historical and Cultural Programs 

2/2/98 MD Historic properties/Seaion 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities in the Sut. 

SHPO - Massachusetts 
Historical Corimission 

929'97; 1/13/98 MA Historic properties/Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities in the Sute. 

SHPO - Miss-̂ uri Division of 
Sute Paries. Historic 
Preservation Program 

2/11/98 MO Historic properties/Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-relaicd activities in the State. 

SHPO - Mississippi Departnent 
of Archives and History 

8/15/97,9/4/97 MS Culmral Rcsources - Mississippi sites. 

SHPO - New Jersey Department 
of Environmenu' h.election 

9,'9/97; 12/9/97; 
1/29/98 

NJ Culmral Resources - New Jersey sites. 

SHPO - New Jersey Division of 
Parks and Forestry , Historic 
Preservation Office 

1/13/98, 1/23/98; 
1,29/98; 2/9/98 

NJ Culmral Resources - New Jersey sites. 

SHPO - New York Otfice of 
Parks, Recreation, and Historic 
Preservation 

1/22/98; l/27,/98; 
1,29/98; 2/9/98 

NY Natural Resources and Historic properties 
issues related to Letchworth Sute Park and 
Portageville Bridge. 

SHPO - North Carohna 
Department of Cultural 
Resources. Division of Archives 
and Historv 

7/'3,'97; 7/15/97; 
9,29/97 

NC Culmral Resources - North Carolina sites. 
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CONSULTATION WITH AGENCIES 

Agency Dates of Contact 
State 

of Site Major Topic 
SHPO - Ohio Historical Society 6/10/97; 7/18/97; 

7/23/97; 8/5/97; 
12/17/97; 
12/19/97; 
12./24/97; 
12/17/97; 
12/19/98; 
12/24/98; 
1/12/98; 1/16/98; 
1/22/98; 2/3/98; 
2/4,/98; 3/6/98; 
3/16/98; 4/1/98 

OH Cultural Resources - Ohio sites. Historic 
properties/Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities in the State. 

^^^^^^ 

SHPO - Pennsylvania 3/19/98 PA Culturcl Resources - Pennsylvania sites. 
SHPO - Pennsylvania Historical 
and Museum Commission 

12/15/98; 
3/19,/98; 4/2/98; 
4,/8/98; 4/10/98; 
4/13/98 

PA Historic properties/Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities in the State. 

SHPO - Rhode Island Histoncai 
Preservation Commission 

9/29/97 RI Cultural Resources - Rhode Island sites. 

SHPO - South Carolina 
Department of Archives and 
History 

1/13,'98 SC Historic properties/Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities in the Sute. 

SHPO - Tennessee Historical 
Commission 

7/10/97; 8/8,/97; 
8/22-/97 

TN Culmral Resources - Tennessee sites. 

SHPO - West Virginia Division 
of Culmre wd History 

8/8/97 WV CultuTdl Resources - West Virginia sites. 

Tennessee Department of 
Transporution - Pianning 
Division 

7/28/97; 9/4/97 fN Land Use. 

Tri-County Regional Planning 
Commission 

8/25/97 PA Traffic - Rutherford Intermodal site. 

Virginia Department of Historic 
Resources 

1,21/98; 3/15,'98 VA Historic properties/Section 106 review of 
Acquisition-related activities in the SUte. 

Virginia Railway Express 8/18/97; 9/4/97 VA Virginia Railway Express (VRE) 
Local 
.Mexandria, Mayor's Office 9/22/97 IN Land Use - Alexandria site. 
Alexandria Fire Department 8/n/97 IN Hazardous Waste Sites. 
Alexandria Plan Commi sion 9/2/97; 9/5/97; 

9/8/97; 9/9/97; 
9/11/97; 9/15/97; 
9/16/97; 9/22/97; 
9/29/97; 9/30/97; 
10/1/97 

IN Land Use - Alexandria site. 
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American Medical Response 4/1 98 MI Emergency Response - Monroe County, 
Amherst Hospiul 3-'30/98 OH Emergency Response - Lorain - Oberiin 

Area. 
Ashubula Fire Department 3/19/98 OH Emergency Response - Ashubula. 
Ashubula Police Deparmient 3/18/98 OH Emergency Response - Ashubula. 
Avon Lake Police Department 3/16/98 OH Emergency Response - Avon Lake. 
Avon Lake Fire Department 3/17-/98 OH Emergency Response - Avon Lake. 
Baltimore Depamnent of Public 
Works 

8/15/97 MD Traffic - Baltimore Intermodal sites. 

Bellevue Safety Services 3/26/9S OH Emergency Response - Bellevue. 
Bere? Fire Department 3/18/98 OH Emergency Response - Berea. 
berea Police Department 3/18/98 OH Emergency Response - Berea. 
Bergen County Zoning Board 8/27/97; 9/2,/97; 

9/15,/97; 9/16/97; 
922/97; 9,-23/97 

NJ Land Use - Linle Ferry site. 

Berlin Township Fire 
Depaitment 

2/30/98 OH Emergency Response - Berlin Township. 

Blasdell Fire Department 9/2.'97 NY Hazardous Waste ,̂;s - Blasdell and 
Gardenvilie Junction 

Bueyrus Fire Department 9/9/97 OH Hazardous Waste Sites - Bueyrus. 
Buffalo Department of 
Environment and Planning 

9/8/97 NY Land Use. 

Bureau of Indian Affairs -
MinnesoU Field Office 

10/2/97 MI Native American Issues. 

Butler Planning Commission 9/2,'97; 9/3/97 IN Land Use - Butler site. 
Butler Fire Department 8/12/97; 9/15'97 IN Hazardous Waste Sites - Butler. 
Calumet City Fire Department 3/20/98 IL Emergency Response - Calumet City. 
Cash Foundation Hospiul 3/19/98 IL Emergency Response in Champaign. 
Champaign County Plan 
Commission 

8/27,'97; 8/29/97; 
9/2,/97; 9/24/97; 
10/I,/97 

IL Land Use - Tolono; Sidney sites. 

Chicago Fire Department 10/6/97 IL Hazardous Waste Sites - 75* Street. 
Chicago Planning Department 8/27/97; 8/29/97; 

9/11/97; 9/22/97 
IL Land Use-75* Street site. 

Chicago Department of 
Transporution 

8/28/97; 10/1/97 IL Traffic - 59* Street; 47* Street; and 
Landers Intermodal sites. 

Chrisman Mayor's Office 9/16/97; 9,'22/97; 
9/23/97; 9/24/97; 
9/25/97 

IL Land Use - Paris to Danville abandonment. 
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State 
Agency Dates of Contact of Site Major Topic 

Cleveland Planning Commission 9/11/97; 9/12/97: 
9/15/97; 9/16/97; 
9,22/97; 9/23/97; 
9/24/97; 9/25,'97; 
9/26/97 

OH Land Use - Construction at Collinwood 
Yard in Cleveland. 

Cleveland Fire Department 9/16/97 OH Hazardous Waste Sites - Cc'iinwood Yard. 
Cleveland Namral History 3/20/98: 3/26/98; OH Determination of Native American Indian 
Museum 3,'31/98 lands in Cleveland area. 
Clyde Police Department 3/I6,'98 OH Emergency Response - Clyde area. 
Columbus Fire Department 9/15/97 OH Hazardous Waste Sites - Columbus. 
Coll mbus Planning Commission 9/5/97 OH Land Use 
Communirv Care Ambulance 
Netwo 

3/18/98 OH Emergency Response - Ashubula. 

Crawfori. County Development 
Board 

8/27,/97 OH Land Use -- Bucyms/Crestline site. 

Crestline Fire Department 9/5/97 OH Hazardous Waste Sites - Crestline. 
Cuyahoga County Planning 
Department 

92/97; 9/8/97; 
9/9/97:9/11/97; 
9/15/97:9/16/97 

OH Land Use - Constmction at Collinwood 
Yard in Cleveland. 

Danville Fire Department 3/17/98 IL Emergency Response - Danville. 
Danville Police Department 3/18/98 IL Emergency Response - Danville. 
Deart-om Emergency Response 9/2,/97 MI Haza.'-dous Waste Sites - Ecorse Junction. 
Defiance Fire Department 3/16/98 OH Emergency Response - Defiance. 
Dê .ance Police Department 3/16/98 OH Emergency Response -- Defiance. 
DeKalb County (IN) Planning 
Commission 

8/27/97 IN Land Use - Constmction j i Butler. 

Delaware Valley Regional 8/25/97; 8/27/97; PA Traffic Issues. 
Planning Commission - Traffic 9/12/97; 9/15/9'' 
Count Office 
Detroit Emergency Management 8/27; 9/2/97 MI Hazardous Waste Sites - Ecorse Junction. 
Detroit Fire Department 8/27/97 MI Hazardous Waste Sites - Ecorse Junction 
Detroit Planning and 9/11.'97; 9/12/97; MI Land Use - Construction at Ecorse Junction 
Development 9/15/97:9/16/97; 

9,22/97; 9,23/97; 
9/24/97, 9-/25/97; 
9/26/97; 9/27/'97; 
9/30/97 

in Detroit. 

East Chicago EMS 320/98 IL Emergency Response - East Chicago. 
East Chicago Fire Department 3-20/98 IL Emergency Response - East Chicago. 
East Chicago Police Department 3-20/98 IL Emergency Response - East Chieago. 
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Edgar County Board 8/27/97; 9/2/97; 
9/15/97; 9/23/97; 
9/29/97; 9/30/97 

IL Land Use - Paris to Danville site. 

Enrico Femii Nuclear Plant 3/19/98 MI Emergency Response - Area around plant 
(Newport, MI). 

Erie County Department of 
Environmenul Planning 

9/8/97 NY Land Use - Biasdcll; Gardenvilie Junction 
sites. 

Erie County Department of 
Planning 

8'2o 92,/97 NY Land Use - Blasdell; Gardenvilie Junction 
sites. 

Erie County Planning 
Commission 

9/2,/97; 9/5/97 OH Land Use - Vermilion site. 

Erie County Sheriff Department 3/19/98 OH Emergency Response - Erie County, 
including Berlin Township, Huron 
Township. 

Erie Fire Department 3-/31/98 OH Hazardous Waste Sites. 
Fostoria Mayor's Offics 3/16,98 OH Emergency Response - Fostoria. 
Gary Fire Department of 
Planning - Zoning Division 

8/27/97 IN Land Use. 

Gary Fire Prevention 
Department 

3/26/98 IN Emergency Response - Gary. 

Gary Fire Department 8/11-'97 IN Hujr^dous Waste Sites - Tolleston. 
Georgetown Mayor's Office 9/ll,/97 IL Land Use - Paris to Danville abandonment. 
Greenwich (OH) Police 
Department 

3/30/98 OH Emergency Response - Greenwich. 

Groton Township Fire 
Department 

3/30/98 OH Emergency Response - Groton Township, 
Oxford Township. 

Hagerstown Department of 
Planning and Zoning 

9,2/97; 9/8/97; 
9/9 97; 924/97 

MD Land Use - Hagerstown site. 

Hagerstown Department of the 
Environment 

9/15.'97 MD Namral Resources. 

Hagerstown Department of 
Planning and Zoning 

9/2/97; 9/8/97; 
9- 9 97; 9/15/97; 
9,24/'97; 9,29/97 

MD Land Use. 

Hagerstown Fire Department 8/11/97 MD Hazardous Waste Sites - Hagerstown. 
Hammond Fire Department 3/20/98 IN Emergency Response - Hammond 
Hanover Counn E.MS 3/17/98 VA Emergency Response. Hanover County. 
Hanover County Fire 
Department 

3/17/98 VA Emergency Response, Hanover County. 

Herron Vallev Ambulance 4/1/98 Ml Emergency Response - Plymouth 
Township. 

Hudson County Depamnent of 
Finance and Administration 

9/4,'97 NJ Traffic - South Kearny Intermodal sites. 
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Huron County Commissioners 
Office 

8/26,/97; 9/17/97; 
9/19/97 

OH Land Use - Greenw ich Junction site. 

Huron County Engineers Office 9/18/97 OH Traffic - Bellevue Intermodal site. 

Huro.n Fire Department 3/18'98 OH Emergency Response - Huron. 

Jefferson County Public Works 9/5/97 KY Traffic - Louisville Imermodal site. 

Kankakee County Planning 
Commission 

8/27/97; 9/22/97 IL Land Use - Kankakee site. 

Kankakee Planning Department 9/'3/97; 9/15/97 IL Land Use - Kankakee site 

Kansii City Department of 
Public Works 

729/97; 827,97; 
9/10/97 

MO Traffic - Voltz and Luther Intermodal sites. 

LaGruige Fire Department 3 16/98 OH En ergency Response - Village and 
; ownship c f LaGrange 

LaGrange Police Department 3'16,98 OH Eiii-'rgency Response, Village of LaGrange. 

Lake County Department of 
Planning 

8/27/97 IN Land Use - Tolleston site. 

LaPorte County Planning 
Commission 

8/27,/97;9,23'97; 
9/24/97 

FN Land Use - South Bend to Dillon Junction 
site. 

Lift Care, lnc 3 18/98 OH Emergenc / Response. Lorain. 

Lorain Police Department 319/98 OH Emergency Response - Lorain, 

Lorain Fire £)epamnent 3/18/98 OH Emergenc y Response - Lorain. 

Lucas County Plarming 
Commission 

8 28/97; 9/3.'97: 
9/9/97; 9/15/97; 
9/16/97; 9/18'97; 
9/22/97 

OH Land Use - Toledo to Maumee and Pivot 
Bridge siles. 

Madison Couniy (FN) Planning 
Commission 

8/27/97; 8,28/97 IN Land Use - Constmction in Alexandria; not 
within hi: jurisdiction. 

Milan v/olunteer Fire 
Depart.nent 

326/98 OH Emergen y Response - Milan. 

Monroe Fire Department 319/98 Ml Emergency Response - Monroe 

Monroe County Sheriff" 
Department 

3/19'98 Ml Emergency Response - Monroe County . 

Monroe Township Fire 
Department 

4/1/98 Ml Emergency Response - Monroe. 

New London Fire Department 3/26/98 OH Emergency Response - New London. 

New London Emergency 
Ambulance Manager 

3/17/98 OH Emergency Response - New London area. 

New London Police Department 3/17'98 OH Emergency Response - New London area. 

North Central EMS. Vermilion 
and Greenwich. 

3/30/98 OH Emergency Response - Vermilion and 
Greenwich. 

North Central EMS'Berlin 
Heights 

3/16'98 

t . , 

OH Emergency Response - Village and 
Township of Berlin. 
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Norwalk Fire Department 3/17/98 OH Emergency Response - Norwalk. 
Olmsted Fails Fire Department 3/17/98 OH Emergency Respon<̂ - - Olmsted Falls. 
Olmsted Falls Police Department 3/17/98 OH Emergency Respê nse - Olmsted Falls. 
OtUwa County Plarming 
Commission 

8/29/97 OH Land Use - Oak Harbor site. 

Paris Planning Commission 9/11/97:9/15/97: 
9/17/97 

IL Land Use - Paris to Danville abandonment. 

Plymouth Community Fir? 
District 

4/1'98 MI Emergency Response - Plymouth 
Township. 

Plymouth Fire Department 3-2098 MI Emergency Response - Plymouth. 
Plymouth Police Department 3-20/98 Ml Emergency Response - Plj-mouth. 
Poruge Planning Commissio-i 9,'3,'97; 9/5/97; 

9/8/97; 9-'9/97 
IN Land Use - Constmction within Poruge at 

Willow Creek site. 
Poruge Fire Department 8/11'97 IN Hazardous Waste Sites - Willow Creek. 
Porter County Planning 
Commissicn 

8/26/97 IN Land Use - Constmction within Poruge at 
Willow Creek site. 

Providence Hospiul 3 16/98; 3,/30/98 OH Emergency Response. Sandusky, 
River Rouge Community 
Development 

9/11/97:9/12-/97: 
9/15/97; 9/24-'97 

MI Land Use - Construction at Ecorse Junction 
in River Rouge 

Sandusky Fire Department 3/16/98:326/98; 
3/30'98 

OH Emergency Response - Sandusky. 

Sandusky Engineenng 
Department 

3/2/98 OH Land Use. 

Sandusky Police Department 3 16 98:3/30/98 OH Emergencv Response - Sandusky. 
Seneca Counrv 929 97; 9/30/97 OH Land Use. 
Shelby County 8/26/97 OH Land Use - Sidney site. 
South Bend Fire Department 9/8/97 IN Ha2.irdous Waste Sites - Soulh Bend. 
St, Clair County - Zoning Office 922/97 IL Land Use. 
St. Joseph C ounty - Area 
Planning 

8/27/97; 9/2.'07 IN Land Use - South Bend to Dillon Junction 
site. 

St. Louis Boa'-d of Public 
Service 

9/10-'97; 9/,5/97 MO Traffic - Luther Intermodal site. 

Taylor Fire Department 3,19/98:4/1/98 MI Emergency Response - Taylor. 
Taylor Police Department 3 20 98 Ml Emergency Response - Taylor. 
Toiedo Fire Department 9/17/97; 9/19/97 OH Hazardous Waste Sites - Toledo to 

Maumee: Pivot Bridge. 
Toledo Metropolitan Area 
Council of Govemments 

8.22,'97 OH Traffic - Toledo Airline Intermodal site. 

Tolono Fire Department 3 19'98 OH Emergency Response - Tolono. 
Tjlono Police Department 3/19/98 OH Emergency Response - Tolono. 
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Trenton Bureau of Coastal 
Regulations 

9/23/97 NJ Land Use. 

Tri-Community Joint Fire 
District 

3/30/98 OH Emergency Response - Greenwich. 

Tri-County Regional Planning 
Commission 

8,25/97 PA Land Use. 

Union County Division of 
Engineering 

9/10,/97 NJ Traffic - Elizabeth Intermodal site. 

Vermilion County Board 8/27/97; 8,29/97; 
9/9/97 

IL Land Use. 

Vermilion County Planning 
Commission 

9/2/97; 9/5,'97 IL Land Use. 

Vermilion Fire Department 9/15'97 OH Hazardous Waste Sites - Vermilion. 
Vermilion Fire Department 3/26'98 OH Emergency Response - Vermilion. 
Vermilion Police Department 3/16/98; 3/30-/98 OH Emergency Response - Vermilion. 
Village of Blasdell Mayor 9/24/97; 9/30/97; 

10/1/97 
NY Land Use - Blasdell site. 

Village of Caseyville 8,26/97; 8/27/97; 
9/24/97; 9./25.'97; 
9/26/97; 9/29/97; 
10/1/97 

IL Land Use - Exermont site. 

Village of Caseyville Fire 
Departnent 

9-25/97 IL Hazardous Waste Sites - Exennont. 

Village of Dolton Clerk's Office 9/22/97; 9/23/97; 
9/24/97; 9/30/97; 
10/1/97 

IL Land Usc - Lincoln Avenue sitt. 

Village of Grafton Fire 
Department 

3/26/98 OH Emergency Response - Grafton. 

Village of Grafton Police 
Department 

3/17/98; 3/26,'98 OH Emergency Response - Grafton. 

Village of Greenwich - Mayor 9/29/97; 9/30/97; 
10/1/97; 10/6/9"' 

OH Land Use - Greenwich site. 

Village of Oak Harbor 3/17,'98 Emergency Response - Oak Harbor. 
Village of Ridgefield Park Ciry 
Attomey 

8/21/97 NJ Hazardous Waste Sites - NYS&W Fuel 
Depot. 

Village of Ridgefield Park 
Constmction Commission 

8/25/97 NJ Hazardous Waste Sites. 

Village of Ridgefield Park Fire 
Department 

8/13/97; 8/75/97 NJ Hazardous Waste Sites - Little Ferry . 
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Village of Sidney 9/2/97; 919191, 
9/15/97; 9/16/97; 
9/22/97; 9/29/97; 
9/30/97; 10/1/97 

IL Land Use - Sidney site. 

Village of Sidney Fire 
Depaitment 

9/5/97 IL Hazardous Waste Sites - Sidney. 

Village of Tilton Fire 
Department 

3/18/98 IL Emergency Re^nse - Tihon. 

Village of 1 ilton Mayor 3/18/98 IL Emergency Response - Tilton. 
Village of Tolono 9/9/97 IL Land Use - Tolono site. 
Vili.Tge of Wellington Fire 
Department 

3/16/98 OH Emergency Response - Wellington. 

Village of Westville Mayor 9/16/97; 9/22/97; 
9/23/97; 9/24/97 

IL Land Use. 

Washington County Planning 
Commission 

8/27/97 MD Land Use - Hagerstown site. 

Wayne County Road 
Depaitment 

9/9/97 MI Traffic - Melvindale Intermodal site. 

Wayne County Planning 
Department 

8/29/97; 9/2/97; 
9/4/97; 9/8-'97 

MI Land Use - Ecorse Junction site. 

West Seneca Building Inspector 9/2/97; 9/10/97 NY Hazardous Waste Sites - Gardenvilie 
Junction. 

West Seneca Supervisor's Office 9/19/97 NY Land Use. 
West Seneca Police Sution 9/3/97; 9/10/97 NY Hazardous Waste Sites - Gardenvilie 

Jv.iction. 
West Seneca Fire Department 8/12/97; 9/19/97 NY Hazardous Waste Sites - Gardenvilie 

Junction. 
Willard Fire Department 9/15/97:3/16/98 OH Hazardous Waste Sites - Willard Yard. 
Willard Police Department 3/16/98 OH Emergency Response - Willard. 
Woodlawn Fire Department 8/27/97 NY Hazardous Waste Sites - Blasdell. 
Woodville Fire Department 9/17/97 OH Hazardous Waste Sites - Oak Harbor. 
Woodville Fire Department 3/30/98 OH Emeigency Response - Woodville. 
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S T A T E OF C O N N E C T I C U T 
CONNECTICUT HISTORICAL COMMISSION 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Januaiy 6,1998 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE U 
REC'D: / / ^ V f r _ 

Subject: Finance Docket No. 33388 
CSX and Noifolk Soutfiem 
Control and Acquisition - Conrail 

DcarMs. Kaiser 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
OOCUMENT 

The State Historic Preservation Office has reviewed the Envuonmental Impact Statemeat 
prepared coocttning the above-named project. This offtee expects tfutt the proposed undeitaldng 
will have QQ effeci on historic, architectural, or archaeological resources listed on or *.Ugible for 
the National Register of Historic Places. This coinment upon our imderstandiiig tfaat no 
changes to rail line segments, rail yards, or intermodal facilities and no new construction projects 
are proposed within Connecticut 

This o£5ce appreciates tfie opporttmity to hav,: reviewed and commented iqxin tfie proposed 
undertaking. 

We recommend lhat the responsible agency provide concemed citizens witb tbe opportunity to 
review and comment upon the proposed undertaking in accordance with the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 and the Coimecticut Environmental Policy Act. 

For fiuther infonnation please contact Dr. David A. Poirier, Staff Arcbat '̂St 

Sincerelv, 

Director and State Historic 
Preservatioa Officer 

TEL: (203) 566-3005 FAX: (203)566-5078 
59 SOUTH PROSPECT ST. - HARTF01U3, CONN. 06106 -1901 
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TEUPHONC: ( 3 0 2 ! 7 3 9 - 5 « 8 5 

STATE O F D E L A W A R E 

D E P A R T M E N T O F S T A T E 

D I V I S I O N OF HISTORICAL A N D C U L T U R A L A F F A I R S 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFF ICE 
1 5 T M E G R C E N 

Oov iR • OE • I 9 9 C I - 3 6 1 I 

February 2, 1998 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance DocketNo. 333f 8 
Sur&ce Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet, NW 
Washington DC 20423-0001 

ATTN: Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Eivironinental Project Director 
Envircnmental Filmg 

5«eo 

RE: CSX and Norfolk Southem conttol and acquisitim of Conrail; Draft Envircnmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Attached is the origmal l<^er contauiLng the DE SHPO's comments on the DEIS, fex cover sheet, and fex 
confinnation, regarding the above-referenced. Ten copies of these docmnents, as well as this letter, are also 
enclosed. 

I would like to add two editorial comments conceming the DEIS First, it would be helpful ifthe FEIS 
contamed more detailed maps of the raii segments und« r consideration In Delaware, several ofthe line 
segments are very close together, making it difficult to identify segment starting/ending points on the small 
scale maps provided in die DEIS. Second, the DE SHFO's previous correspondence virith STB (letter daT"-
October 16, 1998), was not included with other SHPO correspondence in Appendix M ofthe DEIS. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. If you have ?ny questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact me. 

Smcerely, 

Gwen Davis 
Archaeologist 

Enclosures 
cc; Martha Catiin, ACHP 

D20 



DELAWARE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 
15 THE GREEN, DOVER. DE 19901 

(302) 739-5685 
FAX (302)739-5660 

FAX TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

To: 
Office of the Secretary 
Case Conlrol Unit 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
Smface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington DC 20423-0001 

From: 
Joan N. Larrivee 
Deputy SHPO 

ATTN Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Environmental Project Director 
Enyironmental Filing 

Ccmpany: 
STB/SEA 

Date: 
Feb. 2.1998 

Fax Number: 
(20^ 565-9000 

Totai Number of Pages including Cover: 

5 
Re: 

CSX and Norfolk Souihem control and acquisition of Conrail; Draff Environmental Impact 
Staiement (DEIS) 

Notes/Comments 

DE SHPO comments regarding the DEIS. Original with 10 copies will follow 
ASAP. Any questions, please contact Gwen Davis at number dted above. 



MESSAGE CONFIRMATION 

02/02/98 19:44 
1D=DE STATE P«?KS;D0Ut9 CENTRAL OFF 

DftTE 

02/02 

S.R-TIME DISTANT STATION ID MODE PAGES RESULT 

02'26" 202 927 6225 CALLING 05 OK 0000 

02/02/98 19:40 DE STATE PARKS;DOUER CENTRAL OFF -» 912025659000 NO.eei 001 

DEUWARE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 
15 THE GREEtt. DOVER, OE 19901 

(302) 739-5685 
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January 30, 1998 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington DC 20423-0001 

ATTN: Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Environmental Project Director 
Environmental Filing 

RE: CSX and Norfolk Southem control and acquisition of Conrail; Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) 

Dear Ms. Kaiser. 

Thank you for providing us with the DEIS documents. O-ar comments concem sections relating 
to compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, generally, and issues 
affecting the Stale of Delaware, specifically. Where relevani, specific sections ofthe DEIS are 
cited. 

APPROACH TO CULTURAL RESOURCES 
In general, tiie DE SHPO fmds tiie S urface Transportation Board, Section of Environmental 
Analysis (SEA)'s approach to identifying historic properties, ard detennining potential impacls 
thereon, to be inconsistent wilh Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, and its 
implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800). 

In a number of locations witiiin the DEIS, SEA indicaies that it considers only constmction and 
abandonmeni activities lo be relevani lo effects on historic properties. Appendix G (Volume 
5A), specifically states that traffic changes for rail segments, rail yards, and intermodal facilities 
have "little efTect" on historic and cultural resources. However, SEA provides no justification 
for this slalemenl. It could well be argued tfiat an increase of eighl (8) tiains per day on a line that 
runs tiu-ough a hisioric district would have an effect, as defmed in 36 CFR Part 800.9(a), and 
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Adverse Effects, as defined by 36 CFR Part 800.9(b)(2) and (3), specifically. We recognize tiiat 
iiEA had to develop and apply several criteria to address various environmental effects, such as 
noise and air quality. Nevertiieless, SEA should recognize that even if these tiu-esholds, either 
for environmental analysis or for significance, are not met by a certain rail segment, it does not 
necessarily mean that tiie Criteria of Adverse Effect established under 36 CFR Part 800.9(b) do 
not apply. 

SEA also indicates tiiat tiie Board is limited to imposing mitigating conditions on tiie Applicants 
oniy in circumstances involving abandonmeni and new constmctions. This is cited as an 
addilional reason for not looking at hisioric properties in terms of effects from the other three 
identified activity areas. However, this limitation does not impede tiie SEA fi-om making 
recommendations for miligation on a host of other environmental areas affected by activities that 
do not relate to abandonment or constmction, as evidenced in Volume 4. 

Volume 1, Chapter 3, Secticn 3.13.3 discusses potential mitigation strategies for effects on 
historic properties. SEA indicated tiiat "typically", the Board will require HABS/H.AER 
documentation for effects on stmctures. Although this is recognized as a standard mitigation 
measure, tiie SEA also should recognize tiial 36 CFR Part 800 requires tiiat avoidance and 
minimization altematives lo Adverse Effects also be considered. 

The SEA's discussion of "typical" Board requirements for mitigation of archaeological 
properties also seems lo lack consideration of avoidance of resources, and is inconsisteni with the 
Advisory Council's regulations. The DEIS states that tiie raiiroad will be required to "cease 
constmction or abandonment salvage activities if significant archaeological resources are 
idenlified during salvage ofa rail line approved for abandormient or new constmction ofa rail 
line. Activities could resume after the raihoad contacts the appropriate SHPO regarding 
identification and evaluation of any artifacts that have been discovered." This is a reversal ofthe 
steps required by 36 CFR Part 800.4, and sets all such projects up as 800.11 situations (addresses 
unanticipated discoveries). Additionally, it appears to enmist tiie reporting of "significani 
archaeological resources" lo rail constmction workers, who may not have the expertise lo 
identify such properties. 

DELAWARE 

Volume, 3A Chapter 5-DE describes the potential impacts to Delaw«u-e. Ottiy four of the ,aine 
rail segments met tiie Board's threshold for envirorjnental analysis. SEA did not find that 
transportation, energy, hazardous materials/waste sites, natural resources or land use/ 
socioeconomics were relevant technical areas for analysis m Delaware. (This seems to contradict 
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chart provided in Executive Summary, which indicates that several lines met the threshold foi 
HAZMAT issues). Of the remaining technical areas, SEA found tiiat only Cultural Resources 
required further study (i.e, compliance w/Section 106 re Shell Pot Bridge). Nevertheless, SEA 
will also recommend coordination among CS.X and concemed groups in the City of Newark 
regarding existing and future safety concems, particularly at-grade crossings, despite tiie fact that 
the increase in rail traffic was not considered significant by the Board's standards. Volume 4 
provides SEA's Preliminary Recommended Lnvironmental Mitigation for t;,< se two issues, in 
conunents Numbers 13 and 25, respectively. The DE SHPO concurs tiiat these recommendations 
are appropriate. 

Hcwever, in general, tiie DE SHPO views the Section 106 process to be incomplete for the entire 
undertaking, not just the Shell Pot Bridge. Specifically, 36 CFR Part 800.4 and 800.5 
(identification, evaluation and determination of effects on historic properties), have not been 
appropriately addressed. Appendix G contains an overview of the SEA's research conceming 
identification and evaluation of historic properties. SEA identifies steps such as background 
research, development of historic contexts, application of the National Register of Historic Places 
criteria, and application of 36 CFR Part 800.9 (criteria of effect). In another section--Volume 
3A, Chapter 5-DE-SEA indicates that, apparently through this process, they determined the 
Shell Pot Bridge to be eligible for the National Register. Note, however, tiiat the DE SHPO has 
not received any formal Determination of Eligibility for this property. To the best of our 
knowledge, tiie only information SE.̂  collected conceming this property is that which we 
ourselves provided to your consultant, McGinley Hart Recentiy, the Delaware Department of 
Transportation has provided a draft historic context for railroad bridges. This may prove helpful 
in the formal evaluation of this, and other affected properties in Delaware. 

The DE SHPO also provided information conceming other resources or potential resources 
on/near the Shell Pot Connector, as well as on the main CSX and Amu-ak (NEC) lines; 
informaiion on the latter was sent to the .Applicants' consultant. Dames and Moore. We have no 
indication that the presence of these properties has been laken to accouni. Neither of the 
consultants visited our office to acquire complete information on known and poiential historic 
properties in tiie Area of Poiential Effect for the projecl. In particular, the Northeast Corridor, 
historically known as the Wilmingion Rail Viaduct, is ilself an identified hisioric property, that 
includes rail lines, bridges, and other reialed stmctures. Significani traffic increases are expecied 
on rail segments on the Northeast Corridor. The STB and/or the Applicants will need to formally 
address affects on this historic property. 
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Thank you for your consideration of these comments. If there is any way in which we can assist 
the STB with fulfilling its Section 106 respjonsibilitics in Delaware, please do nol hesitate lo 
cor .act me, or Gwen Davis, at (302) 739-5685. 

Sincerely, 

Joan N. Larrivee 

Deputy State Historic Preservation O^cer 

cc: Mai-tiia Catiin, ACHP 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

February 4,1998 

Via Federal Express &. 
Regular Mail 

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

Attention: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmentai Project Director 
Environmental Filin? 

LEASE RESPONDTo: 

P. O. Box 778 
Dover, DE 19903 
Ph: (302) 739-1575 
Fax: (302)739.6119 
fschranck@snitp.dot.state.de.us' 

RE: Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Proposed Conrail .Acquisition. 
Comments from the Delaware Department ofTransportation (DelDOT) 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

The Delaware Department ofTransportation (DelDOT) has reviewed the Draft 
Environmentai Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Conrail acquisition by CSX and 
Norfoli; Southem (NS) We find the report clear and concise in some areas of a.nalysis. 
However, tnere are several unresolved issues that must be addressed and further detailed. For 
your records, the Department and State strongly recommend that the Surface Transportation 
Board's Section of Environmental Analysis (SE.A) consider or conditionally accepi the 
followmg comments arid conditions before the final analysis of the EIS may be evaluated. 

Specifically, there are severai areas: 

Air Qualitv 

The Department feels that the determination ofair quality impacts in Delaware have been 
collected and evaluated incorrectly 

Emission estimates withir. the EIS show that the increased countywide air pollutant emissions 
Vvili exceed the threshold for New Castie Ccunt\', Delaware. The assessment also concludes 
that there will be localized increases in emissions, a concem for many Deiawareans. 
Howe\ er, the anaiysis of detennining the overall impact with mitigation measures was 
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evaluated on a regional basis We feel that im,.acts with mitigation measures should be 
determined on a localized basis, since the ennre freight operations are a stationary or linear 
source. 

In addition, the EIS in Delaware also states that increases in air pollution are not likely to 
affect compliance with air quaiity standards However, there is no proof or concurrence m 
this statement or assessment In order to be consistent with NTEPA guidelines, the 
Department would like to see a concu.Tence lener from the Delaware Depanment of Natural 
Resources and Environmental Control's Air Quality Branch, The letter should staie that 
die/e will be no impacts to air qualiry standards in New Castle County and within the State. 

Within the evaiuation tabie for Annaal NOx Emission Summary in New Castle Counry, the 
Department feels that tmck diversion will not have immediate decrease of 49 18 annual tons 
per year. In addition, the denominator that is used to conclude a 61% increase in county NOx 
emissions is outdated. Specifically, the analysis used to compare and evaluate the Existing 
County Total NOx emissions comes from a 1995 figure. With such an outdated base figure, 
the overall percent increase of air pollution may be reaching the 1% threshold. The 
Department feels that updated information and numbers are necessary to fiilly dete.'mme and 
summarize the air quality analysis The applicants "Netting" criteria used is not the best 
method, since it oniy dilutes numbers and figures. 

In evaluating the air poilution data for Delaware, the anticipated NOx emission from freight 
rail will be approximately 184,85 annual tons per year From an overall basis in New Castle 
County, this amount may be considered significant in Delaware (despite it not exceeding a 
countywide 1% increase) In Delaware, we consider this additional amount significant due to 
our smaller and localized region As a result, the Department fiirther suggests that the SE.'X. 
should condinonally accept the proposed Conraii acquismon only if proper coordination, 
permits, and'or concurrence has been obtained from the Delaware Department of Natural 
Resources and Environmenta! Control's Air Quality Branch. 

Commuter Service and Passenger Rail Service 

DelDOT, through the cooperation of SEPTA officials, has conttacted for a major commuter 
line and station in Newark, DE (along the Amttak's Northeast Corridor) This station and 
location is key to the multimodal system and the administtatton's mission in providing 
a ltemattve ttansportation choices. The passenger service of SEPTA in Newark to Wilmington 
and locations further north has been a major regional investment in this State. Future plans 
not indicated within the EIS assessment are to expand this SEPTA service line and offer 
service within the Stanton, DE region (i.e Churchmans Crossing). Why was this not 
considered? 

What is also questionable within the EIS report is that the Department's commuter rail 
service (SEPTA in Delaware) operates over freight camers. However, the EIS also memions 
that freight earner"; operate over regional commuter lines (i e. DelDOT's new SEPTA 
conttact) 
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The Department is not sure what to beiieve and is concemed over the contradictions of these 
statements These need clarification. 

Overall, will the Conrail acquismon impact the Depamnent's future pians for addinonai 
frequency and fimes for commuter rail service aiong the Amtrak northeast comdor'' The 
Department wouid like to know, m wntmg or m proof that the Delaware regional commuter 
service (i.e. the DelDOT - SEfTA conttact) will not be impacted cunentiy or into the fiittire. 
This also includes additional commuter rail service plans to expand service and frequency of 
nmes There is no indication of this within the EIS report. 

Cultural Resources 

According to the NEPA guidelines, al! additional bndges, buiiding facilittes, and rail yards 
lhat are expected to be improved or updated (as indicated) may be constdered a secondary 
impact. Therefore, an inventory of existing facilities shouid have been histoncally evaluated. 

Overall, the Department agrees that NS shal! undertake no consttuction or modification ofthe 
Sheilpot bndge near Wilmington, DE, until completion ofthe Section 106 process ofthe 
Nanonal Historic Preservation Act (16 U S C. 470f, as amended) and approoriate minganon 
measures are identified. However, with this committnent, the Departtnent cautions the 
interpretation of what is considered "appropnate" mitigation Over the years, DelDOT's 
coordination on past and cunent projects with the Delaware State Historic Preservation 
Office (DE SHPO) has not aiways been a give and take process It is the Department's belief 
that culttiral resource measures obligated ty applicants will be extended beyond the most 
feasible, reasonable, and appropnate measures as desired by the applicants. The DE SHPO 
has and will require measures that extend beyond the reasonable and feasible thresholds tiiat 
may seem appropnate under the Section 106 regulations In sum, the applicants may not 
adhere to the DE SHPO measures for culmral resource identification, aitemative analysis, 
and appropnate mitigation. 

Environmental Justice 

The Departtnent would like to know how the pplicant obtained mformation in Delaware for 
evaluating the social-economic data ofland uses and people who live along the rail lines 
How did they conduct, collect, or venfy tiie data to detennine that minority or a low-income 
population did not meet the threshoid for fiarther environmentai justice analysis? 
It seems that there was no field evaluation or consultation with area representatives, so tiiis 
evaiuation couid be irconectly documented. 

The EIS repon indicaces that a copy of the report has been placed/sent to area locations with 
high proportions of m.nonty and low income populations. However, the applicants never 
considered the nme, n ansportation needs, literacy, and ability to understand and interpret 
such a lengthy, comple.̂ , and professional document. By the time an individual or 
community is aware ana can understand the available mfonnation and associated impacts, it 
IS after the fact. 
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Therefbre. the Department wouid like to know in what areas of Delaware's minority and low-
income populations was this EIS report made available. Who are the points of contact and 
were they explained the background of the project? Were they able to explain or understand 
the associated impacts so they couid disseminate information out into their communirv '' 

Hazardous Waste 

Two rail line segments, Wil.<-mere to Elsmere (C-084) and Bell to Edgemore (N-OlO), were 
determined in the executive summary as exceeding threshold limits m hazardous materia!. 
However, within the individual repon and anaiysis for Delaware, there was no discussion or 
mention of this exceeded threshold If fact, within the Delaware Summary of Analysis (Vol, 
3-A), the applican 3 determined that the site specific analysis did not ̂ p ly The Depanment 
questions this analysis due to inaccuracies in indication levels. Wiii the Conrai! acquisinon 
impact hazardous waste threshoid limits'' The Department does not know because there are 
two different assessments within the EIS The Department would like this forma! analysis 
clarified and a response back to the Department before any final EIS decision is reached. In 
addition, the Depamnent would also like proper time allotted in order to determine and 
respond to the SEA if there is a hazardous waste threshoid limit exceeded in Delaware. 

Areas of Special Concem - Newark. DE 

The EIS mentions that the increase in freight ttains may have minor adverse effects on the 
public (particularly pedesttian) safety, noise, emergency vehicle response, and hazardous 
materia! ttansport. The EIS determined that the minor increase in ttain ttaffic would have 
only a minor incremental effect on the community However, this increase will tend to 
worsen tht p'-e-existtng conditions. In fact, they -.--nW b' aggravated by the increased ttain 
ttaffic. 

The Department concurs wuh the prciiminary recrmrnendation that CS.X shail consult with 
local agencies, the University of Delaware. DelDOT, and omer appropriate parties to address 
potentia! safety concems regarding the three highway/rail at-grade crossings in Newark 
Specifically. CSX shal! meet with these parties to negotiate a binding mutual agreement on 
the implementation and funding allocation for measures to address safety conceins at these 
crossings Appropriate measures could include quadrant gates, pedestrian gates and fences, 
pedesttian overpasses, safety education, or other measures to address pedesttian safety. 

At this point, there have been no appropriate altemattve mitigation measures by freight 
camers that iiave inciuded consultation with the Department Since the Department feels that 
mutuai agreements stated above may never be reached before the release of the final 
EIS, the Department feels that additional measures shall also be included as a developing 
alternative mitigation. 

As an additional provision, there are several overpasses and underpasses that pose as an 
immediate problem for ttaffic and pedestnaiv'bike safety It is the Department's positton 
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that CS.X shall aiso consult with loca! agencies, the University of Delaware, DelDOT. and 
other appropnate parties regarding overpasses and underpasses throughout the Newark, DE, 
Specifically, one example is located at Casho Mill Road in Newark, 

Further Analysis Needed - Cumulative Impacts 

h appears that the EIS overiooks the induced, additive, and synergistic impacts of cumulative 
impacts. 

The EIS states that both CSX and NS plan to undertake fiimre facility improvements .r. 
Delaware as part ofthe proposed Conrail acquismon As it stands, the proposed Conrail 
acquisition related activity that would meet or exceed the Board's thresholds for 
environmental analysis m Delaware inciude increased ttain operations on a total of four iine 
segments. 

However, the Department disagrees with the assessmeni that there are no intermodai facilities 
or rail yards that wouid meet or exceed the Board's thresholds for environmentai analysis. 
The Department requests that the EIS report further analyze and lisi increases in specific 
acnvities at certain intermodal facilities and rail yards. 

The EIS also states that Delaware shippers would gain new and more efficient routes and 
services. Even the Port of Wilmington would gain extended market reach to the midwest and 
southeast through the expanded CSX and NS networks .As it stands, the proposed Conrail 
acquisition related changes would be largely limited to changes in ttain operations on 
exi.sting rail lines However, with the extended market outteach expected there are also 
futures costs and secondary impacts/changes that are brought upon the State's transportation 
system This was not addressed in the EIS 

Because the SE.A did not take into account tiie increased freight activity with preventative 
maintenance provisions, the Department feels that safety operations in both freight and 
passenger/commuter rail operations in Delaware was inaccurately evaluated In addiuon, the 
SEA did not accurately assess and conclude m esnmating the potential risks ofan accident. 

The Depanment would like to know how maintenance agreements for safety concems and 
operations will be addressed. The safety and mcreased maintenance concems are also 
important factors for p^seneer operations through Delaware, What wil'. be the future 
maintenance agreements shared by Amtrak, CSX, NS, and other governing agencies such 
as DelDOT'' 

Overall, the Department would like a commitment tiiat maintenanca of facilittes and 
infrastructure needs will consider improvements that go beyond r.'placing in-kind structures 
or the least expensive options. For example, the overpass « Casho Mil! Rozd in Newark is a 
one lane overpass that is extremely dangerous and is a safety concern. A longer span bridge 
IS needed to address concems both for rail ser.ice and ttansportation service along the road. 
When this bridge is replaced (or any other for this matter) the Depaitmem, along with many 
goveming agencies, public officials, and citizens, feels that multimodal needs and the safety 
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for this bridge should be addressed. This would include the provision of signs, lighting, 
sidewalks/bike lane additions, drainage, clearance, ttaffic calming, and/or wider ttavel lanes. 

Within the EIS, the Department would like to know how CSX and NS plan to undertake 
facility improvements so as not to inhibit potential impacts cause by hazardous waste, ttaffic 
flow, multimodal investments and facilities, culttiral and historic resources (including bndges 
and stations), noise, and passenger ttaffic Even though the immediate Conrail acquisition 
may not immediately impact intermodal facilities and rail yards, future acttons will. For 
example, the EIS states that there will be certain facility improvements in the future. How 
can the SEA properly cons der any secondary impacts when CSX and NS appear to be 
segmenting phases and prcjv-i ts for future actions'' There should be a direct conelation with 
impacts indicated for all anticipated future acrions and facility improvements 

As a result, the Department does not concur with the statement that "there will be no 
intermodal facilities and rail yards that would meet or exceed the Board's thresholds for 
environmental analysis and there are no new connections or proposed abandonment." The 
Department believes that a long-range plan for the entire rail nerwork should be established. 

In addition, the EIS states that increased freight and operations require rehabilitation ofthe 
Shellpot Bridge. However, was there a proper assessment done to ensure that other bndges 
and high maintenance areas are not easily prone to accelerated safety concems (i e secondary 
impacts of safety not evaluated)'' This would not only include other Delaware rail bridges 
(underpasses and overpasses), but other freight and intermodal facilities, traffic intersections, 
sensitive land uses, and anticipated expansion areas as indicated within the EIS, 

Realizing that increased freight ttain activity would increase the probability of a freight ttain 
accident, the Department would also like an analysis or evaluation of the increased 
maintenance program Specifically, there should be a base line stmcttiral analysis of bridges 
(at underpasses or overpasses, creeks/streams, etc ) and other anticipated maintenance areas. 
The EIS should discuss these existing base line conditions and how the expected weight and 
frequency ttavel consolidation will potentially increase maintenance operanons. 

As a specific provision in Delaware, the Department would like a commitment from the CSX 
and NS that they will parmer with DelDOT both financially and administtalively to 
determine that, 

• On a continual basis, ttaffic and pedesttian safety at at-grade crossings and at overpasses 
and underpasses will be improved as reasonably needed or warranted. 

• The Department would also like to see a document or special conditions for continual 
inspection of bridges, rail lines, and safety equipment (gating and lighting, etc.) at grade 
intersections. 

• The SEA should also request a commitment for added maintenance. The Department and 
State do not expect rai'. companies to implement a maintenance or replacement program 
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solely after an accident occurs. We want to ensure that an accident never happens The 
Department wants a fonnal committnent and dedicanon that maintenance and inspection 
schedules are implemented on a more frequent basis These measures should be adopted 
and concuned before the SEA approves ofthe acquisition application. 

Noise 

From the noise ?ippendix table, tiie Department does not believe the consultants considered or 
measured sensitive noise receptors vithin tiie City of Newark. Noise study impacts in 
Newark should be considered because tiiere are many sensuive receptors tiiroughoui this 
community. 

The Department is also requesting tiiat CSX and NS immediately commit to adopting and 
allocating fiinding programs towards implementing tiie ftimre FRA mles on ttain hom 
blowing procedures. Th-3 .-hould include a major commitment to instill or retrofit safety 
features, barners, lightr, and crossing arms, wiien required 

I hope that the Depatment's comments and stated positions are clear Ifyou have any 
quesnons or ciarificaion, piease contact me at 302-739-4575. 

FHS/mh 

Very tmly yours, 

Fredenck H. Schranck 
Deputy Attomey General 

cc: Honorable Thomas R. Carper, Governor of Delaware 
Aime Canby, Secretary ofTransportation 
Raymond Harbeson, Chief Engineer 
Eugene Abbott, Director of Piannmg 
Joseph Wutka, Assistant Duector of Planning 
Ell Cooper, Assistant Director of Interm.oda! Programs 
Therese Fulmer, Manager, Environmentai Studies 
Michaei Hahn, Senior Transportation Planner 
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FLORIDA DEPARIMENT OF 

Sandra B. Mortfiam 
Secretary of State 

DOCUMErfF¥i?( 3( 1̂' 7 ^ -S'̂ -̂ P̂ ^QNHISTORICALRESOUR. 
December 17, 1997 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Office ofthe Secretary, Case Control Uoit 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
I92j K Street, N W. 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

ENVi ^ 

In 
Robin": 
Historic Shes SpeciaUst 
ProiM file No. 975467 

RE: Cultural Resoiu-ce Assessment Request 
Siuface Transportation 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 Cons<riidated 
rail Corporation: Final Scope of the Envirotunental Impact Statement 
Florida 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

In accordance with the procedures contained in 36 C.F.R., Part 800 ("Protection of Historic 
Properties"), we have reviewed the referenced project(s) for possible impact to historic properties 
listed, or eligible for listing, in the National Register of Histonc Places. The authority for this 
procediu-e is the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89-665), as amended. 

A review of the Florida Site File indicates lhat no significant archaeological or historical ntes are 
recorded for or Ukely to be present within the project area. Fiuthennore, because of the project 
location and/or nature it is unlikely that any such sites wiU be affected. Therefore, it is tfM opinion 
of this office that the proposed project will have no effect on historic properties listed, or eiigiUe 
for Usting, in the National Register of Kstoric Places. 

If you have any questions concaning our comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. Your 
interest in protecting Florida's historic propeities is appreciated. 

Sincerdy, 

GWP/Jrj 

George W. Percy, Director 
Division of Historical Resources 

and 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

DIRECTOR'S OFHCE 
R.A. Gray Building • 500 South Bronough Street • Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0250 • (850)488-1480 

FAX: (850) 488-3353 • WWW Addiess http"y/www.dos. sUtcfljis 
• ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH jD HBTCMaC PRESERVA-ITON O HBTMUCAL MUOTUMS 

(850)487-2299 • FAX 414-2207 '̂ (850)487-2333 • FAX 922-0496 (850) 48»-1484 • FAX 921-2503 
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Illinois Historic RICD'^^ 

j j g g j Preservation Ageiic}OOCUMBî  

IBSSI 1 Old State Capitol Plaza « Springfield. Illinois 62701-1507 
Various Counties ~" ' 

STB-CSX and Norfolk-Conrail acquisition 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
IHPA Log #12062497, 970107004P-S 

Januari' 13, 1998 

Elaine Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Bnvironmental Filing 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Our office has reviewed the Draft Environmental In5>act Statement for 
the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. The statements in Volume 3A of 
the report regarding cultural resources in I l l i n o i s are accurate. We 
look forward to further consultation regarding the interlocking tower 
at 75th Street xn Chicago and the archaeological investigations at 
Exermont. I f you have any questions, please contact either Ms. Tracey 
Sculle, Cultural Resources Manager, 217/785-3977 or Mr. Joseph 
Phillippe, Staff Archaeologist, 217/785-1279. 

jcerel 

— r V 
Anne E. Haaker 
Deputy State Historic 

Preservation Officer 

AEH:TAS 
c: Paul McGinley 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

CENTRAL ADWINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: im% _r 

Division of Historic Preservation 
and Archaeology 

402 W Washington St., Room \\'274 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 
E-mail: dhpa at dnrlan@iina isd.sute in us 
017)232-1646 
(317)232-0693 FAX 

January 2, 1998 

Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW, Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Dear Mr. Williams: 

Wc have reviewed tiie Environmental Assessment for tiie p'oposed acquisition and control of 
Conrail at Willow Creek and Alexandria in Madison and Porter counties, Indiana [FINANCE 
DOCKET #33388]. This review has been conducted pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Aci (16 U.S.C. Section 4700 and implementing regulations found at 36 C F R. 
Part 800 

As long as the project remains witfiin areas disttubed by previous consttuction, no known hisioric 
buildings, sttucttires, distticts. objects, or archaeological sites usted in or eligible for inclusion in tfie 
National Register of Historic Places will be affected by tius projecL However, if any archaeological 
artifacts or human remains are uncovered during construction, demolition, or earthmoving activities, 
state law (Indiana Code 14-21-1-27 and 29) requires tfiat woric must stop and tiiat tiie discovery must 
be reported to tfie Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology witfun two (2) business days. 
Additionally, in tiie event tiiat artifacts or feattues are discovered during tiie implementation of tfie 
federally assisted project, activity, or program and a plan has not been developed, h is tfw federal 
agency's responsibility to contact tfie Advisory Council on Hiicoric Preservation in accordance witfi 
36 C.F.R. Section 800.1 l(bX2). Thank you for your cooperation. 

Very tmly yours. 

Larry D. Macklin 
State Historic Prese.yation Officer 

LDM:SLW:RSW:smg 

"EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER" 
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

Division of Historic Pr. ervation 
and Archaeology 

402 W Washington St. Room W274 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 
E-mail: dhpa ai_dnrlan@ima.isd.state.in.us 
(317)232-1646 
(317)232-0693 FAX 

February 6,1998 

URRY D. MACKUN, DIRECTOR 

Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, DC 20423 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

We have reviewed tiie proposed Finance Docket No. 33388-CSX and Norfolk Soutiiem-Control 
and Acquisition-Conrail; Compliance witii Section 106 oftiie NHPA (request for SHPO review of 
all acquisition activities in Indiana other than tiie construction at Willow Creek [CSX] and 
Alexandria [NS]) County, Indiana. This review has been conducted pursuant to Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. Section 470f) and implementing regulations found 
al 36 C.F.R. Part 800. 

In regards to tiie architectural aspects of tiie project, tiie Nortii Liberty Combination Depot is 
considered to be eligible for uiclusion in tiie National Register of Historic Places because of its 
architectural and historical significance. Il is an outsianding example ofa board and batten depot. 
It is also an important historical resource., because it illustrates tiie development oftiie railroad in St. 
Joseph Coimty. Please refer tc the enclosed map for your reference. 

Because tiie North Liberty Combination Depot is witiun the area of potential effect, it is our 
responsibility to determine tfie effect cf tiie proposed rail line abandonment projecl on tiie depot 
However, we need more infonnation to enable us to evaluate tfie effect How will tfie abandonment 
affeci tiie use oftiie depot? Will tiie depot conlinue to be used for storage? Will tfie depot be sold 
or abandoned? Please explain ui detail tfie proposed future plans for tfie depot. Once tfie above 
requested information is received by our office, tii. review process will continue. Ifyou have any 
fiirther questions about tiie above maierial, please call Michelle M. Daleiden or Ralph S Wilcox at 
(317)232-1646. 

In regards to tiie archaeological aspects of tiie project, as long as die Soutfa Bend to Dillon Junction 
rail line abandonment project remains witiun areas disturbed by previous construction, no known 
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Elaine K. Kaiser 
February 6,1998 
Page 2 

archaeological sites listed in or eligible for inclusion in thc National Register of Hisioric Places will 
be affected by this project. However, if any archaeological arti£fK:ts or buman remains arc uncovered 
during construction, demolition, or earthmoviiig activities, state law (Indiana Code 14-21 -1-27 and 
29) requires tiiat work musl stop and tiiat the discovery must be reported to the Division of Historic 
Preservation and Archaeology within two (2) business days. Additionally, in tfie event that artifacts 
or features are discovered during the implementation of the federally assisted project, activity, or 
program and a plan has not been developed, h is the federal agency's responsibility to contact the 
Advisoiy Council on Historic Preservation in accordance with 36 C.F.R. Sect" >n 800.1 l(bX2). 

We concur with the findings of the report for both the Butler and Tolleston projects. Given the 
results of the archaeological overviews (Wharton and Skinner, 10/24/97), neither project area is 
Ukely to contain significani archaeological resources. As such, oo known arcliaeological sites listed 
in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places wili be afiected by this project. 

If any archaeological artifiu:ts or human remains are uncovered during construction, federal law and 
regulations (16 USC 470, et seq.; 36 CFR 800.11, et al.) and, additionally, state law (Indiana Code 
14-21-1), require that work must stop and that the discovery imist oe i^r ted to the Division of 
Historic Preservation and Archaeology within two (2) business days. If you have any questions 
about the archaeological aspects of the project, pieasc call Jim Mohow or Dr. Rick Jones at (317) 
232-1646. Thank you for your cooperatiotL 

Very truly yours. 

D. Macklin 
Historic Preservation Officer 

LDM:SLW:JAM:MMD:RSW:rsw 

cc: Richard Starzak, Myra L. Frank & Associates, Inc. 
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vlar>'land 
Department of 
HLousing and 
Community 
Development 

I Division of Histoncd ar\i 

ZuUural Programi 

00 Community Place' 

j JOwnsvUle. MiryUnd 21032 

•10-514-7600 

-800-756.0119 

ax 410-987-4071 

I .ta.-yland Relay for the Deaf: 

1-800-735-2258 

nip7Awwwdhcd.statemd.us 

PamsN Glendenmg 
I Governor 

Patricia) Payne 
Secretary 

Raymond A Skmner 
Deputy Secreiary 

r.rMTo.., AnMi*'l!3TRAriV£ UNIT 

Febniary 2,1998 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Euviionmeatal Analysis 
SurfiMx Tianspoitatiw Board 
1925 KStreet NW 
Washiagton, D C 20423-0001 

Re: Draft EIS - Proposed Contaii Acquisition 
CSX Coiporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. 
Norfolk Soutiiem Coiporation and Norfolk Soutfaem Railway Company 
State Clearinghouse No. MD971222-1116 

Dear Ma. Kaiser 

Thank you for providing us witii a copy oftiie above-refisrenced DEIS, for 
review and commeat The Maryland Historical Trust has reviewed tfae pioposed 
actions fbr Maryland to assess tiicir effects on historic pioperties, pursuant to Section 
106 of the Natir lal I£stonc Preservation Act of 1%6, as amended. 

Maryland components of tfae undertaking indude incieased train operations on 
13 rail line segments, constmction of one rail line connectioD in Hageistown, and 
construction of one inteimodal fedlity in Baltimore. Based on the documentation 
presented in tfae DEIS, wc concur that implementation of tfae Maiyland actions will have 
no eflfisct on historic properties, including historic ."stractoies and aicheological sites, 
eligible for inclusion tn the National Register of Historic Places. Furtfaer consuhation 
v/ith tile Trust for Section 106 purposes is not needed unless ihie project scope changes 

7631. 
If you have questions or require furthei- assistance, please caU me at (410) S14-

Sincerely, 

i j esie 
'Administrator, Aicheological Seivices 

EJC/9800040 
cc: Ms. La Veme Gray (MOP) 

Mr. Paul McGinley (MHA) 



CENTRAL 
REC'D: i 

Mljm̂ TRATlVE UNIT 

DOCUtv..-ir H JJ^kJlLJ^im/i/^fyi 

MENTAL 
ENT 

The Commonwealth of Massachusetts''̂  
William Francis Galvin, Secretary of the Cc.-nmonwcalth 

Massachusetts Historical Commission 
January 13, 1998 

Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KSn«et,NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

RE: Propos^ COTjail Acquisition by CSX Corporation and Norfolk Soutiiem (NS) Railroads 
Statewide, MA Fmancial'\)cket No. 33388 (MHC# 19523) 

Dear Ms Kaiser 

Thank you for submitting tiie Draft Fnvironmental Impact Statement (DEIS) (dated December 12 1997) 
concemmg tfie proposed COIL il acquisition which was received by die Massachusetts Hikorical 

°" ""derstood tiiat die propoLl acquisition S^uivoSe S 
f h K l L° ^ ' V ^ ' / ' " ^ ' P™P«^« rail yards and otfier intennodal facilities. It is also understood 
ti^ the acqmsiuon will Ukely r«ult m operatmg changes including increased freight traffic over mil lines 
constructicn of new rail lmes, and abandonraents of rail lines. 

MHC staff have «v»cwed submitted DEIS. At tfiis time tfie MHC concurs witf, tfie preliminary 
recommendations of tfie DEIS which established tfi« to date tfiere are no significant impacts i S S ^ 
tiie state of Massachusetts. The MHC will expect diat as die acquisition S>j«:t evolv^ tiiere tnay be 
additional changes which will require our continued involvemeu 

Pres Walton Q6 CI^'«00)° ' ^^^ '° compliance witfi Section 106 of tiie National Historic 

Ifyou have questions, please contact Paul Holtz at tius offict. Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

JuditR B. McE)onough 
Executive Director 
Massachusetts Historical Commission 
Slate Historic Preservation Officer 

220 Morrissey Boulevard. Boston, Massachusetts 02125 • (617) 727-8470 
Fa.x: (617) 727-5128 TDD: 1-800-392-6090 
Website: ww-*r.magnet.$tate.ma.us/sec/mhc 

lUO 



CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
RFC'D* 2-3/7% 

• N . p ) K M ^ l \ | . i h l < - > l ( S r o h * 

11 February 1998 

STATK OF .MLSSOURI 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
DIVI.SION OF STATi: I'AUKS 

I'.O. llox 176 J.-tlors'-n City. 6S102-()l"'fi (573)7=11-2479 

Paul McGinley 
McGinley, Hart & Associates LLP 
77 North Washington Street 
Boston, Massachussets 02114 

Ra: CSX and Norfolk Southem Acquisition (STP) Docket No. 33388 , Missouri 

Dear Mr. McGinley: 

Thank you for submitting information on the above referenced project for our review pursuant to Section 
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (P.L. 8 9 - ^ 5 . as amended). 

Staff of the Historic Preservation Program. Missouri Department of Natural Resources have reviewed the 
information provided concerning the above referenced project. We have determined that portions of the 
railroad systems under consideratkjn may be eligible for incluswn in the National Register of Histonc 
Places. However, as the proposed acquisition should have "no effect" on any buildings, stmctures or 
objects which may be eligfole, we have no objections to the proposed acquisition. 

Please be advised that, should future projeci plans require alteration or demolition, informaticn 
documenting the proposed projects and photographs and descnptive histories of the affected rail line 
should be submitted to this office for further review pursuant to the Nationa! Histonc Preservation Act (P.L. 
89-665, as amended) Based on review of submitted materials, we will determine effect of proposed 
projects on any eligible properties. 

If you have any questions, please write or call Lee Gilleard at 573/751-5367 for informaton appropriate 
documentation for railroad systems, or Judith Deel at 573/751-7862. 

Sincerely, 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION PROQRMA 

Claire F. Blackwell 
Director and Deputy State 
Historic Preseivation Officer 

CFB:jd 

c Elaine K. Kaiser 
Tom McCulloch 

O 
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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: i^f^-'i~:n 
DOCUMENT̂# iP/:̂ :: /̂/ ^.',v:pq ^ 

Christine Todd Whitman 
Go. ernor 

^tate of ^tba '^erae^ 
Department of Environmental Protection Robert C. Shinn, Jr. 

Comm/ssioner 

December 9, 1997 

Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
1925 K .Stt-eeL N.W., Room 504 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

RE: Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-No, 38) 
CSX Corp. and CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Southem Corp. and Norfolk Jso t̂liem 

Railway Company - Contrcl and Operating Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc. and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation 

New Jersey Transit Corporation ~ Operating Rights 

To Whom It May Concem: 

The Office of PTog»-am Coordination of the New Jersey Department of Environmental 
Proiection has completed its rt -•'̂ w of the "Responsive Environmental Report of New Jersey 
Transit Corporation" (RER; dated No . ember 3, 1997) prepared for the above referenced action. 
The RER was prepared and filed by New Jersey Transit Corporation to evaluate the potentiai 
environmental impacts ofthe use ofthe Conrail Bordentown Secondary railroac' line between 
Trentor and Camden, New Jersey for a proposed Light Rail Transit (LRT) system. 

The Department has been involved in a namber of preapplication meetings with New 
Jersey Transit Corporation concemmg the proposed LRT system. As of the present date, the 
Department has not participated in "effects consultations" (pursuant to Section 106 ofthe 
National Histonc Preservation Act) to evaluate potential impacts to historic and cultural 
resources (see Section VI-I. page 21 ofthe RER). Given the information currently available to it 
and that provided m the RER, the Depamient carmot make a determination that the proposed 
LRT system will or will not result in significant adverse impacts to the environment. However, 
as noted in Section I - Executive Summary (pages 4-5) of thc RER, a number of State permits 
will be required for the proposed LRT system. In addition, the proposed project v̂ nll be subject to 
a comprehensive environmental asses-sment process pursuant to the requirements of New Jeisey 
Executive Order No. 215 (copy attached). Any potennal significant adverse environmental 
impacts identified tiunng the regulaioi-y and Executive Order No. 215 review processes must bc 
addressed (i.e. avoided, minimized, or mitigated) by New Jersey Transit Corporation. Therefore, 
at the present time, the Department does not object to a finding in favor of New Jersey Transit 
Corporation m the above referenced action 

D42 
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mm 
If you have any questions, I may be contacted at (609) 292-2662. 

Lawrence Schmidt 
Director 
Office of Program Coordmation 

c. Dorothy Guzzo, Historic Preservation 
Michael Hogan, Commissioner's Office 
Kevm M. Sheys, Oppenheimer Wolf & Donnelly 
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Environmental Assessment 
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^tatB of ^eia ^jcrseg 
Christine Toad Whitman Department of Environmental Protection Robert C. Shinn, Jr 
Governor Commissiorier 

Office of Program Coordination 
PO Box 418 

Trenton. NJ 08625-0418 
Phone 609-292-2662 

Fax 609-777-0942 

EXECUTIVE ORDER NO. 215 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

Govemor Thomas H. Kean signed tiie attacfied Executive Order No. 215 (EO 
#2t5) on September 11, 1989. The Executive Order rescinds Govemor Cahill's 
Executive Ooler No. 53 (1973). EO #215 requires departments, agendes and 
autiiorities of the State to prepare and submit to tiie New Jersey Department of 
Environmental Protection (NJDEP) an environmental assessment (EA) or 
environmental impact statement (EIS) (as specified in tiie Order) in support of major 
construction projects. Guidelines for the preparation of the EA/EIS are also attacfied. 
The objective of this Order is to reduce or eliminate any potential adverse 
environmental impacts cf projects initiated or funded by the State. 

Lawrence Schmidt, Director of the NJDEP's Office of Program Coordination 
(609-292-2662) is responsible for Uie administiation of EO #215. Please contact him or 
his; staff (Ken Koschek or Joel Pecchioii) if you have any questions regarding the Order. 
The Office of Program Coordination stands ready to meet with agencies to discuss 
potential projects, detemiine tiie scope of an EA/EIS. or to discuss tiie requirements of 
EO#215. 

All required EA/EIS submissions should be made to Lawrence Schmidt (NJDEP, 
Office of Program Coordination. PO Box 418, Trenton, NJ 08625-0418) by ttie agency 
undertaking or funding the project Sbc copies of Uie document are required. Please 
note, the review schedule is inciuded in ttie Order. 

iP^PPOl Alw Jmey is ut EcptSl Opporturuty Employer 
Recycled P»per 
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STATC OF N e w JCRSCY ' 
FIxiCL'TIVt L>(r.««TMtXT 

\ 

EXECUTIVE OBSER NO. 21S 

WBEKEAS. chf protection of ch« tDVlrooMBe. which Is th€ aubject of 

* public cru*c »di«ial«t«r«<l by govtrnMat for tb* beiMxlt of «U deizans. 

t« « prlMry reapoulbUlty ot Stat* govonnue: and 

WHEREAS, govcroMnt wist not only rcgnlsta but aUo Mist prcvld* an 

uMpl* la tba •/fort co protsct tbs buMa snvlrooMat sad tbs osnrsl 

rssouresi sf tbs Ststs; snd 

WHEREAS, ths dsslgn sad location of projsecs lalclacad or foadsd by 

dspsrtMnta. sgsnclss or suthorldss of Stars gVTsmsnc aay hava alcalilcsat 

prlMry sad coas«iusntlsl sff sets on ths st.vlroaMat: sad 

WHEREAS, ths protsction of ths sorlroaMat. ths —nsgs—nc of dsTslopwrne. 

snd ths prudsat u*. of ths Ststs's .ll«ttsd laad sad oeh«r rssoarcss vUl bs 

fostsrsd by ths propsr i .. -tioa sad dsalga of projsets ialclacsd or fuadsd by 

dspartMacs. sgsadss or ss.chorlclss of Seaca goTstaMae; sad 

WHEREAS, chs potsatl*Xly sdvsrss savlroaMatal lapact of prejsees 

laltlatsd or fuadsd by dsprawus, Agsaelss or sactaorlclM of Stacs gorsnasac 

caa bs «»bst*ntl*lly rsdaesd or slialaatsd If ehac lapaet la sa««sssd, bsf ors 

ths approval of such projset snd s«rMa«ic rsaetaad ea cba way* sad assas co 

samr* cavlronasntsl coapaclhlU .7; 

NOW, THEIEFORE. I. THOHAS H. REAH. Covstaor of ths Scac* of Hsw Jsrssy. 

by vlrcus ot chs authority ve.csd In as by ths Constitution snd by ths Ststutss 

of this Ststs. do h«r*bv ORDER AMO DIRECT: 

I. AU dspsrtasnts. sgsadss snd suchorlclaa of cha Scats shaU prtpars 

snd subklt to ths Ospsrtasnt of Ewrlroaawical Procsccioa aa savlroaa«ical 

ssMssasac or savlronasntal lapacc stacsasat. ss spsdfiad bslow. la supporc 

of aajor coaatructloa projects. .Projscca dirscdy Iddaesd by dspsrcasat*. 

scaadas. or aucherldsa of cha SCaca. aa aaU aa projaeca la irtUch Cha Scaca 

4«M«.«tta. s««u:iss or aaetaerietaa ara graadat ac Isaac 20 pareaac fiaaadal 

saaiacaac*. shaU coaply vlch chia Ordar. 

For Cha porpes* of dseacalalag aa apptopriaca laval of raviaw. projaeca 

staaU b* cacsgorlxsd sa followa < 

s) Uvsl I - projsecs Wlch aaddpacad eoaacrscdoa caaca la 

sxcsss of Sl aimon shsU b. suhj.cc to th. pr.paracioa of aa snvlroa-itd 

ssssssasac. Ths .ss«ssa«,t ahaU follow guldallaa. praparad by cha 0«parc»«» 

of £avlroaa«itsl Frotsctiaa. stcachsd hsr^rlch co Chia Ordar. Alc.ra.dv.ly. 
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STATE OF New JEHSCY 
ExecfTnrt OtifAt-ryttsr 

s 
•wriroaawitsi ssssssauics prepsrsd to support s "Fiadiag of Mo Slgaificaae 

Iwpmct" undsr ths Wstlonal Envlroaiwatal Policy Aec aay b« subadcucsd for sa 

••ae othsrwiss rsquirsd pursuaat to ths sttschsa Dspsrtasat ef Eavlrea-

Protsctioa guldsllass; or 

b) Lsvsl 2 - projects with both coaatrectlcn coats la sxcsss of 

•5 amioa snd laad dlsturbsacs la s x c a of fiv. « ^ . . ,hUX b. «*jsct to eh. 

pwparadoa of aa Mvlrona.atal lapaec scacsMat. Tha scaCMwac shall follow ' 

R-idsUaa. pr.p«r«i by chs 0«psrta««c of Envtroaawitai Precaedon. accaehad 

hararich co thla Ord.r. 

2. Th. asasssauc or lapact ataCMrac shaU b. subalccad by ch. pro­

posing or grsacln« dsp«rca«»c, sgMcy or auchoriey aad raviawad by ch. D.parc-

• « c of Eavlroaasacai Prot.ctlon as Mrly la ch. projoct plaaaiag aad d.alga 

txocMMm a. poaalbla. but la aU caaaa mich aubaiaaion aad cha r .v l« , proc... 

vhlah follow. « « e b. coapi.c«i prtor co « » « a d a « slch praparadoa aad/or 

cooacrucdoa acetvlcy oa cha proj.cc. Ia ch. eaaa of aay prejacc co b. f«ad.d 

br • d.part.s8C. a««icy. or auchodcy of cha Scaca. rsvlwr •( ch. aaM.M.at or 

i«*»aet statsasat wat bs coaplsCsd by ch. Cpartaaac of Esvlreaaoacal Proc.e-

tiaa prior co «w«rdln« aay flaaaclU aaalacaaea for ch. -••..riaani of aica 

praparacioa sad/or conscruccion scdvlty. 

3- Wpoo rscsipc of an savtrooaMtal aaaMwct or v«paet scacMMt th. 

Osparfnt of lavlronc*=caX Pcot*ctloa shaU undsrtaks « rsvtaw to dst«.alas 

-hsthsr ths docaasat., -u=alcc.d sr . adalaiacrattv.1, coapl.ca. Wichia 20 day. 

of r . c i p c . ch. 0.partt.at of Eavtwn^acal Pcotaecloa shall slehar e.rdfy 

"«« Ch. wvltoaaoncal ssaasnsac or lapaec .cacaa«u U adalalawractvaly 

coaplac Ud eoatora. to ch. guld.Ua.. aceaehad harawlc^ eo chia Ordar. or 

•P«clfy la wrlda, to th. propo.lat «r graadag daparca^it. ag«cy. or auchoriey 

tha « v i r o a . « „ a i a—aaa^K or Uî ocz acataaaat la sdlalacradvly 

dafldaat. i f daaaad dafidaac, cha propealag or graadag dapartMac, agaaey 

or aachority rt*U carr.ec «Kh dattdaaey er dafidaaeiaa aa apeelfiad by cha 

ot Eavtroaaaacl Pretaedoa aad aay raaahittc ch. .anrnnasni,1 

««a. .«Mc or lapaec acaCMnc ac aay daa charaaf car for r.vi«r iy cha Oaparc-

mnt. Withia alxcy (60) daya of eh. Cpartamc of Eaviroa««cal Precaetloa'a 

r.c.lpt Of savlreaasacal aaaaaaauc or lap«:c , t * t ^ c d.c.c.la.d te b. 

.dalalstradvly eeapUca. th. 0.parc.«e ahall coodada lea r.vi«r of auch 
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STATE OF New JERSeY 
txtCVTlvt D(r<*TMCVT 

V 

«a...m.at or l«p.ct stats-nt. If ths Dspsrtasat of Envlroaa«ital 

Protsction hss noc condudsd It. r.vlsw of ths s.sM-«t or lapaet statsasnc 

WlChln thla ,xxcy^.y p.^,. .^^^ ^^^^^ 

4. Opea coadudlng i t . r.vi.w. ch. 0 .parca«t of Eav iroo-« ta l Protec­

tioa ShsU provid. s vrlttsn rssponss co chs proposing er graadag dspsrta«.t 

*««cy or authority. Ths rssponss shall ladnds ths foUowiag, 

a) i d « t i f i c a t l o o Of say probsbls sdv.ra. sanroaasaed lapact. 

that could b. sapscted fro . project lap l .«„ . ta t loa ; 

b) sa Idsatlflcstloa of aay Osp.rca«.c of Eavireaa^icd F.otsctloa 

P . « l t s or rsgulatory r s , « i r s . « . t . whieh wUl b. sppUcabls to ths propossd 

project; snd 

rece...n«;*t.«>n. Induding. but not l ia i t sd to: 

1) approvsl baaed on th. r.pr. . .atatloaa aad. la Ch. a a . . . . a « c 

or lapact statMMc; 

U ) coneidend approvd. laeladla, reeeipc ef petaica aad/or 

Maeura. to rwtae. ud/or alcKaca ehe aaddpacsd lapact. 

to aa acceptable l svs l ; 

U l ) aa a44.;<oad lapaec « - — 
V 5 - •» oae or aor. .pMif le 

saviroaasacd coBMquMc.; 

project « , d l f l c a t i e n to avoid sdvera. savlronasntal lapsct.; 

c) 

=-j >r restructurlag of ehe projeet. 

" ' ^ ^ (30, daya Of reeeivlag Che Oeparc^ac Of Eaviroaaeacd 

Protectioa.. receaaendatloaC. the proposing or graadag d.parta..e. agency or 

authority shaU provide ths Dspart.«.t of Eavireaaeacal Prec.eciea wlch s 

vnctsa respea.. .ith.r indcacing sceepcane. of che 0.parca«.c of Eavlroa.«.cal 

'"tacdoa.. r.ee-«aUdea(a) or aeeda. forch eheee laaae. ra-Uaia. la 

dlapote. 

' • " ^ U , U ^ ^ „t a . , 1 . , . ^ . . ^ 

Meting. b.tw..a ch. C O M 1 « . I « . . . < . 
«• coa^alooer of Havlrena«,e*l Preceedea oni Ch. C e . ^ -

•loa.r, Chalraaa or sgeacr hesii .u 
« «»cr hesd Of Chs propesiat or graadag deparc—ic. agaaey 

or suchorlty. *7 
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STATC O F NCW J C R S C Y 
E j L K U T t V t O lPA*TMt l«T • 

\ 

T. Nocwithataadlng che snddpatsd conatrnctloa coaca or lard dlacarbaaee 

tarelvsd. th* provtsloa. of thla Order ahaU aec apply to Cbe feUewlag cypee 

of project*: 

a) aalnrwiwir. or repair projMta; 

b) fadUclss or squlpasac r.plseed la kiad ac the ssa. leeadoa; 

c) mev.doa. er rofaabillcadea ef exiadoc bulldlagat 

d) expaaaioa. br addidoaa ef uoladag beltdtnga provided thac the 

eapanaiea or addldoa deea noc iaereaae cbe balldiac'e eapadcy 

b>- aere chaa 25 p«rceac; 

<) 9cejecca rabjeec ce review puceeeac co the provieieae of che 

Ceaaed ATM FaeiUr.y Revlwr Aec or che Hawiflpel Haecewacer 

Traacanc Flaaa^g Prograa; 

t) projecc. which wlU r.<pUz. . fa l l w n n i — n r . l lapaec acateaMt 

(.araoaac co the Hatisaal Fiii r a.ni.1 Policy Aet; 

g) prejeeca fl.aeliied aa cacegoded exdaalene peraaeac to 

resaladeaa preaalgaeed ia eeeerdeaee wich che Xadeaal 

Eavironaeaeai Polley Aec; er 

h) pnjecce Iavolviag loaaa er cax eaaapc fiaaadas CO pxivaca 

Meter eppUeaaca by departaea^a. agaaeiee er eathedciaa ef 

che Stat. of 8w Jereey. 

«. Thla Ordar shaU noc s^rtlj to aacheddea or coadaaieaa creaeed 

pttramaac to lateratat. ^^r.aaaata. 

». Thla 'wrder shaU aoc apply t» projaeca previaaalr exoMC fees Ceveraor 

CahlU'a Exeeutlve Ordar Ne. 53 (1973) wher. fiaal plaaa aad apMifieadeaa 

have b.M coapleced on such prejeeca prior to chia Order caUag effecc. 

10. Covomer CahiU'. Ex.eadve Ordu Ne. 33 (1973) la hereby reeeladed. 

11. n i a Order ehaU caka effaet i M d l a t d r . 

CXfnt. uader aor taaad 'aad aeai, chia -
/ /«». c«F ofMXCLJj.*^ 

la Ctae' Tear oS Oar Oaxd 

•Igtacr-aiaa. ead ef ctae 
tndapendeac. ef ctae Caltad 
Stataa, cha cwo baadrod aad 
fosrt.MCh. 

/ . / The 4« H. KM8 

GOTERBQR 
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ATTACHMENT TO 
EXEtnJTIVE ORDER KO. 215 

GUIDELINES FOR THE PREPARATION OF AN 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPA(nr STATEMENT/ENVIRONKENTAL ASSESSMENT 

An environmental lapnet stitemant/enviromnental asstssmant sh i l l provide 
all infonnation needed t- evalttnte the effects of thc proposec: project upon 
tha environaent. The scope of >*:he envlronaental lapsct stateaen: rETs^ or 
environmental assessaent (EA) aay be jointly agrtcd upon by thc proposing or 
granting departaent, agency or auchority and thc Department of Environmental 
Protection. In the event mutual agreement la not reaehed. thc form and 
cont* . of thc EIS or EA 8bai..\ follow these guidelines. If any section Is 
clca .y Inappropriate to thc proposed undertaking, so state aa "not applicable." 

The EA Is a less comprehensive and less rigorous version of thc EIS. Tlie 
u h**: <»««dPtlon and graphics (site locations, m.-ps. site pians, etc.) 
should be siailar to that vhich Is required in the EIS. However, thc descrip­
tion of the existing environaent and thc level of iapact analysis In an EA 
should be comparatively brief as opposed to thc comprehensive descriptions 
contained in an EIS. Further, a l l iteas referenced in a particular category 
oay not be applicable; when such iteas are not applicable and henee not 
addressed, thc EA should so indicate. Thc iteas to bc covered in thc EA arc 
deelgnated with an asterisk {*) in the left-hand aargin. 

The environaental iapact stateaent/envlronaental assessment shall bc 
prepared by thc project sponsor or,consultant(8) chrough a sysccaadc 
interdisciplinary approach Chac will insure che inccgrated use of thc natural 
and social sciences and thc envlronaencal design arts. Thc inforaation 
provided in the sCaccaenc should clearly idencify che authors and Chelr 
qualifieacions. 

I. A DESCRIPTION OF THE PtiOPOSED PROJECT 

Included in chis section v1.ll be a coaprehensive (*brlcf) descripcion of 
the projecc as cuclincd tn che following caCegories: 

* A. Idcndcy of che proje.-.c sponsor. 

* B. Explain che purpase of che proposed projecc, including a descripcion 
of che eonscicucnciy co be served by che projecc, che services heing 
provided, and Che excene of benefits realized by cbc deparcaen:, 
agency or auchoticy and che coamunity wichin which che projeet is 
Co be locsced. 

* C. Describe the regional, municipal and/or neighborhood seccing of 
the projecc. 

D-53 



\ 

* D. Describe the project desigi and operational feaCures including: 

*1. a alee plan of Che project. 

2. a description of the construction phase that identifies: 

a. the development schedule and construction pl aslng; 
b. the work force required; 
c. construction traffic; 
d. site preparation, including clearing, excavating, filling 

and cutting, buming, and blasting; and 
e. precautions taken (noise concrol, dusc concrol, erosion and 

sedlmencaclon concrol, teaporary sedimentation control, or 
temporary sanitation). 

3. a description of the operation phase including: 

a. the capacity of the facllltyj 
* b. the work force required; 

c. discharges and emissions (both point sources and 
non-point sources); 

d. craffic and access; and 
e. use of resources. 

*4. the availability of infrastructure for public siwcragc, water, 
roads, and utilities. 

* E. whenever possible, a listing of licenses, perMts and certifications 
necessary for approval of fhc project and a aescriptlon of thc 
stacus of eacb. 

n. A DESCKIPTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT PRIOR TO THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROJECT 

Include a comprehensive (*brief) description of existing environmeatal 
conditions In each of tbe following areas: 

* A. Natm al rcsources of Che sice and surrounding area > <Jescrii\»c 
geological characces, soil characceriscics, land form (i.e. wec­
lands. oouncalns, e c c ) , hydrological feacurcs, and biological 
resources of che are* including endangered spccics. 

* B. Man-made resources - p:-esent sice Jand use,, adjacenc land U8«*p 
access and eransporcaeion pac cems, zoning,, populacion densley, and 
demographics. 

* C. Human resources - cultural and social faccors; park and.recreacional 
facilities; aestheelc feacures; hlscorlcal, archcologicai, and 
architectural a>«pects of the enviroiunent. 
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H I . THE PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL IHPACT OF THE PROJECT I F IMPLEMENTED' 

Identify and describe both primary and secondary environmental impacts, 
beneficial and adverse, anticipated from the proposed project on a l l natural, 
man-made, human, and economic resourcss during a l l aspects cf site preparation, 
construction, and operation. 

Using the existing environment without the project as a basis for analyzing 
anticipated Impacts, provide the following information: 

* A. Land: 
• 

* I . discuss the consistency of the proposed action with approved 
federal. State, regional and local land usc plans. Identify 
instances where Irjid use practices, even though accepted, would 
pose an environmental problem; 

*2. discuss hov thc area is currcntly zoned and thc relationship 
< of such zoning to the proposed aetion; 

*3. discuss hew thc proposal will encourage or discourage residrntial, 
commercial or Industrial growth to thc extent that i t will change 
the character and ecotomy cf the area; and 

*4. discuss whether the proposed aetion will result in thc loss or 
alteration of any ecologically sensitive lands such as flood 
plain-s, steep slopes, and wetlands. 

* B. Water: 

• *1. identify anc' diseuss any potential instance of non-cogq>Iiance 
with approveo State water quality standards arising from the 
proposad projeet. with particular attention to low flow periods; 

*2. uiseusfl vhether or not thc proposed project v l l l result in 
increased pollution or turbidity levels wlchln che receiving 
wsccrvay and, i f so, whac che effeccs will bc dovnscream and 
upstreaa; 

*3. diseuss the beneficial and adverse effects of the proposed action 
on aquaulc biota and habitats; 

*4. discuss thc effects that thc proposed action will have on ground 
water qu.ality and quantity and the basis of the determination; 

*5. discuss whether there will be any depiction of water as a result 
of the proposed accion; 

"6. discuss whether there will be any increased Incidence of flooding 
caused hy structural obstructions or increased flow due to the 

I proposed project. Include the probable effects in terms of flood 
levels, channel eroslou, velocity, and siltation of stream 
channels; and 

*7. discuss any cumulative effeccs. ' ' 
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C. Air: 

1. as appropriate, perform diffusion modeling of ehe effecc of the 
proposed action on locai and regional air quality. All aspects 
of the project (including mobile sources) should be given 
consideration in teras of possible receptor sites of air 
pollutants directly or indirectly generated'from the proposed 
project. Include a discussion of the cximulative aspects. 
Discuss present and projeeted ambient air quality data so 
that direct compariaons may be made among prcscnt air quality, 
projected air quality, and goveming air quality standards; 

2. discuss whether the project wUl meet applicable emission standards 
and regulations contained in the State Air Pollution Control Code; 

3. i f appropriate, discuss precautions taken to prevent odor problems; 

4. i f applicable, discuss precautions taken to prevent the airbome 
« transmission of pathogenic organisms; 

. 5. discuss che possible influence of Che proposed acdon on isnediace 
area local recepcors; and 

a 

6. base ch* evaluaclon of air quallCy on eompleCe diffusion 
cllmacology, providing adequacr references. 

D. Aquaelc and Terrescrlal Wildlife: 

discuss any loss (or gain) In habltac and ics ancicipaeed effecc; 

discuss the gain/loss of food chain on the aquatic and 
terrestrial wildlife; 

* 3. discuss the effeet of noise, dust, lighting, turbidity, and 
siltation upon aquatic and terrestrial wildlife from 
cooncnccmcnt of eonstruction through and including 
post-construction; and 

* 4. discuss any impacts on endangered plants or animal species. 

E. Social and Economic: 

* 1. discuss the socio-economic effects on the community due to any 
other developaent projects attributable to, but not part of, 
the proposed action. Will adequate public services be available 
to serve thia development such as schools, parks, fire, and police 
protection?; and 

* 2. discuss how the project could affect nistoric, archaeological, or 
cultural resources on or eligible for the Stace Register of 
Historic Places. 

* 1 

* 2 
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F. Solid Waste - discuss methods for solid waste handling both during 
construction and subsequent operation. ^ 

G. Aesthetics - discuss how the natural or present character of the 
area will be changed as a result of the propo.sed action. 

IV. METHODS OF MITIGATING ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

Discuss the remedial, protective, and mitigative measures to bc 
taken as part of the proposed project in response to adverse 
environmental impacta. Mitigating measures refer to those methods 
used to ensure that che project is brought into compliance with 
all goveraing regulations including, buC noc llmlced Co, air, 
wacer quellcy, noise concrol, solid wasCe, radladon, and land-use 
regulacions. The discussion of mlelgacive measures may include, 
buc noc be llmiCed Co, che following conslderaeions: 

1. slee locacion; 
2. air qualicy Chrough concrol apparaeus and/ot concrolled 

combuscion process; 
3. wacer qualicy chrough creaemenc of wascewaeer and/or 

euchrophication control; 
4. erosion and sedimentation cootrol measures; 
5. storm water runoff control measures frcm laved areas; 
o* dust control measures; 
7* noise control measures; 
8. traffic control measures; 
9. recycling potential; 

eatablishment of buffer zones, selective clearing, and/or 
landscaping; 

11. protective measures for aquatic and terrestrial plants and 
animals; 

12. architectural techniques to blcnd structures with the 
surrounding area; 

13. monitoring programs for emissions and discharges: 
14. contingency plans and emergency procedures; 
15. employee education and on-going inspection program. 

V. AVOIDANCE OF ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

* A. Describe in detail those impacts which cannot be reduced to 
acceptable levels, their implications, and the reasons why the 
action is being proposed notwithstanding their effecc. 

* B. Where abatement measures can reduce adverse impacts to acceptable 
levels, discuss the effectiveness, costs of the abaCemenC measures, 
and Che basis for considering che adequacy of cha decerminaeion. 

VI. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

The analysis of aleernaeives should be sufflclenCly decailed and rigorous 
to permit independent and comparaelve evaluation of che benefits, costs, and 
environmental rlsk^ of the proposed project and each reasonable altemative. 
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A. Include thc altemative of taking no adtion. Also include the 
altemative of other sites, designs, and operations considered 
and rejected. 

B. Include altemati.as capabic of substantially r-tducing or 
eliminating any adverse iapaeta. even ac che expense o* 
reducing projecc objeccives. 

C. For each alcemaeive diseussed. include reasons why each was noc 
as accepcable as Che proposed accion. 
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MVIRONrvlENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Christine Todd Whitman 
Covernor 

c m m ADMINISTRATIVE UNii 

D0CU..;J,71i?^tIjEilZ5^ 

^tate of ^cfo ^Brae^ 
Department of Environmental Protection 

Division of Parks and Forestry 
Historic Preservation Office 

POBox 404 
Trenton. N.J. 08625-0404 

TEL: (609)292-2023 
FAX; (609)984-0578 

. Shinn, Jr. 
ommissioner 

January 29, 1998 
HPO-A98-137 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Environmental Analysis Section 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

RE: Finance Docket No. 33388 
Draft Environmental looipact Statement 
CSX and Norfolk Southera 
Controi and Acquisition of Conrail 
National Historic Preservation Act Consultation 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

As Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer for New Jersey, in accordance with 36 
CFR Part 800: Protection of Historic properties, as published in the Federal Register on 
September 2, 1986 (51 FR 31115-31125), I am providing consultation comments for the above 
referenced Draft EnvironmentaJ Impact Statement. 

SUMMARY: The initial activities proposed by Norfolk Southem Railroad and CSX Railroad as 
part of the proposed acquisition of Conrail will not have an effect on historic properties. 
Proposed projects at Elizabeth (Union County) and Flemington Junction (Hunterdon County) 
may have an effect upon historic resources listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register 
of Historic Places (NRHP). Additional information regarding the scope of these two proposed 
projects is needed before an assessment of effect can be completed. Abandonment of right of 
way and modification or replacement of railroad structures, such as bndges, tunnels, stations, 
signal and interlocking towers, are the types of activities that have, in tlie past, effected historic 
railroad properties in New Jersey and have been the subject of Section 106 consultation. 

These commtnts are in response to your initial letter of October 23, 1997 to Mr. Robert 
Shinn, Commissioner, Department of Environmental Protection, and the Draft Environmental 
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Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
HPO-A98-i37 
January 29, 1998 
Page 2 of 3 

Impact Statement (DEIS), Finance Docket No. 33388, Proposed Conraii Acquisition, dated 
December 12, 1997. 

Based upon the information in your letter and the DEIS, I concur thit, v/ith the possible 
exception of piojects at Elizabeth (Union County) and Flemington Junction (Hunterdon County), 
the proposed Conrail acquisition will not have an efTect on historic properties. My concurrence 
with this assessment of no effect is based upon the DEIS conclusion that no abandonment of 
railroad right of way is proposed for within New Jersey and that construction activiiies 
associated with changes to existing Conrail New Jersey op)erations are currently limited to 
construction of track connections in Ridgefield and Little Ferry (Bergen County). 

The Historic Preservation Office is pleased to know that the Environmental Analysis 
Section has requested additional information regarding the proposed projects at Elizabeth and 
Flemington Junction and looks forward to partcipating in further consultation in accordance 
with Section 106 requiiements. Although the shops of the former Central Raiboad of New 
Jersey (CRRNJ) in Elizibeth (Union County) have been demolished, the right of way, yard 
trackage, aad shop site are part of the NRHP eligible CRRNJ Main Line Historic District. 

Although the proposed Conrail acquisition, with the two potential exceptions noted 
above, wil' not effect liistoric resources, the historic significance and NRHP eligibility of 
numerous resources being acquired from Conrail should be acknowledged. Over the past few 
years the Historic Preservation Office has participated in Section 106 consultation that has 
identified railroad rights of way eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places as 
linear historic districts. Although not all NRHP eligible or potentially eligible railroad rights cf 
way have been identified, a number of the rights of way evaluated by the SHPO as eligible for 
the NRHP are among the assets to be transferred from Conrail to Norfolk Southem and CSX. 
The former Central Railroad of New Jersey right of way fh>m Elizabeth (Union County) to 
Phillipsburg (Warren County) cited above received a Determination of Eligibility (DOE) fiom 
the Keeper of the NRHP on November 30, 1995. Consequently, fiiture activities resulting in 
substantial aileration or abandonment, either partial or complete, of these rights of way would 
have an effect on historic properties. 

Additionally, as pan of survey and plaiming activity. Section 106 consultation, and the 
processing of National Register of Historic Places nominations, numerous railroad and related 
related resources have received SHPO opinions of NRHP eligibility or have been listed in the 
National Register of Historic Places. These historic resources inciude bridges (overhead and 
undergrade), stations (passenger and fi-eight), and other structures associated with railroad 
operations (signal and interlocking towers, tunnels, and civil engineering features such as cuts 
and fills). Although many of these historic resources are owned by New Jersey Transit or oiher 
public agencies, NRHP eligible bridges and other structures are among the assets being acquired 
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Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
HPO-A98-137 
January 29, 1998 
Page 3" of 3 

mmm 
mm from Conrail. Here aiao, future activities, such as the substantial alteration or demolition of these 

bndges, strucmres or buildings, would have an eflFect on historic properties. 

The Historic Preservation Oflfice hopes that, after recognizing the historic significance 
and NRHP eligibility of particular railroad resources, continued use and operation will ensure 
appropriate preservation. 

Tihe Historic Preservation Oflfice appreciates having an opportunity to offer these 
comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement as part of the Section 106 consultation 
process. If you have any questions regarding these comments or the identification and 
evaluation ofrailroad related histonc resources, please contact HPO .staflf Charles Scott at (609) 
633-2396. ^ ^ 

Sincerely, 

Dorothy P. Guzzo 
Deputy State Historic 
Preservation Oflficer 

DG/CS 
Log #98-394-A98-137 
C: NJDEP, Oflfice of Pl ^̂ ram Coordination 
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Ohio Historical Center 

1982 Velma Avenue f 
Columbus, Ohio 43211-2497 
614/297-2300 
Fax: 297-2411 

Eî ViRONMENTAL 
Q£)yGcUMENT 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Boaid 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

December 17 OHIO 
HISTORICAL 
SOQETY 
SINCE 11885 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and Acquisition -
CSX Crestline Connector Project. Crawford County, Ohio 

Dear Ms. Kaiser. 

This is in response to correspondence from your office dated November 26. 1997. providing the 
additional requested information concemmg the Crest Tower. The comments of thc Ohio Historic 
Preservation Office (OHPO) are submitted in accordance with provisions of the Nanonal Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966. as amended (16 U.S.C. 470 [36 CFR 800]); the Surface Transportation 
Board (STB) serves as the lead federal agency. 

The November 26. 1997, correspondence provides a detailed discussion of vibration factors caused by 
changes from the proposed project. Based on the information presented in the documentation, we 
concur with your assessment that the proposed Crestline connector project will have no effect on the 
Crest Tower, a property determined eligible for inclUi,ion in the National Register of Historic Places. 
We feel that the correspondence makes an important distinction between cosmetic damage and the 
more serious issues of architecniral and smicniral damage. If there is any cosmetic damage, the data 
presented in the correspondence supports the conclusion that it will be a iong terni development that is 
much more manageable than the effects of any architecttiral or stmctural damage. Therefore, this 
office doesn't object to the proposed constraction of the Cresthne connector as described in your 
October 15. 1997. correspondence. 

Any quesnons conceming this matter should be addressed to David Snyder at (614) 297-2470, between 
the hours of 8 am. to 5 pm. Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

'"rX. 'T. ' .T—'^'^•^ f.̂  \ r : ^ fl ^ J- Epstein. Depaitment Head 
r CUMENT^ # ' ' / j l l .a JO- ?rr^ Resource Protecuon ai.d Review 

CENTRAL ADMMISTRATIVE UNIT 

MJE:DMS/ds 

xc: Carole W. Peter. Dames and Moore 
Barbara J. Harris, TSX 
Barry Wharton, HDR Engineering, Inc. 
Richard Starzak, Myra L. Frank & Associater, Inc. 
Laura Henley Dean, ACHP 
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Ohio Historical Center 

1982 Velma Avenue 
Columbus. Ohio 4.3211-2497 
614/297-2300 
Fax: 297-2411 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: /^'^H^.^ ... X.- J 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington. D.C. 20423 

OHIO 
HISTORICAL 
SOCIETY 
SINCE 1885 

ENViRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33:<88 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and Acquisition -
Conrail, Ohio 

Dear Ms. Kaiser, 

This purpose of this letter i.s to transmit to your office letters from four interested parties 
submitted to the OHPO in lespo-isc to the request for public input regarding the above 
referenced Conrail acquisition project. The correspondence from the interested parties 
provides infonnation, comnents and concems for historic preservation issues and is submitted 
under provisions of the Nauonal Historic Preservation Act. Thc comments of the Ohio 
Historic Preservation Offic; (OHPO) are submittal in accordance with provisions of the 
Nationa] Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. 470 [36 CFR 800]); the 
Surface Transportaaon Bo;u-d (STB) serves as the lead federal agency. 

We feel that die comment; are helpful and useful, and in several cases provide the impoitant 
function of extending the range of options for preservation for your consideration. Letters 
were received for the Norfolk Southem connector, Bucynis, Crawford County, constraction 
and changes in the Cleveland area, and constraction and changes in the Columbus area. We 
have also received telephone calls regarding this project as a result of requests for public 
input. I believe that we were able to resolve the questions rai.sed thus far from telephone 
inquiries. 

The letter from the Bucyras Historical Society has been instramental in developing the basis 
for a Memorandum of Agreement for the demolition of the TOC Freight House. It is our 
expectation that this agreement will be drafted in the near future and submitted to this office 
for review. 

The letter from the Cleveland Landmarks Commission raises preservation concems for several 
areas including th*. Collinwood Yard. It is our opinion that the information and concems help 
in establishing a broader context to interpret liistoric properties and evaluate effects in the 
Clev-iand area. We recommend tnat additional consideration should be given to this part of 
the project. The extent of changes in the Collinwood Yard pose problems for resoivmg 
prcserxation concerns, and we i.iel tliat working wiJi the Cleveland Landmarks Commission 
could help in framing thc approiiches along a broader background. 
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Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
December 19, 1997 
Page 2 

The letter regarding the Buckeye Intermodal Terminal Yard makes a nxjuest for clarification 
of the Area of Potential Effects for the project. We recommend revisiting this part of the 
project to ensure that the area considered encompasses 'Jic full range of work and 
modifications. 

Finally, the letter from the Glen Echo resident expresses concera for the preservation of a 
contributing element to the Glen Echo Historic District. We recommend that specific 
conditions be imposed to contro! constraction in this area to avoid any impacts to this feamre. 
We also recommend that the constraction people contact this office when constraction reaches 
this area so that personnel from this office can have an opportunity to monitor thc 
constraction. 

Any questions conceming this matter should be addressed to David Snyder at (614) 297-2470, 
betw'̂ n the hours of 8 am. to 5 pin. Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

David Snyder, Archaeology Reviews Manager 
Resource Protection and Review 

DMS/ds 

Attachment 

xc (without attachment): 

Dap Shin a. Bums and McDonnell 
Brano M .'cstri, NS 
Carole Pficr, Dames and Moore 
Barbara J. Harris, CSXT 
Bany Wharton, HDR Engineering, Inc. 
Richard Starzak, Myra L. Frank & Associates, Inc. 
Laura Henley Dean, ACHP 
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