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Appendix 0: Public Outreach Notices and Materials and List of Comments Received 

Conra i l Acquisition W e b Site 

Conrail Acquisition Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
December 1997 



SVRFACJi TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Wmabinffton, DC :a.0423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

July 28. 1997 

Dear Interested Party: 

The CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSX); Norfolk Southem 
Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company (NS); Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation (Conrail) recently filed an application with the Surface Transportation Board 
(Board) jointly seeking authorization for CSX and NS lo acquire control of Conrail and for the 
subsequent division of Conrail's assets by CSX ani NS. The enclosed fact sheet is intended to 
assist you in understanding the proposed transaction and environmental review process. As part 
of the Board's review ard decision-making process for the proposed transaction, the Board's 
Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) wil! prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS), which will address the potential environmental impacts of the proposed transaction. 

The Board has adopted a 350-day procedural schedule for the proposed transaction. To 
conform to this schedule, SEA will complete EIS scoping by September 1997 and issue the 
Draft EIS in November 1997, which will be followed by a 45-day public comment period. A 
final EIS will be issued in laie March or early Apnl 1998 and the Board intends to issue a 
written decision addressing both environmental and transportation issues on June 8. 1998. 

The Board encourages your partiinpation in the environmental review process during the 
current scoping phase and during review of the Draft EIS. Federal, state, and regional agencies 
and county administrators for each affected county have received a detailed scoping packet 
outlining the planned operational changes in your area as well as a copy of the Environmental 
Report submitted by CSX, NS. and Conrail with their application. 

The public is invited to call SEA's toll free Environmental Hotline at 1-888-869-1997 
wuh any questions regarding environmental issues or the environmental review process for this 
case ,Additional information about the proposed transaction is available on the Internet at 



July 28, 1997 
Page 2 

SEA's "Conrail Acquisition Web Page" at www.conrailmerger.com. At any time, you can 
request additional information or submit environmental comments on the proposed transaction 
by submitting an original plus 10 copies to the following address: 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

Attn: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief. Section of Environniental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

Sincerely yours. 

Elaine K.'Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure 
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How It AU Fits Together 
Overview - On June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation. Inc. (CSX). Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk 
Southem Railway Company (NS), and Conrail Inc. and Consolidated 
Rail Coiporation (Conrail) filed an application with the Surface 
Transporation Board (Board) jointly seeking authority for NS and CSX to 
acquire control of Coiuiiil and for the subsequent division of Conrail's 
assests. The Board has determined that its Section of Environmental 
Analysis (SEA) will preparate an EIS in this case. 

Schedule - The Board has adopted a 350-day procedural schedule for the 
proposed transaction proceeding. The Board intends to serve a written 
decision in this case by June 8,1998. 

EIS Scope - The proposed transaction includes changes in railroad 
operations such as increases and decreases in train traffic on rail lines, 
changes in activity at rail yards and intermodal facilities and rail Une 
abandonment and construction projects. Analysis in the EIS will address 
pioposed rail activities and their potential envirotmiental impacts, as 
appropriate. Environmental impacts relating to existing rail operations 
and existing railroad facilities will no: be considered. 

Comments - The SEA encourages broad participation in the EIS process 
during scoping and review of the Draft EIS. Written conunents on the 
draft scope of die EIS may be submitted to the Board within the 30-day 
comment period, no later than August 6.1997. 

Information - Contact Mr. Michael Dalton. Project Manger, Conrail 
Control Transaction, at (202) 565-1530; or Ms. Dana White, 
Environmental Specialist, ai :'?02)565-1552. (TDD for the hê aing 
impaired: (202)565-1695). Or ,;ail the toll-free Environmental Hotline at 
(888) 869-1997. 

Rail Activities - Information will be available in the near future at this 
site summarizing the proposed changes in Rail Line Segments. Rail 
Yards and Intermodal Facilities, Abandonments and Constructions. This 
information will be available by state. 

http7/199.240.228.105/defaulLhtm 7/7/97 



Conrail Acquisition - Overview Page 1 of2 

Home: Is Search ^ C o m m e n t s i ^'Links 
Sutkc* TnMportaUM Board SactiM af BB' 

STB 

;((iCTni 
Aaal]r*(STB/SBA) 

DMk«<N«.333n 

m 
V;;KV1E''' 

; THEÊ ULE Overview 
Proposed Action 
Background £ i : SCOPE 
Proposed Action 
Background 
Process 

con-;E'.Ts Alternatives 
Related Activities 

IIlFOFriATIOn 
Related Activities 

Proposed Action 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Surface Transportation Board 

STB Finance Docket No. 33388 

CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, 
Inc, Norfolk Southern Corporation and 
Norfolk Southem Railway Conipany -
Control and Operating Leases/Agreements 
- Conrail, Inc. and Consolidated RaU 
Corporation. 

On June 23.1997. CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, Inc. (CSX), Norfolk Southem 
Corporation, and Norfolk Southem Railway 
Company (NS), and Conrail Inc. and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) filed 
an application (primary implication) with the 
Surface Transportation Board (Boards under 
49 U.S.C. 11323-25. NS, CSX. and Cinrail 
are jointly seeking authority for NS and CSX 
to acquire control of Conrail and for the 
subsequent division of Conrail's assets. The 
proposed transaction involves over 44.000 
miles of rail lines and related facilities 
covering a large portion of the eastem United 
States To evaluate and consider the potential 
environmental impacts that may result from 
the proposed transaction, the Board's Section 
of Environmental Analysis (SEA) will prepare 
an environmental impact statement (EIS). The 
Board has determined that an EIS is warranted 
due to the nature and scope of environmenta] 
issues (e.g.. intercity passenger service and 
commuter rail service) that may arise. As part 
of their primary application to the Board. CSX, 
NS. and Conrail (collectively. Applicants). 

http://l99.240.228.105/Overview/ProposedAction.htm 7/7/97 
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have filed a detailed operating plan and 
prepared an Environmental Report (ER). The 
ER describes the physical and operational 
changes that would be associated with the 
proposed transaction and discusses the 
potentia! .nvironnKntal impacts of those 
changes. 

http://199.240.228.105/Overview/ProposedAction .htm 7/7/97 
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Background 
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Overview 
Proposed Action 
Background 
Process 
Alternatives 
Related Activities 

The proposed transaction would r,isult in 
certain existing Conrail facilities and 
operations being assigned individuaUy to 
either CSX or NS through operating 
agreements or other mechanisms, and certain 
other existing Conrail facilities and operations 
being shared by. and operated for the benefit 
of. both CSX and NS. The result would be an 
expanded CSX rail system, an expanded NS 
ni! system, and certain areas of joint 
ownership and operabons. CSX and NS 
would continue to com|.rte with each other in 
the provision of rail freigl/ services and 
would expand their competition to areas in 
which Conrail is currently the only major rail 
carrier. Each of the two railroads would 
utilize its existing lines, would operate certain 
Conrail lines independent of the other, and 
would jointly operate certain Corurail lines. 

Applicants anticipate that the proposed 
transaction would provide for benefits that 
include: reduced energy usage, enhanced 
safety, reduced highway congestion, reduced 
system-wide air pollutant emissions, 
expanded competition, and a more efficient 
rail transportation system. The proposed 
transaction, also referred to as the proposed 
action, is detailed in the primary application 
and in the operating plan and ER that 
accompanied i t The proposed transaction 
includes changes in railroad operations such 
as increases and decreases in train traffic, 
changes in activity at rail yards and 
intermodal facilities, and rail line 
abandonment and construction projects. 

http7/l99.240.228.105/Overview/Background.htm 7/7/97 
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Overview 
Proposed Action 
Background 
Process 
Altematives 
Related Activities 

Process 
The National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) process is intended to assist the Board 
and the public in identifying and assessing the 
potential enviroiunental consequences of a 
proposed action before a decision on that 
prqx>sed action is made 

Below is a diM:ussion of how SEA plans to 
conduct tbe enviroiunental review process in 
tiiis case. 

On June 23,1997, Applicants filed an ER 
containing the information specified in the 
Board's environmenta] mles at 49 CFR 
1105.7(e). as part of che primary application. 
The ER was concurrenUy ser 'ed on iIic 
agencies listed in the Boa.rd's tnviionmental 
rales at 49 CFR 1105.7(b), and ether 
appropriate entities. The ER describes the 
physical and operational changes in the rail 
systems and faciUties anticipated as a result of 
the proposed transaction. In the ER, Applicants 
also discuss the potential environmental 
impacts that would be associated with the 
anticipated changes. 

The next step in the enviroiunental review 
process is scoping. Scoping is an open process 
for determining the scope of environmental 
issues to be addressed in the EIS and their 
potential for significance. Based on the 
Council on Environmental Quality's (CEQ) 
regulations, the Board's environmental rules at 
49 CFR 1105, the ER, and all other 
information available to date, S*^ has 
prepared this draft scope of the EIS. Written 
public comments on the draft scope of the EIS 
are invited, and are due August 6,1997. After 

http://l99.240.228.105/Overvicw/Process.htm 7/7/97 



Conrail Acquisition - Overview pgĝ  2 (tf 2 

Applicants served the ER concurrently oa 
appropriate federal, state, and local agencies. 
Federal agencies included: U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers, U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(Forest Service and Natural Resources 
Conservation Service), U.S. Department of 
Interior (Bureau of Indian Affairs, Bureau of 
Land Management, National Park Service. 
Office of Environmental Project Review, Fish 
and Wildlife Service), U.S. Departr ent of 
Transpottation (Federal Raihx>ad 
Administration, Federal Highway 
Administration, Federal Transit 
Administration, U.S. Coast Guard), and U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 
State agencies included clearinghouses, state 
departn̂ n̂ts of transportation, public service 
commissions, and historic preservation 
offices, in the States of AL, CT, DE, FL, GA. 
BL. IN. KY. LA. MA, MD. MI. MS. MO. NJ. 
NY. NC. OH. PA. RL SC. TN. VA, WV, and 
the District of Columbia. Applicants also 
served the ER on cities with populations of 
over 50,(X)0, as well as coimties and regional 
planning organizations that could be affected. 

httpJf199.240.228.105/Overview/Background.htm 7/7/97 
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SEA considers all conunents submitted by the 
comment deadline, SEA will prepare a final 
scope of the EIS. SEA intends to issue the final 
scope of the iilS in September 1997. This fmal 
scope of the EIS will be distributed to all 
PORs. conunenters, and appropriate agencies. 

Based on SEA's independent snvuonmental 
analysis, review of all information available to 
date, and consultations with appropriate 
agencies, SEA then will prepare a DEIS. The 
DEIS will address relevant environmental 
concems, as described in the fmal scope of the 
EIS, and recommend appropriate 
environmental mitigation. In addition, the 
DEIS will address environmenta] impacts 
associated with any inconsistent or responsive 
applications or settlement agreements (See 
Fooujcxe). SEA intends to serve the DEIS in 
November 1997, approximately 5 months after 
the primary application was filed in this 
proceeding. SEA will serve the DEIS on all 
Parties of Record to this proceeding, 
commenters who comply with the 
above-mentioned filing procedures, and 
appropriate federal, state, and local 
govemment agencies. Also. EPA will publish a 
notice of tbe availability of the DEIS in the 
Federal Register. The DEIS will have a 
comment period of 45 days, as required by 
CEQ regulations at 40 CFR 1506.10(c). 

After considering comments on the DEIS. SEA 
will issue a FEIS. The FEIS will address 
.':omments to the DEIS and will include SEA's 
final reconunendations, including appropriate 
environmental mitigation. SEA will serve the 
FEIS in late March or early April, prior to the 
Board's voting conference, which currently is 
scheduled to be held April 14, 1998. At the 
voting conference, the Board will announce 
whether it wili grant the application, deny the 
application, or grant '•' with appropriate 
conditions, including environmental mitigation 
conditions. The Board intends to serve a 
written decision in this case by June 8,1998. 
In that decision, the Board will address both 
environmental and transportation issues and 

http://199.240.228.105/Overview/Process.htm 7/7/97 
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iiiq>ose any conditions found to be appropriate. 

Parties that wish to file an administrative 
appeal of the Board's written decision 
(including any environmental conditions that 
might be imposed) may do so within 20 days 
ftom the service date of the Board's decision, 
as provided in the Board's rules. Any 
interested party will have ^proximately 2 
months to consider the FEIS prior to 
commencement of the aforementioned period 
for filing administrative appeals. The schedule 
will provide adequate time to piusue 
administrative review of the Board's Jime 
1998 decision after it is issued. Any 
administrative iy)peals will be addressed in a 
subsequent decision. This process is consistent 
with CEQ roles (40 CFR 1506.10 (Jb)). 

http://199.240.228.105/Overview/Process.hun 7/7/97 
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In addition, the DEIS will address environmental impacts associated with any inconsistent or 
responsive appUcatioDS or settlement agreements. 

Under the procedural schedule previously established for diis proceeding (Decision No. 6), 
inconsistent and responsive apphcants must provide a description of the proposed inconsistent or 
responsive application by day F -»• 60. Inconsistent and responsive ^licants must file Responsive 
Environmental Reports or verified statements by day F + 100. indicating that there are no potentially 
significant environmental impacts. They must file inconsistent and responsive applications by day F 
+ 120. SEA anticipates that the issues addressed in the final scope of the EIS will be similar to issues 
that may be raised in any subsequent filing of inconsistent or responsive applications. 

(Return) 

http7/199.240.228.105/Overview/foou»ote06.htm 7/7/97 
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Alternatives 
Existing rail operations are the baseline from 
which the potential enviroiunental impacts of 
the proposed transaction will be evaluated. 
Under the NEPA process. SEA will evaluate 
only the potential environmental impacts of 
operational and physical changes that are 
directly related to the proposed transaction. 
SEA will not consider environmental impacts 
relating to existing rail operations and existing 
railroad facilities (See Footnote). In making its 
decision in this proceeding, the Board will 
consider the EIS. the public comments, and 
the enviromnental analysis and 
recommendations, including any 
environmental mitigation proposed by SEA. 
Alternatives to be considered in the EIS are 
(1) approval of the transaction as proposed; (2) 
disapproval of the proposed transaction in 
whole (No-Action alternative); or (3) approval 
of the proposed transaction with conditions, 
including environmental mitigation conditions 
(See Footnote). Other parties nuty file 
"inconsistent or responsive" applications 
requesting modific<.tions to the proposed 
transaction, such as requests for trackage 
rights or the acquisition of particular rail lines. 
Potential environmental impacts and rail 
system changes proposed in the inconsistent 
and responsive {̂ plications will be evaluated 
in the EIS. 

http://199.240.228.105/Overview/Altematives.htm 7/7/97 
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SEA will not consider environmental impacts relating to existing rail operations and existing 
rcilroad faculties. 

In merger and control cases, the Board's practice consistently has been to mitigate only those 
environmental impacts that result directly from the transaction. The Board, like its predecessor, the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, has not imposed mitigation to remedy preexisting conditions such 
as diose that might make the quality of life in a particular community better, but are not a direct 
resuh of the merger (i.e.. congestion associated widi the existing rail line traffic, or the traffic of 
other railroads). 

(Reium) 

http://199.240.228.105/Overview/FootnoteOl .htm 7/7/97 
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Alternatives to be considered In the EIS are (1) approval oi the transaction as proposed; (2) 
disapproval of the proposed transaction in whole (No-Actlon altematlTe); or (3) approval of 
the proposed transaction with conditions. Including environmental mitigation conditions. 

The Board has broad authority to impose conditions in railroad control transactions imder 49 U.S.C. 
11324 (c). However, the Board's power to impose conditions is not limitless. To survive judicial 
review, the record must support the imposition of the condition at issue. Moreover, there must be a 
sufficient nexus between the condition imposed and the transacdon before the agency, and the 
condition iiuposed must be reasonable. See United States v. Chesapeake & O. Ry., 426 U.S. 500, 
514-15 (1976); Consolidated Rail Corp. v. ICC, 29 F.3d 706,714 (D.C. Cir. 1994). 

(Retum) 

http://199.240.228.105/Overview/foomote02.htm 7/7/97 
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Overview 
Proposed Action 
Background 
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Related Activities 

Related Activities 
NS and CSX requested, and the Board 
allowed, the proposed construcdon of seven 
small rail line connections (Seven 
Connections) totaling approximately 4 miles, 
to be filed and reviewed separately from the 
priuuuy {plication. This separate 
environmentru review process will address 
only the potential env^nmental impacts of 
the physical constmction of these Seven 
Connections and Applicants' proposed 
operations over these lines. The operational 
implications of the transaction as a whole, 
including proposed operations over these 
Seven Connections, if authorized, will be 
examined in the context of the EIS that is 
being prepared for the proposed transaction 
(See Footnote). 

http://199.240.228.105/Overview/RelatedActivities.htm 7/7/97 
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The operational Implications ot the transaction as a whole. Including proposed operatfoos over 
these Seven Connections, If authorized, will be examfaicd hi the context of the EIS that Is behig 
prepared for the proposed transaction. 

Board I>ecision No. 9 in diis proceeding, issued June 12,1997, granted Applicants' petitiwi for 
waiver related to die Seven Connections and explained what die environmental review process for 
diose projects would be. Specifically, SEA intends to prepare a separate Environmental Assessment 
for each of these small construction projects. However, if SEA determines diat any one of die 
constraction proposals could potentially cause, or contiibute to, significant environmental impacts 
then the project will be incorporated into die EIS for the overall proposed tiansaction, and will not be 
separately considered. Also, no rail operations can begin over these Seven Connections until 
completion of the EIS process, and issuance of a further decision. 

(Return) 

http://199.240.228.105/Overview/foomote03.htim 7/7/97 
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Schedule 
Environmental Review 
Procedural Schedule 

Environmental Review 
Schedule 

The Board has adopted a 350-day procedural 
schedule for the proposed transaction 
proceeding (See Footnote), and has determined 
that preparation of an EIS is warranted in this 
case. The 350^y schedule will permit SEA to 
undertake an EIS diat fiiUy considers die 
environmental consequences of this proposed 
action. 

http://199.240.228.105/Schedule/EnvironmentiilReview.htiii 7/7/97 
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The Board has adopted a 350Hiay procedural schedule for the proposed transaction 
proceeding... 

See Decision No. 6. This schedule is based on the filing date (F) of the primary sqpplication, which 
was June 23.1997. 

(Return) 

http7/199.240.228.105/Schedule/foomote05.htin 7/7/97 
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Procedural Schedule 
SCHEDULE 

Schedule 
Environmental Review 
Procedural Schedule 

iriFORflATIOM 

F + 60 

May 16, 1997 

June 23.1997 

(See Footnote) 
Preliminary 

F-30 (See Environmental Report 
Fooutoie) submitted to SEA (See 

Footnote). 
Primary Application 

F and Environmental 
Report fded. 
Notice of Intent to 
Prepare an 
Environmental Impact 
Statement and 
Environmental Impact July 7,1997 
Statement 
Scoping Notice issued. 
(Fedend Register 
Notice). 
Comments on the 
Draft Scope of the 
Environmental Impact 
Statement due (end of 
30-day comment 
period). 
Descriptions of 
Inconsistent and 
Responsive 
Applications filed. 
Last day to file 
Preliminary Draft 
Environmental 
Assessments for the 
Seven Separate 
Constraction Projects 
referenced in Decision 
No. 9. 
Final Scope of die 

August 6. 
1997 

August 22, 
1997 

September 5, 
1997 

September, 

http://199.240.228.105/Schedule/ProceduralSchedule.htin 7/7/97 
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Lutiviivnuucuuu uu^dbi 
Statement issued. 
Responsive 
Environmental 

F+lOO Reports and Verified 
Environmental 
Statements due. 
Inconsistent and 

F+120 Responsive 
Applications due. 
Draft Environmental 
Impact Sbuement 
served. 
Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement 
comments due 
(end of 45-day 
comment period). 
Final Environmental 
Impact Statement 
served. 
Oral Argument 
Voting Conference. 
Final Decision served. 
Administrative 
Appeals Filing 
Deadline 

1997 

October 1, 
1997 

October 21, 
1997 

November, 
1997 

January, 1998 

Late March or 
Early April, 
1998 
April 9. 1998 
April 14,1998 
June 8, 1998 

June 29,1998 

http://199.240.228.105/Schcdule/Pn)cedundSchedule.htm 7/7/97 
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Acmal dates may vary slighdy. These are die dates diat will apply if die Board accepts die prunary 
application as filed on June 23,1997. 

R̂eturn) 

http7/199.240.228.105/Schedule/footnote07.htm 7/7/97 
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"F" is die filing date of die primary appUcation. The Board established die time periods related to die 
filing date in die procedural schedule set out in Decision No. 6 in diis proceeding. 

(Return) 

http://199.240.228.105/Schedule/footnote09.hon 7/7/97 
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EIS Scope 
Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air (^ality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmenta] Justice 
Cultural & Historic 

Definition of Altematives 
The proposed action is Applicants' proposed 
acquisition and control, joindy or individually, 
of Conrail's i-ail lines and facilitici, as 
explained in the primary plication's 
operating plan and ER. The proposed 
transaction includes changes in railroad 
operations such as mcreases and decreases in 
train traffic on rail .ines, changes in activity at 
rail yards and intermodal facilities, and rail 
line abandonment and constraction projects. 

Reasonable or feasible altematives that will be 
evaluated in the EIS are (1) the proposed 
action, (2) the no-action altemative, and (3) 
the proposed action with conditions, including 
environmental mitigation conditions. 
Proposed modifications to the proposed 
transaction as requested by other parties in 
their inconsistent or responsive applications 
will also be addressed in the EIS. 

http://l 99.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/EIS_Scopc.htin 7/7/97 
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EIS Scope 
Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air Quality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issue 
Environmental Justice 
Cultural & Historic 

Impact Analysis 
Analysis in the EIS will address proposed 
activities and their potential environmental 
impacts, as appropriate. The scope of the 
analysis will include die following types of 
activities: 

1. Anticipated changes in level of 
operations on rail lines (e.g.. an 
increase in average trains per day) for 
those rail line segments which meet or 
exceed die Board's thresholds for 
environmental review in 49 CFR 
1105.7. 

In cases where the Board's 
environmental rules do not provide a 
threshold, the EIS generally will use 
increases of eight (8) trains per day or 
more as the threshold for addressing 
environmental impacts. Where 
appropriate, available system-wide data 
will be used. 

2. Proposed rail line abandonments. 
3. Proposed changes in activity at rail 

yards and intermodal facilities to the 
extent such changes may exceed the 
Board's thresholds for environmental 
analysis in 49 CFR 1105.7. 

4. Proposed requests for trackage rights or 
rail line acquisitions that may be 
included in inconsistent and responsive 
app'-cations. 

5. Proposed physical constraction of rail 
line segments other than the Seven 
Connections discussed above and in 
Decision No. 9 (See Foomoic). 

hnp://199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/ImpactAna]ysis.htin 7/7/97 
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Subsequent references to constraction 
projects in this seeding document do 
not include these Seven Connections. 
Altematives to constraction could 
include feasible altemate alignments 
that may be environmentally preferable. 

http://199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/ImpactAnalysis.htin 7/7/97 
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Proposed physical construction of rail Une segments other than Seven Connections discussed 
above in Decision No. 9. 

As noted in Decision No. 9, in reviewing die Seven Connections separately, die Board will consider 
die regulatory and environmental aspects of diese proposed constractions and Applicants' proposed 
operations over diese lines togedier in die context of whedier to audiorize each individual physical 
constraction project. The operational implications of die proposed transaction as a whole, including 
operations over die 4 or so miles embraced in die Seven Connections will be examined in die context 
of the EIS for the overall control transaction. 

(Return) 
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OVERVIEW 

EIS SCOPE 

COrUlE'JTS 

i r iFOPr iATION 

EIS Scope 
Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air C^ality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmental Justice 
Cultural & Historic 

Impact Categories 
The EIS will address potential impacts on die 
environment that will include the areas of 
safety, transportation systems, land use, 
energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, 
water resources, socioeconomic effects 
direcdy related to physical change:; in the 
environment, environmental justice, and 
cultural and historic resources, as described 
below. 

http7/199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/ImpactCategories.hOn 7/7/97 
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E I S SCOPE 

•MEr-iTS 

iriFOPnATIOM 

EIS Scope 
Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air (Quality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmental Ju,stice 
Cultural & Histonc 

Safety 
The EIS will: 

A. Address rail highway grade crossing 
safety factors, as appropriate. 

B. Consider increased prt^ability of train 
accidents, derailments, and other 
incidents, as appropriate. 

C. Address potential effects of increased 
freight traffic on commuter and 
intercity passenger service operations. 

D. Discuss the potential environmental 
impacts of the proposed transaction on 
public health and safety with respect to 
tbe transportation of hazardous 
materials, including: 

1. Changes in the types of 
hazardous materials and 
quantities transported or 
re-routed; 
2. Nature of the hazardous 
materials being uansported; 
3. Applicants' safety practices 
and protocols; 
4. Applicants' safety record (to 
the extent available) on 
derailments, accidents and 
hazardous materials spills; 
5. Any existing contingency 
plans to address accidental spills; 
6. Probability of increased spills 
given railroad safety statistics 
and applicable Federal Railroad 
Administration requirements; and 
7. Location and types of 
hazardous substances at 
hazardous waste sites or 

http://199.240.228.l05/EIS/Scope/Safety.htm 7/7/97 
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hazardous materials spills on the 
right-of-way of any proposed 
constraction or rail line 
abandonment site. 

http://199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/Safety.htm 7/7/97 
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iriFiDPnATiotj 

EIS Scope 
Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air (^ality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmental Justice 
Cultural & Historic 

Transportation System 
The EIS wUl: 

A. Describe system-wide effects of the 
proposed operational changes, 
constractions, and rail line 
abandonments and evaluate potential 
environmental impacts on commuter rail 
service and interstate passenger service. 

B. Discuss potential diversions of freight 
traffic from tracks to rail and from rail 
to tracks, as appropriate. 

C. Address, as appropriate, vehicular 
delays at rail crossings and intermodal 
facilities due to increases in rail related 
operations. A range of typical rail 
operations and traffic conditions will be 
defmed for purposes of evaluating the 
impacts of potential vehicular delays. 
Transportation impacts at grade 
crossings will be evaluated for those 
crossings having average daily vehicle 
trips of 5,000 or more (See Foomote). 

http7/199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/rransporutionSystem.htm 7/7/97 
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Transportation impacts at grade crossings will be evaluated for those crossings having average 
dally vehicle trips of 5,000 or more. 

Crossings widi average daily vehicle trips of fewer dian 5,000 vehicles per day typically do not 
experience serious delays. 

(Return) 

http://199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/foomotel l.httn 7/7/97 



Conrail Acquisition - Proposed EIS Scope Page 1 of 1 

Home Search [^Comments i.̂ " Links 
I SacUaa ut Earlri—iatal Aaaink (STB/SEA) 

STB Flaaaca Docket N» 33388 

Land Use 

E I ; SCOPE 

•opriATiori 

EIS Scope 
Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air (^ality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmental Justice 
Cultural & Historic 

The EIS will: 

A. Describe whether the proposed rail line 
constraction and abandonment 
activities are consistent widi existing 
land use plans. 

B. Describe environmental impacts 
associated with the proposed 
constraction of new rail lines or 
expansion of facilities as to acres of 
prime famdand potentially removed 
from production. 

C. Discuss consistency of proposed rail 
line constraction and abandonment 
activities with applicable coastal zone 
requirements. 

http://I99.240.2'̂ 8.105/'EIS/Scope/LandUse.htm 7/7/97 
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'VEtlVIEV/ 

EIS SCOPE 

coMriE:'jTs 

iriFOPriATIOM 

Energy 
EIS Scope 

Impact Analysis 
Impact (Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air (^ality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmental Justice 
Cultural & Historic 

The EIS will: 

A. Describe the potential environmental 
impact of the proposed transaction on 
transportation of energy resources and 
recyclable commodities to the extent 
such information is available. 

B. Discuss the overall increase or decrease 
in energy efficiency (fuel use) from 
track-to-rail diversions, based on 
estimates of such diversions subject to 
the Board's thresholds in 49 CFR 
1105.7 (e)(4Kiv). for diversions of 
1,000 rail carloads per year, or fifty 
(50) rail carloads per mile per year for 
any line segment. 

C. Discuss estimated changes in energy 
efficiency of rail-to-track diversions 
that exceed the Board's environmental 
tiiresholds in 49 CFR 1105.7 (e)(4)(iv). 

http://l99.240.228.1OS/EIS/Scope/Energy .hun 7/7/97 
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Air Quality 
SChEC'ULE 

EIS SCOPE 

C O I i r i E M S 

ir iFC'PnATIOM 

EIS Scope 
Impact Analysis 
Impact (Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air Quality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmental Justice 
(Cultural & Historic 

The EIS will: 

A. Evaluate air emissions increases that 
exceed the Board's environmental 
duesholds in 49 CFR 1105.7(eK5Ki). in 
an air quality attainment or maintenance 
area as designated under the Clean Air 
Act as it existed on the date the primary 
application was filed (See Footnote). The 
thresholds are as follows: 

(1) A 100 percent increase 
in rail traffic or an increase 
of eight (8) trains a day on 
any segment of rail line 
affected by the proposal; or 
(2) An increase in rail yard 
activity of at least 100 
percent or more; or 
(3) An increase in track 
traffic of more than ten 
(10) percent of the average 
daily tiraffic or fifty (50) 
vehicles a day. 

B. Evaluate emissions increases, if the 
proposed transaction affects a Qass I or 
non-attainment area as designated under 
the Clean Air Act as of the date the 
application was filed. Thresholds for 
Class I and non-attainment areas are as 
follows: 

(1) An increase in rail 
traffic of at least fifty (50) 
percent or an increase of 
three (3) trains a day or 
more; or 

http://199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/AirQuality .htin 7/7/97 
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(2) An increase in rail yard 
activity of at least twenty 
(20) percent; or 
(3) An increase in tiuck 
traffic of more than ten 
(10) percent of the average 
daily traffic or fifty (50) 
vehicles a day. 

C. Discuss the net increase in emissions 
from increased railroad operations 
associated with die proposed 
transaction. 

D. Evaluate potential air quality benefits of 
system-wide emission reductions that 
would result firom projected track-to-rail 
diversions. Net increases, less any 
estimated reductions due to track-to-rail 
diversions, will be compared to the 
entire emission inventory for affected 
non-attainment areas. This discussion 
will be based on emission inventory 
data provided by the appropriate state 
agency. 

E. Identify the following information for 
the anticipated transportation of ozone 
depleting materials (such as nitrogen 
oxide and freon): 

(1) Materials and quantity; 
(2) Applicants' safety 
practices; 
(3) Applicants' safety 
record (to Uie extent 
available) on derailments. 
accidents, and spills; 
(4) Contingency plans to 
address accidental spills; 
and 
(5) Likelihood of an 
accidental release of ozone 
depleting materials in the 
event of a collision or 
derailment. 

F. Discuss potential air emissions increases 
from vehicle delays at rail crossings 
where the rail crossing is projected to 
experience an increase in rail traffic 

http://199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/AitQuality .htin 7/7/97 
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over tbe thresholds described above in 
Section 5A for attainment and 
maintenance areas and in Section 5B for 
Qass I and non-attainment areas, and 
which ixave an average daily vehicle 
traffic iCvel above 5,000. Such increases 
will be factored into the net emissions 
estimates for the affected area. 

The EIS will not: 

A. Address ambient impacts of net 
increases or decreases of emissions 
related to rail operations changes, traffic 
delay analysis, and track to rail 
diversions, due to the infeasibility of 
incorporating such analysis into local 
and regional air quality impacts 
analyses, emissions databases, and air 
quality modeling protocols for a project 
that involves over 44,000 miles of rail 
lines and related facilities covering a 
large portion of the eastem half of the 
United States. Given the broad 
geographical scope of the proposed 
transaction, it is not feasible to do in any 
reasonable amount of time the 
thousands of modeling analysis that 
would be required to assess such 
impacts. 

http://199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/AirQuality .htin 7/7/97 
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Evâ ûate air endssions Increases that exceed the Board's envhx>nmental thresholds In 49 CFR 
110S.7(e)(5Ki), hi an air quality attainment or maintenance area as designated under the Clean 
Air Act as it existed on the date the primary application was filed. 

Air quality attainment areas are areas which comply widi national ambient air quality standards for 
particulate matter, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, ozone, carbon monoxide, and lead. 
Non-attainment areas are areas which do not comply widi one or more ambient air quality standards. 
Maintenance areas are areas which were non-attainment in the past but have air quality which 
complies with standards at present. These areas are designated by EPA. 

(Return) 
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E I S SCOPE 

COMMEr.TS 
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Noise 
EIS Scope 

Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air equality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmental Justice 
Cultural & Historic 

The EIS wUl: 

A. Describe potential noise impacts of the 
proposed transaction for those areas that 
exceed the Board's environmental 
tiiresholds identified in Section 5A of 
the Air C^ality discussion. 

B. Identify whether the proposed 
transaction will cause: 

(1) An incremental increase in 
noise levels of three decibels Ldn 
or more; or 
(2) An increase to a noise level of 
65 decibels Ldn or greater. If so, 
an estimate of the number of 
sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, 
libraries, hospitals, residences) 
within such areas will be made 
based on census data or other 
available information. Such 
receptors will be estimated for 
die area that may increase to 65 
decibels Ldn due to proposed 
transaction-related activities. 

http://l 99.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/Noise.htin 7/7/97 
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E I S S C C P E 

C O r i M E M S 

iriPOPriATioN 

Biological Resources 
EIS Scope 

Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air C^ality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmental Justice 
Culmral & Historic 

The EIS will: 

B 

Discuss potential environmental 
impacts from proposed rail line 
constraction and abandonment projects 
on federal endangered or threatened 
species or designated critical habitats. 
Discuss the effects of proposed rail line 
constraction and abandonment projects 
on wildlife sancmaries or refiiges, and 
national or state parks or forests. 

http://199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/BiologicalResources.hmi 7/7/97 
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E I S SCOPE 

KJFOPriATIOri 

EIS Scope 
Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation Sy«»em 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air (^ality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmental Justice 
Culmral & Historic 

Water Issues 
The EIS will: 

A. Discuss whether potential impacts 
from proposed rail line constraction 
and abandonment projects may be 
inconsistent with applicable federal or 
state water quality standards. 

B. Discuss whether permits may be 
required under Sections 404 or 402 of 
die Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344) 
for any proposed rail line constraction 
and abandonment projects and whether 
any such projects have the potential to 
encroach upon any designated weUands 
or 100-year floodplains. 

http://199.240.228.105/ElS/Scope/WaterIssues.hun 7/7/97 
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irjFOP.nATioiJ 

EIS Scope 
Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air Quality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconom><* Issues 
Enviro îT-.jntal Justice 
Cultural & Historic 

Socioeconomic Issues 
The EIS will address socioeconomic issues 
shown to be direcdy related to changes in die 
physical environment as a result of the 
proposed transaction. 

httpV/199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/Socioeconomiclssues.htm 7/7/97 
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irjFOPnATiou 

EIS Scope 
Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air C^ality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmental Justice 
Cultural & Historic 

Environmental Justice 
The EIS will: 

(1) Report on die demographics 
in tbe immediate vicinity of any 
area where major activity such as 
an abandonment or constraction 
is proposed: 

(2) Evaluate whether such 
activities potentially have a 
disproportionately high and 
adverse health effect or 
environmental impact on any 
minority or low-iiKome group. 

http://199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/EnvironmentaUustice.htm 7/7/97 
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SCHEDULE 

EIS SCOPE 

cor',:-iEMTs 

KlFORMATICtl 

EIS Scope 
Impact Analysis 
Impact Categories 

Safety 
Transportation System 
Land Use 
Energy 
Air duality 
Noise 
Biological Resources 
Water Issues 
Socioeconomic Issues 
Environmental Justice 
Cultural & Historic 

Cultural & Historic 
The EIS will address potential impacts from 
proposed rail Une constraction and 
abandonment projects on ciUtural and historic 
resources that are on, or immediaely adjacent 
to, a railroad right-of-way. 

http://199.240.228.105/EIS/Scope/CulturalHistoric.htm 7/7/97 
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Comments 
Disclaimer 
Filing Comments 
Address 
Parties of Record 
Submit Comments 

Disclaimer 
SEA will consider all comments regarding 
potential environmental impacts during its 
environmental review of the proposed 
acquisition. However, since electronic 
transmissions do not comply with certain STB 
filing requirements, comments received via 
diis website will NOT be entered into STB's 
formal public record. 

If you would like to have your comments 
entered into STB's formal pub!ic record, 
please refer to the procedtu^ 'discussed in the 
Filing Environmental Comments section. 

http://199.240.228.105/Comments/Disclaimer.hun 7/7/97 
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Comments 
Disclaimer 
Filing Comments 
Address 
Parties of Record 
Submit Comments 

Filing Environmental 
Comments 

SEA encourages broad participation in the EIS 
process during scoping and review of the Draft 
EIS (DEIS). Interested agencies and persons 
are invited to participate in the scoping phase 
by reviewing the dradft scope of the EIS. Due to 
the broad geographic scope of the proposed 
transaction, SEA does not plan to conduct 
public scoping meetings. Written comments on 
the draft scope of the EIS may be submitted to 
the Board within the 30-day comment period, 
as described below, no later than August 6, 
1997. It is not necessary to be a Party of 
Record (as detailed below) to file comments 
on the draft scope of the EIS and participate in 
the environmental review process. You need 
only submit a signed original and 10 c( pies of 
your comments. 

(See Address) 

By following this procedure, your comments 
will be placed in the formal Public Record for 
this case. In addition, SEA will add your name 
to its maiUng list for distribution of the final 
scope of die EIS, die DEIS, and Final EIS 
(FEIS). However, as stated in Board Decision 
No. 6 (See Footnote) in this case, copies of Board 
decisions, orders, and notices will be served 
only on persons designated as Parties of 
Record, Members of Congress, and Governors 
on the official service list. All other interested 
persons who wish to receive copies of Board 
decisions, orders, and notices served in this 
proceeding are encouraged to make advance 
artangements widi the Board's copy 
conti^tor, DC News & Data, Inc., at (202) 
289-4357. 

http://199.240.228.105/Comments/FilingComments.htm 7/7/97 
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However, as stated in Board Decision No. 6 . . . 

Board Decision No. 6 was issued May 30, 1997, and published at 62 FR 79387-29391. 

(Retum) 
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Comments 
Disclaimer 
Filing Comments 
Address 
Parties of Record 
Submit Comments 

Address 
Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

To ensure proper handling of your comments, 
you must mark your submission: 

Attention: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of 
Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

http://199.240.228.105/Coimnents/Address.htm 7/7/97 
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Conunents 
Disclaimer 
Filing Comments 
Address 
Parties of Record 
Submit Comments 

Parties of Record 
If you wish to become a Party of Record 
(POR) in this case, you must comply with the 
more rigorous filing and service requirements 
explained in Decision No. 6. Specifically, you 
must notify the Board by August 7,1997, or 
45 days after the primary appUcation was 
filed, of your intent to participate actively in 
this proceeding by submitting to the Office of 
the Secretary, at the above address, an 
original plus 25 copies of a Notice of Intent to 
Participate accompanied by a certificate of 
service. The Notice must demonstrate 
compliance with the service requiremerts set 
forth in the section of Decision No. 6 entitied 
ADDRESSES. Thereafter, each POR will 
receive a copy of the official service list that 
contains the names and addresses of all PORs, 
upon whom all subsequent filings must be 
served. 

http://l 99.240.228.105/Comments/ParticsOfRccord.htm 7/7/97 
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Comment Form 
DISCLAIMER: SEA will consider all comments regarding potential 
environmentiil impacts during its environmental review of the proposed 
acquisition. However, since electronic b:ansmissions do not comply widi 
certam STB fihng requirements, conunents received via this website will NOT 
be entered into STB's formal public record. 

If you would like to have your comments entered into STB's formal public 
record, please refer to rhe procedures discussed in die Fihng Environmenta] 
Comments section. 

Please tell us how to get in touch with you: 

Name 

Address 

Telephone 

E-mail 

FAX 

freqruired; 

Which Railroad would you like to comment on? (required) 

GlConrail 

•csx 
ClNorfolk Southem 

In what category does your comment fit? 
(Please select which cat O Environmental 

O General 
O Unknown 

Please enter your comments in the space provided below: (required) 

<%»Coinn\ents%> 

http://199.240.228.105/scripis/conunents.asp 7/7/97 
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Subaiit Coenenta Clear Fora 

http://199.240.228.105/scripts/comments.asp 7/7/97 
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OVERVIEW 

EIS SCOPE 

corniE.'JTS 

UJFORnATION 

Further Information 
Further Information 

Conuict Mr. Michael Dalton, SEA Project 
Manager, Conrail Control Transaction, (202) 
565-1530; or Ms. Dana White, SEA 
Environmental Specialist, at (202) 565-1552 
(TDD for die hearing impaired: (202) 
565-1695). Requests for summary information 
on the control transaction and EIS scope can 
be made Uirough SEA's toll-free 
Environmental Hotline at (888) 869-1997. 

http://199.240.228.105Anfonnation/default.htm 7/7/97 
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The Preliminary Enviionmental Report contained preliminary, descriptive information on the 
proposed transaction. 

(Return) 
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rt Home ij A Search! ̂  Comments | L i n k s 
SarCaca Traoapottatiaa Baard Sactiaa <rfE»<ira—uittl Aaalyrii (STB/SEA) 

S I B naaace Docket Na. 33388 

OVERVIEW 

EIS SCOPE 

UIFORMATION 

Text Search 
Search for documents in this web containing specific words or 
combinations of words. Th'; text search engine will display a veighted 
list of m.atching documents, with better matches shown first. Each list 
item is a Utdc to a matching document; if the document has a tide it will 
be .̂ hown. otherwise only the document's fde name is displayed. A brief 
explanation of the query language is available, along with examples. 

Search for: 1 
itart Seard Clear 

Query Language 
The text search engine allows queries to be formed from arbitrary 
Boolean expressions containing the keywords AND, OR, and NOT, and 
grouped with parentheses. For example: 

information rvtrxttval 

finds documents containing 'information' or 'retrieval' 

infonuition or r « t r i w a l 
same as above 

information and ratr iaval 
finds documents containing both 'information' and 
'retrieval' 

information not ratriavaX 
finds documents containing 'information' but not 
'retrieval' 

(inforxaation not ratria-val) and HAZ8 
finds documents containing "WAIS', plus 'information' 
but not 'retrieval' 

http://] 99.240.228.105/scarch.hUii 7/7/97 
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wab* 
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rt Home i! A Search i ^ Comments 'I/' Links 
Suitecc Traasportatioa Board Scctioa erEaviraaaMalai A a a l ^ (STB/SEA) 

STB naaace Docket Na. 33388 

OVERVIEW 

UlFCRriATION 

Related Links 
Railroads 

Conrail 
CSX 
NS 

Govemment Agencies 

NEPA 
SEA 

• 

http://199.240.228.105/links.htm 7/7/97 
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Surface Trar sportation Board 
1925 K Street N. VV. 

Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

NEWS 
FOR RELEASE: 
Thursday, July 17, 1997 
No. 97-56 

Contact: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Mike Calcon 
(202) 565-1530 

TDD (202) 565-1695 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
TO PREPARE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
ON "CSX-NS-CONRAIL' CONTROL APPLICATION 

Surface Transportation Board (Board) Chairman Linda J. 

Morgan announced today that an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) w i l l be prepared as part of the Board's review of the June 

23, 1997, application' f i l e d with the Board by the CSX 

Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc."; the Norfolk Southern 

Corporation and the Norfolk Southem Railway Company'; and 

Conrail Inc. and the Consolidated Rail Corporation' seeking 

aut h o r i t y f o r CSX and NS's acq u i s i t i o n of control of C-^nrail, and 

for the d i v i s i o n of Conrail's assets by and between CSX and NS. 

'in the case e n t i t l e d CSA Corporation aad CSX 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n , I n c . , N o r f o l k Southem C o r p o r a t i o n and N o r f o l k 
Southem Rai lway Company- - C o n t r o l and Ope ra t ing 
Leases/Agreements--Conrai l I n c . and Conso l ida ted R a i l 
Corporation, STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

'Collectively referred to as "CSX". 

'Collectively referred to as "NS". 

'Collectively referred to as "Conrail". 



The proposed transaction involves ever 44,000 miles cf 

r a i l r o a d l i n e s and related f a c i l i t i e s covering a large part of 

the eastern United States, and contemplates cnanges i n r a i l r o a d 

operations, such as increase's and decreases i n t r a f f i c on r a i l 

l i n e s ; changes i n a c t i v i t y at r a i l yards and intermodal 

f a c i l i t i e s ; and r a i l l i n e abandonment and construction projects. 

The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) w i l l prepare 

the EIS that w i l l include an analysis of the proposal's possible 

environmental e f f e c t s r e l a t i v e to safety; transportation systems; 

land and energy use; a i r q u a l i t y ; noise l e v e l s ; b i o l o g i c a l , 

water, and h i s t o r i c a l / c u l t u r a l resources; and socioeconomic 

factors d i r e c t l y related to possible physical changes i n the 

environment, environmental j u s t i c e , and h i s t o r i c a l / c u l t u r a l 

resources. 

The Board has adopted a 350-day procedural schedule f o r 

consideration of the proposal. The Board's July 7, 1997, Federal 

Register notice discussing the scope of the EIS i n v i t e d public 

comments by August 6, 1997. The SEA intends to complete EIS 

scoping by Sapteabar 1997 and to issue a Draft EIS in November 

1997. Public comments on the Draft EIS w i l l be accepted f c r a 

period of 4S days following i t s issuance. 

The SEA w i l l consider a l l conunents received on the Draft EIS 

m i t s preparation of a Final EIS and i n i t s presentation of 

f i n a l recommendations to the Board. The SEA w i l l issue the 

Final EIS i n l a t e March or early A p r i l 1998, p r i o r to the Board's 

--MORE--



open voting conference scheduled for A p r i l 14, 1998. At that 

conference, the Board w i l l announce whether i t w i l l grant the 

ap p l i c a t i o n , deny i t , or grant i t with conditions. The Board 

next w i l l issue i t s w r i t t e n decision on June 8, 1998, i n which 

the Board w i l l address the relevant issues, including 

environmental issues, and impose any conditions found to be 

appropriate, including environmental conditions. 

The public i s i n v i t e d to c a l l the SEA's f o i 1-fre*; 

Environmental Hotline at 1-888-869-1997 with any questions 

regarding the Board's environmental review process, or to request 

a fact sheet about che proposed transaction. Additional 

information about the proposal i s available on the Internet at 

the SEA'S "Conrail Acquisition Web Page" at 

www.conrailfflergar.com. 

The public may submit comments regarding p o t e n t i a l 

environmental effects of the proposal by sending an o r i g i n a l plus 

10 copies to the Board at the following address: 

Caaa Control Ublt 
Office of tha Sacratary 
Surfaca Transportation Board 
1925 K Strest, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Attn: Elaina K. Kaisar. Chief 
Saction of Environmental Analysis 
'Environmental P i l i n g . P.P. 33388" 

**# 
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Chicago Sun-Times 
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l l l i i i l n l i i i l l i i l l i i l l i i i i i l i l i i l l i l i l i n l l i i l i l i i l i l i f i l l i i i i l i i l i l i i l i l i i i l l i l l l l l l l l i l l l l i l l i u i i i i i l i l i i l i l n i i l i i l i i i l l i i l i i l l i i i i i i l l l l i i i i l i i i i l l i i l i l l i i l i l i l i l i . l i l i i i 

Vineland Journal Albany Tunes Union Amsterdam Recorder 
h91 F Oak Road 654 Albanv Shaker Rd I Venner Road 
Vmeland, NJ 08360-2396 Albany, NY 12212-5000 Amsterdam. NY 12010-5695 

l . n l l i i i i l i i l i l l l I l i i , l , l i i l i i i i l i i i l i i l i i l i i l i l i i l i l i i i l l i i i i l i i i i i i i i i l i i n i i i i i i i l i . i l i i l i i i i i l i i i i i i i l i i i l i . l l . . . l l i l . i l i . . i . i i l i i l l i n n l i i i i i i i i i i l i i i i l l l i i i i l i l i i l 
BuflaloNev^s Catskill Mail Coming Leader 
One News Plaza PO Box 484 34 W Pulteney St. 
Buffalo. NY 14203-2994 Catskill, NY 12414-0484 Commg, NY 14830-2211 



' " • " • ' • ' " • ' • • I I l i n l l i l i i i n l l i n i i i i l i i n l i l n n l i n l i i l i i l i i i i l i i i i „ i i n i i i i i i i i i i l i i i i i n i i i i l i i i i | i i i i i n | i i i | l i i i i | | i „ i | | | | i | i l i i i i i | , i , | | , | i l i | , | i i | , | „ 
Elmira Star-Gazene Geneva Finger Lakes Tunes Jamestown Post-Journal 
201 Baldwin St. 218 Genesse St 15 W Second St. 
Elmira, NY '4901-3065 Geneva. NY 14456-2398 Jamestown, NY 14701-5215 

' • • • " " • • • l > l « > i » l l > - . i i l i i i i l i l i i l i l , i i i l , l i l i i i i l i i l i i n i l i l i i n l l l i i i i l i i i i l i i l i l i n i i l i i . i n L l i i l i l i i i i l i i l i n l l i i i i l i i i l i l l I l i i i i i i i i i i i l i i | i „ | , | | . | n i i l i , 

Middletown Times Herald-Record New York Times Niagara Falls Gazette 
40 Mulberry St 229 W 43rd St. 310 Niagara St 
Middletown, NY 10940-0558 New York, NY 10036-3959 Niagara Fdls, NT 14303-1182 

l i n l l l l i i i i i l i i l i i i i i l i i i i i l l i i l n i l i i i i i i l i l l i l i i l i l i i i i I n i l l i i i l l i l 1 n i l I n i l i l l , i l i l i l I I I i | i i i i i i i i | i | | i | i | , i , | | i i | | i i | | , i | , | , , 1 1 , j j , , , ) , , ) , , , , ) ) , , , I I I I , 

Nyack Rockland Journal-News Poughkeepsie Journal Schenectady Gazette Newspapers 
1 Gannett Dnve 85 Civic Center Plaza 2345 Maxon Road 
White Plams, NY 10604-3402 Poughkeepsie, NY 12601-2400 Schenectady. N" '̂ 12308-1105 

l . n l l . . l . l . i , l l l i . l i l l i i . , . l i , „ i l i | , i l i „ i l l l . l i t l i l t i i l I I M I I K I ! : i t ] i i l l i f f i i t l t i f 
i l n . i l . . I I . . . I . . 1 1 . 1 . . I . l . . . l , l . l . . i l l i i i i i i i l n l i i n i l i i l n l i i i i i i i i l i n n i . l l . i n i i i . . 

Iroy Record Watertown Times (NY) UTnle Plams Reporter-Dispatch 
501 Broadway 260 Washmgton St. 1 Gannett Dnve 
Troy, NY 12180-3381 Watenown. NY 13601-3364 White Plains. NY 10604-3402 

l . l . . l , l i i i i i i t i n i i i i n i i l l n i l l m i l l n u l l i i i l i i l l l u l l t i l i i l i l i i l l i n i i l n n i i i i i i i n l i i i i i l . l i l l i i i l i l i i i i l i i i t n . l i l i i l i l i i l l i i i i i i l i l i l I i l n l i l l i l i i i l n i l i i i i l i l i i 

Akron Beacon Journal .Ashtabula Star-Beacon Bucyrus Telegraph-Forum 
44 E Exchange 4626 Park Ave. 119 W Rensselaer St. 
Akron, OH 44328-0002 Ashtabula, OH 44004-6950 Bucyrus, OH 44820-2294 

l i l n l i l n l l i n l l i n i n l . l n l i l n i l i n i l i l l l l l t l l l l l l t l l l l l l t l l l l l l l l l l 
i i l l l i n i i l i i i i l i i i n i l i i l i i i l i i i l i l i i l i i n i l i i l l i l i i l n l l i n l i l n i i l i l i i n i n i i i l i i i l i i l i i , I I I , l l l l l l l . 

Canton Repository Cmcmnati Enquirer. Post CCI05KY,i Columbus Dispatch 
500 Market Ave . South 312 Ehn St 34 South Third Street 
Canton. OH 44702-2112 Cincinnati. OH 45202-2724 Columbus, OH 43215-4241 

l,l..l»il.inl.,..ll..l,ill...li..,...liil„.l,inl,in.. 1.1.. 1, 1,1 „ i . . II1 1.1.. 1111.. i . 11111 i 11 III. i 11 111 n 11.1 i l i l nl. . I l . i l . l , , , . II . i l i l l l i i i n l . l i l l . l l . l . i l i i i i l i l , , 
Coshocton I ribune Dayton News Defiance Crescent .News 
550 Main St 45 S Ludlow 624 W. 2nd St 
Coshocton, (JH 43812-0010 Dayton, OH 45402-1858 Defiance, OH 43512-0249 

l > l i . l i l i l . l i . i . . l . . l i i i i i i i l i i i , i l i i . l i l . l , l i i , l i i i , i i i i i l . i n l i . l i i . l i i l i i l . i l i l i i i i l i . i i i i i i i . l i i i i i l i i . m l , I I , i i i i . l i l i i i i n i i l i i i i i i l n i i i i i i i i . i l . I . l i . l l i l i i l . i n i 
Fmdiay Couner Fremont New-Messenger Gallipolis Tnb. Pomeroy SenmL Pomt 
701 W Sandusky 1700 Cedar St Pleasant Regstr 
l indlav. OH 45840-2325 Fremont. OH 43420-11 M 825 Third Ave 

Gallipolis, OH 4563I-I624 

l,li,i„ll.iiilml,i,ii,ill ii!,iliill„,i.l„i,lni. I.I i i i i i t i i i i i . i , i i „ . i i . , „ i , i „ i i i i i , i . . i i . i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i III ill l l l l l l l l l 111 lull II i l l i i i l m l l i l i i l i l i l i i l i l i . I 

Kenton limes Kent-Ravenna Record-Courier Lima News 
POBox 230 126 N Chesmut St 3515 Elida Road 
Kenton. OH 43326-0230 Ri venna. OH 44266-2254 Lima. OH 45807-1538 

l i i i i l i l i i l i l i i i n i i i i i l . l l i I i l i l n i l i l i i l i l i i l i i n i i l i l i i l i i i , i i l i i i i l , i i i i i i l i i l i i i l i i l l i i l , l , i i i l i l n l i l i i i i l l i l i l i i l i l i i l i i l i i l l i i m l l i i i l l i i l i i i l l i i i l l i i i l i l i i l i l n i 
I isbon Journal Lorain Journal Mansfield News Journal 
308 Maple St 16';'' Broadway "70 W. Fourth St. 
Lisbon. OH 44432-0249 Lorain. OH 44052-3489 .Mansfield, OH 44903-3600 



I , l , i l i l i i i l m l i l i l i l l I , i , i i i i l i m i i i i i l i l i i l i l i i i i i i i n l n l l i n l l i l i I i i i i l l i l i i i i i i i i i i l l i i i i i i i l i l i i i i l i i l i l i i i i l i i l i i i i i i l i l i i i l i i i i i l i n l i i l i l i i i i l n l i l i i l i l i 
.Viariena Times 
700( hannel Lane 
.Marietta Times. OH 45750-2300 

Marion Star 
150 Coun St. 
Manon, OH 43302-3026 

Medina Gazette 
885 W Liberty St 
Medina. OH 44253-1396 

l i l n l n l l i i l i l i i i i i l , l , l „ „ l l l i i l i l l l l l l t l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l t l l l l l l l i l l i n i l i i i i l i l n l i i n l i i n i l i i i i i i l i i l i i l i l n l n l i l i l n l . i . i l i n l n i i l i l m i i i i l l i l i l i n l l i n l i l l i l i i l i l i . 
Napoleon Northwest Signal 
595 E Riverview Ave. 
Napoleon. OH 43545-1865 

Newark Advocate 
22 N. First St. 
Newark. OH 43055-5624 

Norwalk Reflector 
61 E Monroe St 
Norwalk. OH 44857-1532 

l i l i i l i i l l n l i i i i l i l n i l i l n i l l l l i i n i l l i i l i l l i l i . l . l i i l l l i l i i l i i n l l i i l i l i n i i l l i l i l i i l i i i l l l l . i i l . l . . l . i i m l i l l i i i i l i i i l i i . l l i i l l i i i i i i i l i i l . l i l . , I . . . I . U I . I . . I . I . < 
Pon Clinton News-Herald 
115 W Second St 
Port Clmton. OH 43452-1012 

Sandusky Register 
314 W Market St 
Sandusky, OH 44870-2410 

Sidney News 
911 S Vandemark Road 
Sidney, OH 45365-8974 

l i l n l i l i l n i i l i i l i n i i i l l l l i i i i l l i i i l l i i l l i i i l i l i i l i t t i i l l i l i i t i i l i i l i l i i i l i l i i i l i l i i l i l l t i i i l i t i t l t i i i l i l i i l i l i i l i i l i l i l n l i l i i l l i i l i l n i i i i l i i l i l i n i l l i i l i l i l i l i . l i l i i l i l i i 

Sprmglield News-Sun (OH) 
202 N Limestone St. 
Spnngfleld, OH 45501-0660 

Steubenvuic Herald-Star CWV) 
401 Herald Square 
Steubenville, OH 43952-2090 

Tiffm Advertiser-Tnbune 
320 Nelson St. 
Tiffin, OH 44883-9359 

i i i n i i i l l i i i l i n l l i i l i n i l i i i . l l i n l l 
Toledo Blade 
541 N. Supenor St. 
Toledo, OII 43660-0001 

i i n n l l l i l i i l i f n n l . l . i l . l i l i i . l l i l i i i l i i l i i i i l l m i l i l l i i i i i n i l i i n i i l i i i i i i i l i l i i i i l i i i l i i i . l i i I i n i . l . l . . l l n l i i l , l . l i l i i l i l i i 

Troy News Van Wen Times-Bulletin 
224 S Market St 700 Fox Road 
Troy, OH 45373-3300 Van Wert, OH 45891-2485 

i i i n l i i n l l i l , H u l l , , l i i i i i l l i l i i l i i i l i m i l l i l i > l i l n i i l i l i i l i l i i i l l i n i i l i i i l n l l , . , i i i l i . l l i i i i l i i i l i l i i l i l i i i l i l i l i l i i i i l i l i i i i l l l i i i i l i i i l i i l i l i i l i l i n l l i . l l . l i l n l . t . i 

Warren I ribune Chronicle 
POBox 143! 
Warren. OH 44482-1431 

Willoughby News-Herald 
7085 Mentor Ave. 
Willoughby. OH 44094-^900 

Wilmmgton News-Journal (OH) 
47 S. South St 
Wilmmgton, OH 45177-2213 

l l l l l l , l , , l , i l l l i l l , , , M i l l l , , , l l l l ! l l l l l l i l l , i , i l l | l l l , l l l l i , l i l l i l l l l l l l l i l , , i , i l l i , l l , , l , , l i l , : l i , l , , ' , i , l l i i i i i i , i l l n i i l l l i i i , , , l i l l i i , i i l l l i i i i i i l i l i l l I l i l i l i i l i l i , 
\'oungsu)wn \ indicator 
107 Vindicator Square 
\ oungstown. OH 44501-0780 

Zanesville Times Recorder 
34 S Fou'.di St 
Zanesville, OH 43701-3449 

.Allentown The Mommg Call 
IOI N 6th St. 
Allentown, PA 18101-1403 

l . n l l i l i l i i l i n l l m i i l i l i , l i i l i l i i i „ l , i , i i i l i i i i l l I n i l i i i l l . i n l n i i l i i i 11,1 

Beaver ( ouiiiv 1 imes 
400 Fail Ave 
Beaver, PA 15009-1998 

Binghamton Press & Sun-Bulletin 
4421 Vestal Parkway, Last 
Vestal. NY 13850 

l . . . l i . l l , . i i i i i l l i l i l i l i l i n l l . l i i . l l n l i l n l i L 
Butler Eagle 
114 W Diamond St 
Butler. PA 16001-5796 

l l 11 l l l r i i l I 111 IfJl l l . i l l . . , l , l , l l . , i . l i l l l . . , l i l . . l . l , . l l l.nlll.nliil i l t l i f Mtillrn lll.il.ll li.l.l i i i i l i i l i l i i l i i i l l i l l i i i i i l i i i i l i i l i i l l l n i i l i i i l l i n i i l i l l i l i i l i l i r 
Carlisle Sentinel 
4''7 I North St 
Carlisle. PA 17013-2620 

Chambersburg Public Opinion 
77 N Third St. 
Chambersburg. PA 1.201 -1803 

Ene News. Times. Weekender 
205 W 12th 
Enc PA 16534-0002 

I n l i i i i i i i i i l l i i l . i n i i l l i i i l l l l l n i i l m i l i i i i l 11 i 111111 i111i i i1111 I I I ! ! ! i l 111II i i n l i i i i i i n i i i i l n i l l . l n i i l n i i l l i l i n i i l i i l i i i i i l i l m i i i i i i i i i i l l i i i l i l i i l i i l i l i l i i i i l i i l 

(ireensburg Irihune-Keview 
622 Cabin Hill Drivi-
(jieensburg, PA 15601-1692 

Hamsburg News. Patnot 
812 Market St 
Hamsburg, PA 17101 2827 

Haz'eton Standard-Speaker 
21-23 N. W'yommg St. 
Hazleton, PA 18201-6098 
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ll.l.i.l.iiill Ilnilllniii i i i i l i i l i l i l n i i l n i i l i n l M l n n l . l i l I l i l i i , i i i . . l i . , i l n i . l , l i , l , l i i l . i l i l i i i l i i i i , i , l l „ l l I l m i l i i i i l i n l i l i l n l l i l n l i l i 
Johnstown Tnbune-Democrat Kittanning Leader Times Lancaster New Era, Intelligencer Journal, 
425 Locust St 115-121 N dram Ave . ,ews 
Johnstown, PA l.-̂ 901-1888 Kittannmg. PA :'>201-0978 8 W. Kmg St 

Laicaster'pA 17603-3824 

i n . l l l . . . l l i . . . . i . , l . , i . l . l | . . l . . . l . i . i . . i i l i l , i i , i i i i i , l i , i i l l l i i l n i l i i i i l l n i , i , l l l i l . i l i i l i l , i l i l i i l i l i i l i l i . l i i i l l i i i , l l l i . , i l i , i i l i , l i i i l l„l i l , i l l- l l i l i l n l i l , 
Lebanon News Lehighton Times-News I.ewisiou-n .Sentinel 
718 Poplar Sn-eet PO Box 239 375 6th St 
Lebanon. FA 17042-6755 Lehighton. PA 18235-0239 Lewislown. PA 17044-1233 

l i i i l l i l l i i . i l l . . i l l i i l i l i i i l l m l i | i i | l i i l , i l | , | i i l i l i i i i l , i i l l l l n . l i l i i i l . . i l l i . i l l i . i i i i l i i l . l i l n l . l i l i , l i l n l l i i i l i n l l i l l I l l i n i i . l i . i i l l i l i i l . l l i i . i l l n l i l i i l i l , 
Meadville Iribune Middletown Times Herald-Record New Castle News 
947 Federal Court 40 Mulberrv St 2'' N Mercer St. 
Meadville. PA 16335-3234 Middletown. NY 10940-0558 New Castle. PA 16103-3806 

l i n i l l i l i n i i l i n l l i i i n i i l i . l l l l i i i l i l i l . l l l l l l l l l l l i n l l i l i l i i i l i l i i l i l i i [ i l M i l l i i l i l l l i t i i i n l l i l n l i l i m l l i t i i i l l i i i l i i l i i i l l i i i . i l i l l l i i i l i l i i i l i i l l i l i i t . l , 
Philadelphia Inquirer. News (*NJ) Pittsburgh Post-Gazette Scranton Times. Inbune 
400 N Broad St 34 Boulevard ot the Allies 149 Penn Ave 
Philadelphia. PA 19130-4015 Pittsburgh. PA 15222-1204 Scranton. PA 18503-2094 

I m l l l i i i l l i i l i l i i i l i i l i l i l n l l i l i i n l l i l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l i i l i i l . l l . m i l l U . l l i i . l . . l . l i l n l . l . i l i . . l l i i i l l . l l n l i . l i l l m i i i l l . l i i l l 
Shamokin-Mount Carmel News-Item Sharon Herald State College Centre Times 
707 N Rock St 52 S. Dock St. 3400 E College Ave 
Shamokin, PA P872-4930 Sharon. PA 16146-1808 Sute College, PA 16801 

I n . l l l . l l l l l l l , l l l l l l l I l . l . l i l i l n l i i n l i l i . l i l i . l l l . „ i l i „ , i l i i i . l l i i , i i l i . l i i l i i l l i i i l . i l i l i i l i i i i i i l i i t i i , i i , l i l . . l i i i l i i l i i l i i i i i i n i l i n i l l i l i l . i l i l , 
Stroudsburg I'ocono Record Sunbun.' Item Uniontown Herald-Standard 
511 Lenox St 200 Market St 8-18 E Church St. 
Stroudsburg, PA l,S?60-1599 Sunbun., PA l~S01-3432 Uniontown, PA 15401-3563 

l i . . l l , i l i i . i l l . . l l . . i l i i . , i i . l i i i i i i „ i l „ l . l l i i i i i i l , i i . I i i i i l i i i l . l l l l l l l i i i i . . l i , i . , l i , „ . l i . i i i l i , i . l I I I l l t i f II11 tl llM11li111111 M I . i l . I l i i , i l i l i in l i i i n i l i i l n , ' 

W airen l imes Obser\ er W ashington Obsener-Reponer West Chester Local News 
205 Pennsylvania Ave . W 122 S Main St. 250 N Bradford Ave 
Wanen. PA U. U.S-2412 Washington. PA 15301-4904 West Chester, PA 19382-2800 

l l l l l l l l l l l l l l , l l l , n i i . i l . , i i l i l . . l l i . i i l i . i i l i l . . l . l . I l l l . . l l i l . . i l l l i i M i . , l . . . l l l l . . i l . . l i , . l . l l , l i . l i l i . l i l . i l . . l . l i i l i i l . i i l i . l l i i . i l l i i i l l n l l i i l l I l l l i . i l . l i . l . l . , 
^ ork Dispatch. Record, News ( larksville I eut-( hronicie Cleveland Barmer 
122SUeorgcSi PO Box S29 1505 25th St., N W. 
^ ork PA I "401 UD.'s Clarksville, TN 37041-0829 Cleveland. TN 37311-3610 

l i i l i , i „ l i . . l i , l i l i . l l . ,m i l , I , . l l l l l l l l l l l l l l , , ! , I „ l l , l i , i „ i , l l l l I l i „ l l , „ l , l „ l , l , . i l l i i l . , l i l i i l , l „ l , i l l i i i i i l i i i i i , i l l i l l i i i i l l i n i i l i l i i i i l i l i i i i l , , 
Jackson Sun ( FN i Memphis Commercial Appeal Murtreesboro News-Journal 
245 W Lataveitc 495 I nion .Ave 224 N Walnut St. 
Jackson. I"N 3S<0I-(>I48 Memp'- s. TN 38103-3221 Murtreesboro, TN 37130-3659 

l i . U . n i i iiililll II l l l l l l l l l l l . n i l i i l i i l i l i i i i l m l l i i l . i n i i l i n i i l l M i i i i i i i i i i l l l l l l l l i t i t l l t l i l t t t l l l l l l l l l il..l.i..ll..li..il...l...i...li.iiliinlll i i i l l i l i i i i l , , 

Nashville Banner Tcnnessean Hamsonburg News-Record Newport .News Press 
1100 Broadway : M S I lbet̂  Sl 7505 Warwick Blvd. 
Nashvilc, IN <:"203-31l6 Hamsonburg, VA 22801-3621 Newport News, VA 23607-1517 



i i , | i | „ i | „ ! , | , i , . l i l l i i i l in i lml i i . l i i i i . i i i l i i l i i i i l i l i i l i i l i i l i l l l l i i l i i l . l i ln. i i l i ln l l i ln l i l imi, I I . l l l l l l l l l . I . I l l i i iml l in l l i l 
Norfolk \'irginian-Pilot 
150 W Brambleton Ave. 
Norfolk, \ A 23510-2075 

Petersburg Progress-Index 
15 Frankim St 
Petersburc. \ A 23803-4514 

Pnnce William Counry Potomac News 
14010 SmoketowTi Rd 
Woodbndge, VA 22193 

l . i l i l i i l ln i l i l .nl l i i imi l i i i 
Ridimond Tunes-Dispatch 
333 E Grace St. 
Richmond, VA 23219 

l i i l i l i in l l i i i in i l l in l l in l l i i i i i i lnnl i l i l i ln l i in ln i l l i i l i l i ln i i l . i i l l inml l i ln i i i l i l in l l l i l i ll.lnl.l. 
Roanoke Times Staunton News Leader 
201 Campbell Ave., S W 11 N, Central Avenue 
Roanoke, VA 24011-1105 Staunton, VA 24401-42P 

l i i l i ln i i l i l ln i l i l i ln i l l ln. i l .n. l inl i i i i i . l i . l . ln. l l i i l i l i i l i l i i l . i l l in i i i l l i l i l i l lml. lnlnl . l i ln l . l i i l . l i i l i i l ih l i l . ln l .H Il..l l. l.. l i.. l. l.. l i l l. l i. i. l. 
Strasburg Northem Virgmia Daily 
152N Flohday 
Strasburg, \ A 22657-0069 

Winchester Star 
Two N. Kent St. 
Winchester, VA 22601-5098 

Beckley Register/Herald 
801 N. Kanawha St. 
Beckley, WV 25801-3822 
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Charleston Gazette, Mail 
1001 Virgmia St., East 
Charleston, W\ 25301-2835 

Charleston Gazette, Mail 
1001 V. gmia St, East 
Charleston, WV 25301-2835 

Fairmont Times-West Virgmian 
PO Box 2530 
Fairmont, WV 26555-25^0 
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Huntington Herald-Dispatch 
946 Fifth Ave 
Huntmgton. WV 25720-2017 

Lewisburg West Virgmia News 
200 S Court St. 
Lewisburg. WV 24901-0471 

Martmsburg Journal 
207 W King St. 
Martmsburg, WV 25401-3211 
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Parkersburg News, Sentinel 
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Parkersburc, WV 26102-1787 

Washmgton Post (•VA,MD» 
1150 15th St., N Ŵ  
Washmaton, DC 20071-0002 
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LEGAL NOTICE 
EnvironiTMnlal Impact Study tor 

Propo««d Conrail Acquisition 
The Surface Transportation Board 

(Board) it prepanng an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) to evaluate and 
consider the potential environmental 
impacu that may result from the pro
posed acquisition of Conrail by CSX and 
Norfolk and Southem and subsequent 
division of Conrail's assets. The EIS will 
mclude analysis of possible environ
mental efTects of the proposed tranaae-
Uon on eafety. transportation syntams. 
land use. energy, air quality, noise, 
biological resources, water resources, so
cioeconomic effects directly related to 
physical changes in the environment, 
environmental justice, and histori
cal/cultural resources. 

The proposed transacUon would in
clude changes in railroad operations 
such as increases and decreases in train 
traffic on rail lines, changes in activity 
at rail yards and intermodal faciliUes. 
and rail line abandonment and construc
tion projecU. States potentially affected 
include: AL. CT. DE. GA. IL, IN. KY. LA, 
MA . MD. MI. MO. NJ. NY. OH, PA. TN, 
VA. VrV, and the District of Columbia. 

If you .Save questions regarding envi
ronmental issues of the Board's environ
mental review process, or would like a 
Fact Sheet, please contact SEA through 
us toll free Environmental Hotline at 1-
888 "̂ eg-1997 or on the InUrnet at 
www.!, gnrailmerger.com. The public can 
submit comments regarding potential 
environmental efTects of the proposed 
transaction by submitting an onginal 
plus 10 copiea to tha Board at the 
fallowing addreas: 

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. Section of EnvironmeruJ 

Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

July 25. 1997 



Ailmimstrmt^iy Comfidentiai 

Publication List - Legal Notice 

Alabama 
Birmingham 
OdOsden 

Oalawar* 

Wilmingion 
Otstrtct of Columbia 

Washington 
Gaoryia 

Atlanta 
CL>lumbus 
Corr/ers 
Dougasvtiie 
Mac»n 

Illinois 
Alton 

6eilevt(ie 
Champaiqn 
Chicago 
Chtcago 
Danville 

K3nKaKe«> 
Morns 
Ottawa 
Pans 
SpnngtMUd 

Indiana 
Anoerson 
Aubum 
Clinton 
ElKhan 
Evansville 
Fort Wavn* 
Gary 
Huntington 
tndianapods 
KenJallvilte 

Logansport 
Mictwgan Citv 

Munstet 
Penj 
P^mouth 
Pnnceton 
Richmond 
South Bend 
Terre Haute 
Vincennes 
Wabash 
Warsaw 

Kentucky 
Ashland 
Henderson 
HooKinsvitie 
Le Kington 
L ouibviKe 
Martisonvftit' 
Owensborc 
Paducah 

Louisiana 
Ne* Urteanb 

M.-ryland 
AnnapOUs 

haidmofe 
E!k(on 
f pdencfc 
Haqerstov^ 
Wetitmtnstef 

Michigan 
Ann Artx^r 

Birmingham News Posi-Herara 
ua<Jsden Times 

OovBf Delaiwarti Stale Hew% 
Wimimgion News Journal 

Washington Post 

Atlanta Journal Cixistitution 
Columbus Ledger.Enouirer 
Conyers Rockdale Citizen 
Douglasville t>ouglas Counly Sentinel 
Macon Telegraph 

Alton Telegraph 
Belleville News DefT>ocrai 
Champaign News.GajetlB 
Chicago Sun-Tvnas 
Chicago Tnt jne 
Danville Commemal News 
Decatur Herald & Review 
Kankakee Journal 
Moms Herald 
Ottawa Times 
Pans Beacon-News 
Spnn^ 'lelQ Slate Joumal-Regoter 
Taylor 'le 8reeie<;ouner 

Anderson Herald Buietin 
Aubum Evening Star 
Clinlon Clintoman 
Elkhan Truth 
Evansville Couner. Press 
Fort Wayne Joumal-Gaiene News-Senwiel 
(iary Post Tnbone 
Huntington HetaM Press 
Indianapolis Star News 
Kendallville News-Sun 
Lalayette Journal and Counei 
Logansport Pharos Tnbune 
MKhigan City News Dispatch 
MurKie Siaf. Press 
Munster Times 
Peru InDune 
Plymouth Piioi.News 
Pnnceton Clanon 
Richmond Palladium-iiem 
South tJeno Tnbune 
Terre Haute Tnbune Star 
Vincennes Sun.Commerciai 
WabasT) Plain Dealer 
Warsaw Times^Jnion 

Ashland Independeni 
Henderson Gleaner 
Hopkinsville Kentuckv New Era 
Le«ington Herald Leader 
Louisvilk! Couner NIOUT al 
Madisonvitie Messenger 
OwansOoro Messenger Inquirer 
Paducah Sun 

New 0''eans Times Pii:ayune 

Anr^apolis Capital 
Ballirnore Sun 
Elkton Cecil Whiq 
h redenck News Post 
Magerslown Herald Mw 
Wesiininster Carroll County limes 

Ann Ait)of Newi, 

07/25«7 Bay Cny 
Detroit 
Ffcit 

07/2V97 Grand Rapids 
07/2M7 MKtond 

Monioe 
07«5«7 Muskegon 

Pon Huron 
07/25/97 Sagmaw 
07/25/97 Missoun 
07/2««7 Kansas City 
07/25/97 Si Louis 
07/26«7 New Jersey 

Chairy HII 
07/2S/97 East Snjnsnnck 
07/2M7 Easton 
07/2S/97 Hackensack 
07125197 Jersey Cny 
07/25197 Neptune 
07/25/97 Newark 
07/25/97 Passax: 
07/25/97 Pleasantville 
07/25/97 Salem 
07/25/37 Trenton 
07/25«7 Vineland 
07/25«7 New Vork 
07/25«7 Atiany 

Amsterdam 
07/25/97 BuHak) 
07/25/97 CatskiM 
07/25/97 
07/25«7 
07^5197 
07/25«7 
07/2^97 
07/2b/97 
07/25^7 
07/25^7 
07l2SKr 
07/25/97 
07/25«7 
07/25/9' 
07/25/97 
07/2Si^? 
07/25«7 
07/2&'97 
07/2 V97 
07/25«7 
07/25/9' 
07/25«7 
07/2S«7 
07/25«7 

07/25/97 
07/25/97 
07/25/97 
07/25/97 
07/25/97 
07/25/97 
07/25197 
07125/97 

07/25197 

07/25/97 
07/2597 
07/25/3/ 
07/2^/97 
07/24 97 
07/25/97 

07/r5'97 

Michigan (com.) 

Otiio 

Coming 
Elmm 
Qef>eva 
Jamestown 
MKtdletown 
New YorV 
Niagara Falls 
Poughkeepsie 
Schenectady 
Troy 
Watertown 
While Plains 
Whee Plains 

Akron 
Ashtabula 
Bucyrus 
Canton 
Cmctnnati 
Cokmtxjs 
Coshocton 
Daylon 
Defiance 
Findtay 
Fretnoni 
Galtpolis 
Kenton 
LirT,^ 
Lisbon 
Loram 
ManstieM 
Manetta 
Manon 
MeditM 
Napoleon 
Newaw 
Norwalk 
Pod Clinton 
Ravenna 
Sandusky 
Sidney 
Spnngtieki 

Bay Oty Times 07/25197 
Detroit Free Press News 07/25197 
Flint Journal 07/25197 
Grand Rapids Press 07f25/97 
Midland News CT/2S/97 
Monroe News 07/25/97 
Muskegon Chronicie 07/25/9'' 
Port Huron Times-Herald 07/26/97 
Sagmaw News 07/25/97 

Kansas City Star 07/25197 
Si Louis Post-Disoatch 07/25/97 

Camden Couner-Posi 07/25/97 
New Brunswick Home News & Tnbune 07/25/97 
Easton Express Times 07/25/97 
Bergen County Record 07/25/97 
Jereey Oty Jersey Journal 07/25/97 
Neotune Asbury Park Press 07/25/97 
Newai* Star-Ledger 07/25/97 
Passaic North Jersey HeraW & News 07/25/97 
AUariDc CKy Press 07/25/97 
Salem Today s Sunbeam 07/25^7 
Trenion Times 07125/97 
Vmeisna Jouma 07/25/97 

Atoany Times Union 07/25/97 
Amsterdam Recorder 07/25/97 
Buttak) News 07/25/97 
Catskill Man 07/25/97 
Coming Leader 07/25/97 
Elmira Star-Gazette 07/25/97 
Geneva Finger Lakes Times 07/25/97 
Jamesiown Posl-Joumal 07/25/97 
MKMetown Times HeraW-Recoro 07/25/97 
New Yoik Times 07/25/97 
Niagara Fans Gazette 07/25/97 
Poughkeepsie Journal 07/25/97 
Schenectady Gazette Newspapers 07/25/97 
Troy Record 07/25/97 
Watertown Times 07/26/97 
Nyack Rockland Joumal-News 07/25/97 
While Plains Reporter-Dispaich 07/25/97 

Akron Beacon-Jourrul 07/25/97 
Ashtabula Star-Beacon 07/25/97 
Bucyrus Telegraph-Fonjm 07/25/97 
Canton Repository 07/25/97 
Cincinnati Enquirer Post 07/25/97 
Columbus Dispatch 07/25/97 
Co^^ Ktor Tnbune 07/25/97 
Dayton News 07/25/97 
Defiance Crescem News 07/25/97 
Fmdiay Couner 07125/97 
Fremont News-Messengci 07/25/97 
Gallipolis Tntxjne 07/25/97 
Kenton Tirrws 07/2y97 
Lima News 07/25/97 
Lisbon Journal 07/25/97 
Lorain Journal 07/25/97 
Mansfield News Journal 07/25/97 
Marietta Times 07/25/97 
Manon Star 07/25/97 
Medina Gazette 07/25/97 
Napoleon Northwest Signal 07/25/97 
Newark Advocat.' 07/25/97 
Nor»alk Reflector 07/25/97 
Port Clmton News-HerakJ 07/25/97 
Keni Havenna Record-Couner 07/25/97 
Sandusky Regoler 07/2 /97 
Sit»iey News 07/25/97 
SpnnglieM News-Sun 07/25/97 

7/23/97 



A^mimiunairrefy ConfidtHtial 

Publication List - L ^ a l Notice 

Ohki (cant.) 
Sleubenvike 
Tiffin 
Toledo 
Troy 
Van Wert 
Warren 
Wiltoughby 
Wilminqton 
Youngstown 
Zanesvile 

Pennaylvania 
AKentowr 
Beavei 
Bulter 
Cartsle 
Ctiambersburg 
Ene 
Greensburg 
Hamsburg 
Hazleton 
Johnstown 
Kittanning 
Lancaster 
Lebanon 
Lehighton 
Lewistown 
Meadville 
New Castle 
Philadelphia 
Pittsburgh 
Scranton 
Shamokin 
Sharon 
Stale Colleoe 

Steubenv«e Herakl-Slar 
Tiftm Advertiser Tnbune 
Toledo Blade 
Troy News 
Van Wert Timos-Bulfeen 
Warren Tnbune Chronicie 
WMoughby News-HeraM 
Wilmioglon News-Joumal 
Youngstown Vindicator 
Zanesville Times Recorder 

Allentown Moming Call 
Beavei County Tunes 
BuDar Eagle 
Carlisle Senbnel 
Chambetrturg Pubte OpwHoo 
Ene Daily Times 
Greensburg Tnbune-Review 
Hamsburg News. Patnot 
Hazteton StandaR»-Speaker 
Johnstown TrtHme-Demociat 
Kittanning Leader Times 
Lancaster N«w Era. Inleiigencer Joumal 
Lebanon News 
Lehighton Time»-Ne»« 
Lewistovwi Sentinel 
Meadvile Tnbune 
f ^ Castle fMws 
Philadelphia Inquirer. News 
Pittsburgh Post-Gazette 
Scranton Times. Ti ixme 
Shamokm-Mounl Carmel News-Hem 
Sharon HeraM 
State CoHeqe Centre Times 

>>enntyivK.ia(cant) 
07/25/97 Stfoudsbuig 
07/2Sn7 Sunbury 
07/25/97 Unioniown 
07125/97 Vestal 
07125/97 Wairen 
07/25/97 Washington 
Q7/25K7 West Chester 
07/25/97 Y o * 
07125197 Tanneaase 
07/25197 Clarttsville 

Cleveland 
07/2W7 Jackson 
07125/97 Memphis 
07/25/97 Muftrsesboro 
07/25/97 Nashvie 
07I2SK7 Vli«(nta 
07/25/97 Harrw.iburg 
07/KK7 Nsmiport News 
07/25/97 Norfolk 
07/25/97 Pe«araburg 
07/2M7 Rnhmond 
07/25/97 Roanoke 
07/25/97 Staunton 
07/25/97 Strasburg 
07/25/97 Winchester 
07/25/97 Woodbndge 
07/25/97 WeM Virginia 
07/25/97 BwMay 
07/25/97 Charteston 
0 " ? M ; 7 Fainnont 
0'/25/97 Huntngtim 
07/25^7 Lewisburg 
07/25/97 Martmsburg 
07/25/97 

Stroudsburg Pocono Record 07/25/97 
Sunbury Item 07/25/97 
Uniontown HeraM-Standan] 07/25197 
Binghamlon Press t Sun-Su«etin 07/25/97 
Warren Times Observer 07/25/97 
Washeigton Obsenrer-Reportet 07/25K7 
West Chester Local News 07/25/97 
Yoili Dispatch 07/25/97 

Claiksviile Leaf-Chronk* 07/25/97 
Cleveland Banner 07/25/97 
Jackson Sun 07/25/97 
Memphis Commercial Appeal 07/25/97 
Murtreos«x>ro News^ioumal 07/25/97 
NashviMe Banner Tennessaan 07/25/97 

Hamsonburg News-RecoRt 07/2S/97 
Newport News Press 07/2S/97 
Norfolk Viigeiian-Pilot 07/25/97 
Petersburg Progress-lndBx 07/2S/97 
Richmond Times-Dispatch 07/25/97 
Roanoke Times 07/25W7 
Staunton f^lews Leader 07/25/97 
Strasburg Northem Virginia Daily 07/25/97 
Winchester Star 07125/97 
Pnnct WiHiam Counly Potomac News 07/25/97 

BecMey Regnter-HeraW 07/25/97 
Charteston <^ette. Mait 07/25/97 
Fainnon' Timas-Wesi Virginian 07/25/97 
Huntington HeraM-Dispatch 07/25197 
Lewisburg West Viigmia News 07/25197 
Martmsburg Joumal 
Parttersburg News. St. i txel 

07/25/97 
07/25/97 

7/2X97 
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Conraii Acquisition by 
CSX and Norfoli( Soutliern 

O n June 23, 1997, CSX 
Corporation (CSX)', 
Nortolk Southt-rn Corpora

tion (NS)-, and Conrail Inc. 
(Conrail)' filed a joint application 
with the Surface Transportation 
Board (Board) seeking authority tor 
CSX and N'S to acquire control of 
Conrail and for the subsequent 
division of Conrail's assets by CSX 
and NS. The proposed transaction 
involves over 44,000 miles of rail 
hnes dnd related facilities covenng 
a large portion ot the eastern 
United States CSX and NS have 
stated that the transaction vs/ould 
increase service capabilities, im
prove operatmg efficiency, and 
promote competition. The railroads 
also state that the proposed transac
tion would provide for benefits that 
include reduced highway conges 
tion, reduced system-wide air 
pollutant emissions, reduced 
energy usage, enhanced safety, 
expanded competition, and a more 
efficient rail transportation system. 

To evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts 
that may result trom the proposed 
transaction, the Board's Section of 
Lnvironmental Analvsis {SI-..'\) will 

prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS). The proposed 
transaction includes change^ in 
railroad operations such in
aeases and decreases in train traffic 
on rail lines, changes in activity at 
rail yards a-id intermodal faci.ities, 
and rail lire abandonment and 
constructiOiT projects. The EI i will 
include an analysis of potential 
impacts of the proposed tran.saction 
on satety, transportation systtms, 
land use, energy, air qui^lity, noise, 
biological lesources, watei re
sources, socioeconomic effects 
directly related to physical changes 
in the environment, environmental 
justice, and historic/toiltural re
sources. 

The Board has adopted a 350-day 
procedural schedule for the pro
posed transaction. StA plans to 
complete the EIS scoping process 
by September 1997 and serv e the 
Draft EIS in November 1997, 
which will be followed by a 45-day 
public comment period. SE,A will 
consider ali comments received in 
response to the Draft EIS in prepar 
ing a Final EIS and making its final 
recommendations to the Board. 
SKA plans to serve the final EIS in 

late March/early April 1998 prior 
to the Board's voting conference 
At the voting conference, the 
Boart' will announce whether it 
will grani the applicatton, deny 
the application, or grant it with 
appropriate conditions, including 
environmental mitigation condi
tions. The Board intends to issue a 
decisi' .n on the merits of the 
pronos-»d transaction on June 8, 
1998. In its decision, the Board 
will address both environmental 
and transportation issues and 
imp.ose any conditions found to be 
appropriate, including environ 
mental conditions Parties that 
wish to file an administrative 
appea' of the Board's wntten 
decision (including any environ
mental conditions that might be 
imposed), may do so within 20 
days of the issuance of the Board's 
decision. Any administrative 
appeals will be addressed in a 
subsequent decision. Interested 
parties may request a copy of the 
Draft EIS for review and comment. 

' "CSX Corporalion" denotes CSX Corporalion and CSX Transportation, Inc 

' "Norfolk Soutfwm Corporation" denotes Nortolk Soutfiem Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway CcHnpany. 

' "Conrail Inc " denotes Conrail Inc and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

CONnRIL RCOUISIIIOIIFRCI SUEH 



PROPOSED SCHEDULE' 

• Preliminary Environmental Report 
submitted to SEA; May 16,1997 

e Primary Application and Environ
mental Report filed: )une 23, 1997 

• Notice of Intent to Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement 
and Scoping Notice issued: 62 
Federal Register 36332, July 7,1997 

• Comments on the Draft Scope of 
the Environmental Impact State
ment due on August 6, 1997 

• Descriptions of Inconsistent and 
Responsive Applications filed: 
August 22, 1997 

e Preliminary Draft Environmental 
Assessments for the Seven Sepa
rate Cot:struction Projects refer
enced in Decision No. 9 due no 
later than September 5, 1997 

• Final Scope of the Environmental 
Impact Statement issued: Septem
ber, 1997 

• Responsive Environmental Reports 
and Verified Environmental 
StatemenU for any inconsistent 
and responsive applications: 
October 1, 1997 

• Inconsistent and Responsive 
Applications: October 21, 1997 

• Service of Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: November, 
1vi»7 

e Comments due on Draft Environ 
mental Impact Statement january, 
1998 

e Service of Final Environmental 
Impact Statement; Late March or 
Eariy April, 1998 

e Oral Argument: /kpril 9, 1998 

• Voting Conference: April 14, 1998 

• Final Decision served, june 8, 1998 

• Administrative Appeals Filing 
Deadline |une 29, 1998 

•Artual dates may vary slightly 

OVERVIEW OF THE PROPOSED 

TRANSACTION 
At the present time, CSX cperates 
on approximately 18,504 route 
miles of rail line in 20 states and 
the Province of Ontario (see the 
map of the proposed CSX system 
on page 4). The CSX system ex
tends from Chicago, St. Louis, 
Memphis and New Orleans in the 
west to Philadelphia in the east, 
and from Michigan and Ontario to 
the Gulf Coast. Under the proposed 
transaction, CSX would acquire 
approximately 4,669 route miles of 
the Conra;! system in ten states (IL, 
IN, MD, MA, MI, NJ, NT, OH, PA, 
and WV), the District of Columbia, 
and the Province of Quebec. The 
expanded clSX system would have 
approximately 23,173 route miles. 

NS presently operates on 14,282 
route miles of rail line in 20 states 
and the Prosnnce of Ontano (see 
map ot the .NS system on page 5) 
The NS system extends from Chi
cago, Kansas City, St. Louis, Mem
phis, and New Orleans to Norloik, 
VA and southeastem ports on the 
Atlanric C/>ast; and from Michigan 
and Ontano to the Gulf Coast. 
Under the proposed transac-tion, NS 
would acquir; approximately 6,787 
route miles ot the Conrail system in 
ten state. (DE, IL, IN, MD, Ml, Nq, 
NY, OH, I'A, and WV) and the 
District of Columbia. The expanded 
NS system would compnse approxi
mately 21,069 route miles. 

The proposed transaction would 
result in a rerouting of train trciffic 
that would generate increases and 
decreases in traffic along some rail 
line segments and in some rail 
yards The proposed diversion of 
highway truck shipments to the 
expanded CSX and NS systems 
could vesult in increased local truck 
traffic in and around mtermodal 
facilities and a corresponding 

decrease in long-haul truck traffic. 
The rail line segments, yards and 
intermcxlal facilities that SEA plans 
to analyze daring the course of the 
environmental review process are 
listed at the end of this Fact Sheet. 

The rerouting and consolidation 
activities associated with the 
proposed transaction would involve 
some rail line abandonment and 
construction projerts and expan
sion of some rail yards and 
intermodal facilities. Proposed 
abandonments and construction 
projects are also listed at the end of 
this Fact Sheet. 

How TO RECEIVE 

INFORMATION AND COMMENT 

ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL 

ISSUES FOR THE PROPOSED 

TRANSACTION 
The public can call SF-A's toll free 
Environmental Hotline at 1-888-
869-1997 with any queshons 
regarding environmental issues or 
the environmental review process 
for the proposed transaction. 
Additional informarion is available 
on Uie Intemet at SEA's "Conrail 
AcquisiUon Web Page" at 
www.conrailmcrger.com. The 
public can submit comments 
regarding the potential environ
mental impacts of the proposed 
transaction at anytime by submit 
ting an original plus 10 copies to 
the Board at: 

Office of the SecretaiT 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Doclcet No. 33388 
Surface Iransportation BoartI 
1925 K Street, N. W. 
Wa5'aington, D.C. 20423-0001 

Attn: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of 
Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

CONRAIL flCOUIStllOlfPflClSHEEl 



THE NATURE OF SEA'S 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
In the EIS, SEA will analyze the rail 
line segments, rail yards, and 
intermodal facilities that will 
experience inCTeases that trigger the 
thresholds for environmental 
review set out in the Board's envi
ronmental rules at 49 CFR 
1105.7(e). (See air quality and noise 
threshold ouUined in the tables on 
this page.) SEA will also analyze the 
proposed rail line abandonments 
and constructions. 

The rail line segments, rail yards, 
and intermodal facilities that 
trigger the Board's thresholds for 
environmental analyses as well as 
tht proposed rail li.ie abandon
ments and constructions have 
been identified in the Operating 
Plan and Environmental Report 
fiied by CSX, NS and Conrail with 
their joint application on June 23, 
1997. They are listed beginning on 
page 6. 

SURFACE TRANSPnoTATioN BOARD'S AIR QUALITY THRESHOLD 
FOR IMAPACT ANALYSIS 

ActivitySite 

• .. \ •"<v-- . , • 

Threshold ft r Attainment 
Areas:(49CFR 

Theesheidfor 
Ndnattainment Areas 
<49 CFR1tOS.7(e)(5)(n)) 

Rail Une 
Segments 

Increase of 8 trains per day 
or 100% increase in annual 
gross ton miles. 

Increase of 3 trains per day 
or 50% increase m annual 
gross ton miles. 

Rail Yards Increase of 100% in carioad 
activity per day. 

Increase of 20% in carload 
activity per day. 

Intermodal 
Facilities 

Increase of 50 trucks per day 
or 10% increase in average 
daily traffic volume on any 
affected road segment. 

Increase of SO trucks per 
day or 10% increase in 
average daily traffic volume 
on any affected road 
segment. 

SURFACE TRANSPROTATION BOARD'S NOISE THRESHOLD FOR IMAPACT ANALYSIS 

Activity Site Thredioldfor (49CFR110S.7<e)(6)) 

Rail Line Segments Increase of 8 trains per day or 100% increase in annual gross ton 
miles. 

Rail Yards Increase of 100% in carload activity per day 

Intermodal Facilities Increase of 50 trucks per day of 10% increase in average daily 
traffic volume on any affe -o road segment 
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PROPOSED CSX SYSTEM 

Note: ihmred anas and acquuit ion-relatcd trackage rights iodudvd in Proposed System 
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PROPOSED NS SYSTEM 

Note: s t i and anas and acquu i t iun- r r laKd t racka( r rights included in Proposed StUem 

COKRfllL flCOOISIIIOII FACT SHEET 



RAIL UNE SEGMENTS' 
SEA plans to analyze the follow
ing rail line segments duiing 
the environmental review of 
the proposed transaction. The 
nnmben In parentheses after 
each rail line segment show the 
prc-acqnisltlon average number 
of trains and the projected 
uumber of trains that would be 
operated dally over the rail line, 
if the transaction were ap
proved by the Board. 

• Landers to Forest Hill (12.86/12.13) 
(NS) 

• Taylorsville to ALS Mitchell (9.28/ 
!4.72) (NSj 

• THton to Decatur (22.74/39.13) (NS) 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
• Anacostia to Virginia Ave (19.3/28.6) 

(Conrail) 
• Virginia Ave. to Potomac Yard (17.9/ 

28.6) (Conrail) 
• Wasfiington to Point of Rocks, MD 

(23.8/30.78) (CSX) 

AUBAT ' 

• Norrib Yard to Attalia (7.42/12.58) 
(NS) 

DEUWARE 
• Edgemoor to Bell (5.00/11.84) 

(Conraii) 
• Davis lo Perryville, MD (4.,';/12.41) 

(NEC) 

GEORGIA 

• Howell to Spring (33.28/40.42) (NS) 
• indi'.siry Yard to Spnng (7.43/12.28) 

(NS) 
• South Yard to Spnng (26.71/38.14) 

(NS) 
• .Soutfi Yard to McDonough (26.71/ 

32.14) (NS) 

luJNOIS 
• Barr Yard to Blue Island nrtion 

(17.<K)/.32.86) (CSX) 
• Blue Island Junrtion to SV-

119.5/22.93) (CSX) 
• U 9.S St, Chicago to l>ullman Jct. 

(2.00/5.86) (NS) 

INDIANA 

• Adams to Kort Wayne (5.9/13.9) 
(Conrail) 

• Alexandria to Muncie ;2.57/l 1.84) 
(NS) 

• BuUer to Fort Wavne (13.57/22.43) 
(NS) 

• Control Pt 501 to Colehour, IL 
(41.35/51.86) (Conrail) 

• Evansville to Amqui (23.4/32.71) 
(CSX) 

• Fort Wayne TC to Fort Wayne Yard 
(6.57/9.57) (NS, 

• Fort Wayne to Peru (18.99/34.86) (NS) 
• Fort Wayne to Warsaw (2.4/6.4) (NS, 
• Lafayette to Tilton, IL (23.58/40.99) 

(NS) 
• Peru to Lafayette (18.38/40.20) (NS) 
• Pine Junction to Barr Yard, IL (37.6/ 

43.29) (CSX) 
• Tolleston to Clark Junction (0.0/5.0) 

(Conraii) 
• Vincennes lo Evansville (22.3/30.81) 

(c:sx) 
• Warsaw to Tolleston (1.0/5.0) (NS) 
• Willow Creek lo Pine Junction (22.1/ 

38.59) (CiX) 

MARYLAND 
• Alexandria Junction to Benning, DC 

(18.7/24.34) (CSX) 
• Mexindcii Junction to Washington, 

DC (23.9/30.78) (CSX) 
• Baltimore to Bowie (2.4/7.70) (NEC) 
• Baltimore to Relay (39.6/42.671 (CSX) 
• Bowie to Landover (3.2/9.3) (NEC) 
• Cumberland to Siniis, I'A (27.7/32.77) 

(CSX, 
• Jessup to Alexandria Junction (33.4/ 

37.06) 
• Landover to Anacostia, DC (3.4/9 11) 

(CR) 
• Point of Rocks to Harpers Ferry, WV 

(33.3/41.64) (CSX) 
• Relay to Jessup (33.1/36.96) (CSX) 

MOICMN 
• Carleton to Toledo, OH (21.9/33 12) 

(CSX) 
• Carleton to Ecorse (2.0/11.2) (Conrail) 
• West Detroit to North Yard (7.9/13.24) 

(Conrail) 
• West Denoit to Delray (12.7/16.5) 

(Conrail) 

NEW JERSEY 

• Ridgewood Junction to Ctoxton 
(4.71/7.92) (Conrail) 

• Lane to Union (3.4/11.01) (NEC) 
• Midway to Momsville. PA (3.4/11,01) 

(NEC) 
• PN to Bay Way (10.9/16.22) (Conrail) 
• Union to Midway (3.4/11.01) (NEC) 

NEW YORK 
• Buffalo to CP Sycamore (13.5/18.5) 

(Conrail) 
• Chili to Frontier (40.6/45.86) 

(Conrail) 
• Corning to Geneva (0.21 /1.63) 

(Conrail) 
• CP Sycamore to Black Rock (21.5/ 

26.5) (Conrail) 
• Ebei.ezer Junction To Buffalo (0.0/ 

3.57) (Conrail) 
• Hoffmans to Utica (38.3/44.76) 

(Conrail) 
• Selkirk to Hoffmans (38.7/45.16) 

(Conrail) 
• Suffern to Port Jervis (8.32/12.36) 

(Conrail) 

OHIO 
• Ashtabula to BuHalo, NY(13.0/25.18) 

(NS) 
• Ashtabula to Quaker (48.3/54.24) 

(Conrail) 
• Bellevue to Bucyrus (25.99/34.55) 

(NS) 
• Bellevue to Vermilion (15.52/31.83) 

•TMS) 
• Berea to Greenwich (14.5/54.16, 

(Conrail) 
• Bucvrus to Adams, IN (5.9/13.9) 

(Cor: rail) 

'CSX Corpofation" denotes CSX Coiporatiori and CSX Transportation, Inc 

-Norfolk Southem Corporation" denotes Norloll^ Southern Corpora ion and Noffolli Southem Railway Company 
"Coniail Itic " denotes Conrail Inc and Consolidated Rail Corporation 
' N L C denotes North tast Comdor. 
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• Bucyrus to Fairground Col (25.99/ 
34.29) (NS) 

• Cincinnati to Hamilton (28.2/31.21) 
(CSX) 

• Cleveland to Ashtabula (13.0/35.46) 
(NS) 

• Cleveland to Shortline Jrt. (2.0/2.0) 
(Conrail) 

• Crestline to Bucyrus (6.5/14 S) 
(Conrail) 

• Deshler to Toledo (0.6/14.17) (CSX) 
• Deshler lo Willow Creek, IN (21.4/ 

47.69) (CSX) 
• Greenwich to CresUine (14.5/31.34) 

(Conrail) 
• Greenwich to Willard (32.5/55.18) 

(t:sx) 
• Ivorydale to Cincinnati (33.85/38.61) 

(NS) 
• Marcy to Short (16.4/45.82) (Conrail) 
• Marion lo Fostona (17.8/27.4) (CSX) 
• Marion lo Ridgeway (16.1/31.83) 

(Conrail) 
• Martin lo Miami (51.0/60.69) 

(Conrail) 
• Mayfield lo Marcy (3.4/43.82) 

(Conrail) 
• Mill to Dayton (10.95/18.99) 

(Conrail) 
• Oak Harbor to Bellevue (7.69/27.2) 

(NS) 
• Quaker lo Mayheld (6.8/43.82) 

(Conrail) 
• Short to Berea (13.4/47.25) (Conrail) 
• Vermilion to Cleveland (13.46/37.79) 

(NS) 
• White lo Cleveland (12.49/26.75) 

(Conrail) 
• Willard to Fostoria (32.5/54.04) (CSX) 
• Youngstown to Ashtabula (11.7/ 

24.87) (Conrail) 

PENNSYLVANIA 
• Aisenal to Davis, DF (2.3/10.51) 

(NEC) 
• Field to Belmont (8.2/15 78) (Conrail) 
• Hamsburg to Ruthertord (44.28/ 

57.85) (Conrail) 
• Harrisburg to Riverton Junction, VA 

(11 ()6/19.62) iNS) 
• Hariisbur;; to R<Kk\nllc (41,36/47.71) 

(Conrail) 
• Momsville to Zoo (3 4/7.11) (NEC) 
• New Castle to Youngstown, OH (32.6' 

3*̂  h i ) ( i lSXl 

• Rjiikin Junrtion to New Castle (28.9/ 
38 i l l (CSX) 

• Ht; t.) Wihmeru, DE (22.9/26.37) 
(CSX) 

CDNflfllL flCOUISmOfl FACT SHEEI 

• RG to Field (0.0/16.0) (Conrail) 
•Sinns to Rankin Junrtion (30.8/40.21) 

(CSX) 
• Sinns to Broivnsville (1.5/10.76) (CSX) 
• South Philadelphia lo Field (8.2/ 

21.08) (Conrail) 
• Steellon to Shocks (1.86/5.71) 

(Conrail) 

TENNESSEE 
• Amqui to Nashville (40.8/48 41) 

(CSX) 

VIRGINIA 
• Dosweii lo Fredericksburg (16 2/ 

22.79) (CSX) 
• Fredericksburg to Potomac Yard (16.3/ 

23 39) (CSX) 
• Richmond to Dosweii (17.8/24 79) 

(C^X) 
• Riverton Junrtion to Roanoke (3.87/ 

12,10) (NS) 
• South Richmond to Weldon. NC 

(18.4/23.02) (CSX) 

WEST VIRGINIA 
• Elmore to Deepwater (0,3/2.3) (NS) 
• Fola Mine to Deepwater (0.6/2.0) 

(Conrail) 
• WD Tower to Rivesville (1.5/3.36) 

{CSK) 

CHANGES TO RAIL 
YARDS 

SEA intends to evaluate the 
following rail yards during the 
environmental review of the 
proposed transaction: 

ALABAMA 
• Birmingham 

- Hoylei (Inaeased Traffic to Existirtii 
CSX Rail Yardl 

GEORGIA 
• Doraville (increased Trafhc to Existing 

NS Rail Yard) 

ILLINOIS 
• tColehour (Increased Iraftic to Liusting 

NS Rail Yard) 

INDUNA 

• Curtis (Inrteased Iraffic to Existing 
C:SX Rail Yard) 

• Ft Wa>'ne (Inrteased Traffic lo 
Existing NS Rail Yard) 

MICHIGAN 
• Detroit 

- Rougemerf (Inaeased Ttaffic to 
Existing CS.X Rail Yard) 

MISSOURI 
• St Louis (increased Traffic to Existing 

NS Rail Yard) 

NEW YORK 

• Buffalo (Increased Traffic to Existing 
NS Rail Yard) 

OHIO 
• Conneaut (Inrteased Trafhc to 

Existing NS Rail Yard) 
• Toledo 

- Atriine lunaitin (Increased Traffic to 
Existing Conrail Rail Yard) 

• Homestead (Increased Traffic to 
Existing NS Rail Yard) 

• Stanle\ (Incrca.sfJ Traffic to Existing 
Conrail Rail Yard) 

PENNSYLVANIA 
• Harrisburg (Increased Trafhc to 

Existing Conrail Rail Yard) 
• Philadelphia 

•Oreen\i'ich (Increased Traffic to Existing 
Conrail Rail Yard) 

TENNESSEE 
• Memphis 

- Leewood (Increased Traffii. to Existing 
CSX Rail Yard) 



CHANGES TO 
INTERMODAL 
FACILITIES 

SEA Intends to evaluate the 
following intermodal facilities 
during the environmental review 
of the proposed transaction: 

GEORGIA 
• Atlanta 

- Hubey (Increased Traffic to CSX 
Fatnlity) 

• Inman (Increased Traffic to NS 
Facility) 

ILUNOIS 
• Chicago 

- iMrtders (Increased Traffic to NS 
Facility) 

- 47th Street (Inaeased Traffic to 
Conrail Facility) 

- S9th Street (Inaeased Traffic to a Neu 
Facility to He Built on Conrail 
Property) 

KENTUCKY 
• Louisville 

-Buechel (Inaeased Traffic to NS 
Facility) 

LOUISIANA 
• New Orleans (Incieased Trafhc to NS 

Faahty) 

MARYLANO 
• Baltimore (Inrteased Traffic to Conrail 

Facility) 

MICHIGAN 
• Detroit 

- MeMndale (Inaeased Traffic to NS. 
Tt'.S Facility. This is a Ne\^ Faciht\ to 
He Huill on Conrail Property ) 

MISSOURI 
• Kansas City 

- Voltz (Increased Traffii to NS, TCS 
Facility) 

• St Louis 
-I uther (Inaeased Traffic to NS TCS 

tacility) 

NEW JERSEY 
• Elizabeth 

- £-R<ii/ (Increased Traffic to ConraU, 
TCSFaiility) 

- I'ortside flnaeased Traffic to Conr.vl, 
TCS Facility) 

• Little Ferry (Increased Traffic to CSK 
Fadlity) 

• South Keamy (Inrteased Traffic to 
Conrail Faality) 

OHIO 
• Bellevue (Increased Ttaffic lo TCS 

Facility to Be Built on Property 
Owned by Conrail) 

• f ;olumbus 
DiscovfTv Park (Inaeased Traffic to NS 
Facility) 

• Toledo (Inrteased Traffic lo Conrail 
Fadlity) 

PENNSYLVANIA 
• Allentown/Belhlehem (Increased 

Traffic to Conrail Fartlily) 
• Hanisburg 

- Rutherford (Inaeased Traffic to 
Conrail. TCS Facility) 

• Philadelphia (Inrteased Traftic to NS, 
TCS Facility,' to Be Built on Property 
Ownetl by Cxinrail) 
- Greenwich (Inaeased traffic to Cor.rail 

Facility) 
• Pittsburgh 

- Pitcaim (Inaeased Traffic to NS 
Facilitv) 

TENNESSEE 
• Memphis (Increased Traffic to NS 

Facility) 

PROPOSED 
ABANDONMENTS 

The railroails have proposed 
abandoning five rail lines and 
one railroad bridge, totaling 
79.7 miles of track. The pro 
posed abandonments include 
the following: 

ILLINOIS 
• Paris to Danville (Conrail) 29.0 miles 

INDIANA 
• Dillon Junction to Michigan Cily (NS) 

21.5 miles 
• South Bend lo Dillon Junction (NS) 

21.5 miles 

OHIO 
• Toledo lo Maumee (NS) 7,5 miles 
• Toledo to Pivot Bridge (NS) 0.2 miles 

PROPOSED RAIL LINE 
CONSTRUCTION 
PROJECTS 

The railroads plan twenty-six 
construction projects in seven 
states, totaUng S 1,964 feet (9.84 
miles) of new rail line. Some of 
these would be built on existing 
railroad right-of-way, while 
others would require the acqui
sition of additional right-of-
way. NS and CSX requested, and 
the Board allowed, the pro
posed construction of seven 
small rail line connections 
(Seven Connections) totaling 
approximately 4 miles to be 
filed and reviewed separately 
and in advance of the primary 
application with a separate 
environmental review process 
as cited in STB Decision No. 9. 
Specifically, SEA Intends to 
prepare a separate Environmen
tal Assessment for each of these 
small construction pro|ects. 
However, if SEA determines that 
any one of the construction 
proposals could potentially 
cause, or contribute to, signifi
cant environmental impacts 
then the project will be incor
porated into the EIS for the 
overall proposed transaction, 
ind will not be considered 
separately from the primary 
application. No rail operations 
%vill begin over these Seven 
Connections until completion 
of the EIS process, and issuance 
of a further decision. The Seven 
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Connections are included in the 
proposed ra i l line construction 
protects listed below, and arc 
noted w i t h an asterisk (*). 

ILUNOIS 
• Chicago: 

- 7St/i Street SW. New connection 
between Belt Railway and B 6t (X:i 
lines to permit eastbound trains from 
Bedford Park, IL to proceed south to 
Blue Island, IL: approximately 1,640 
feet of new track on existing nght-of 
way. 

- Lincoln /' " • Ne^' connection befween 
the Indiana , 'rbor Belt and the 
BStOCT lines to ul'ow trains to mow 
from the IHB W CS' 's Barr Yard, 
approximately 84C feet ofnev^ track 
construction on existing right-of-way 

• Exermont: New connection lietween 
parallel Conrail and CSX lines to 
allow trains from East St. Louis, IL to 
proceed onto CSX's mainline, ap
proximately 3,590 teet ot ncw track 
construrtion, requinng acquisition ol 
5.3 artes of land. 

• Kankakee: Connerting track lo permit 
movements from Chicago Terminal 
area to Kansas CJIV, MO and St. IMUIS 
MO. 1,000 feet of new track, occupy
ing 2.3 acres. 

• 'Sidney: Connerting track wilh Union 
Pacific to permit movements belwct-i. 
Pine Blutt, AR and Fort Wavne. IN, 
bypassing; St Louis; 3,200 tet-t of ncw 
track, (KcTipying 7,,< aacs 

• lolono (;onnerting track with IC to 
permit movement between 
Effingham, IL and Lafayette. I.N; l.tM) 
teet of ncw track. occup\1ng 3 7 acres 

INDIANA 

• 'Alexandria: Connerting track lo 
ix-rnut cTeation ol consolidated 
through-rc>ute trom Chicago to 
Cincinnati, OH, Atlanta, CA and thf 
Southeast via Alexandria, VA and 
Muruie, IN; l,0tX) teet ot new track, 
occupying 2.3 acres. 

• Butler: Connerting track tor direct 
through-movement ot traftic trom NS 
Detroit line to t;onrail Chicago lini 
cteahng a new route, 1,7(»() teet ot 
new track, orcupvTOg 3 9 aoes 

• Tolleston: C^onnertmg track to serv e 
NS industry at iiars', IN from fomier 

Conrail line; 900 feet of new track, 
occupying 2.0 artes. 

• 'Willow Creek; New connechon 
t)erween CSX and Conrail Imes to 
facilitate movements l»ctween Porter, 
IN and Chicago, IL; approximately 
2,800 feet of new track construction; 
requires acquisition of 0.2 acres of 
right-of-way. 

MARYLAND 

• Hagerstown: Connerting track to 
permit effirtent movement between 
Front Royal, VA and Harrisburg, PA. 
800 feet of new track, occupying 1,8 
acres. 

MICHIGAN 

• Ecorse Junction: Upgrade existing 
Conrail track, lower track under Fort 
Street and construo a crossover lo 
permit movements between Rouge 
Rivet Yard to OakwiH>d Yard, 4()0 feet 
of new track, occupying 1.0 arte ot 
newly acquired right-of-wav 

NEW JERSEY 

• Little Ferry: Two new connections 
between Conrail and N\'S fct W tracks 
to allow movement ot trauis between 
Conrail lines and Little Fern' 
Intermodal Fartlily; approximately 
I,(>8(» teet of new track construrtion 
on existing right-of-way. 

NEW YORK 
• Buhalo 

- Blasdell: tUinnecting track to petitiit 
movement hefwwi Enc. PA and 
Bingliampton, NY. S.^OO feet of nen 
track oiiiipving 11.'^ acres. 

- (iardi'imlU- Junaum: Connecting track 
to permit efficient movetnent hetvtecn 
Ene, I'A and Bingliamton, NY; 5,20(> 
feet of new track, occupying 11.9 acres. 

OHIO 

• 'Burt-rus: Connecting tiack to help 
create a new route hom Columbus, 
OH to Pittsburgh, PA requires 2,4(K) 
teet of new track, occupsing 5.5 artes. 

• Cleveland: ConstrucUon of new 
intermodal faciliry at Collinwood 
Yard; requires the acquisition of 
approximately 23 artes of land 
adjacent to the existing yard 

• Columbus: Connecting track to 
permit movement between Bellevue, 
OH and Buckeye Vard; requires 1.400 
feet of new track. cKcupying 3.2 acres. 

• 'Crestline; New connertion l)erween 
two Conrail lines, allowing train 
movement between Ft Wayne, IN 
and Cleveland, OH; requires approxi
mately 1,507 feet of new track 
construction on existng nght-of-way. 

• 'Greenwich: TWc new conneoions 
tracks between Csy and Conrail to 
enable eastbound ' rains hom Chi
cago, IL lo proceed northeast to 
Cleveland, OH and to enable north 
east bound trains to proceed east to 
Akron, OH; one connection will be 
approximately 4,60C) feet, the other 
1,044 feet; requires acquisiUon of 0.5 
acres ot right-of-way. 

• Oak Harfjor ConnecUng track to 
rteate access from Detroit, Ml area to 
NS Bellevue Yard; requires S.OIX) feet 
of new track, occupying 11.5 artes. 

• 'Sidney: New connertion between 
CSX to Conrail tracks to enable 
northbound trains to proceed east to 
Columbus, OH; requires approxi
mately 3,263 feet of new track 
construction; requires acquisition of 
2.t> acres of nght-of-way 

• Vermillion: New connecuon fioni 
Conrail's Chicago mainline lo NS 
mainline to r(>ute traffic between 
Cleveland, c)H ano Buhalo, NY. 
requires approximately 5,400 teet of 
new track, occTjpying 12.4 artes. 

• Willard: Flxpansion of Willard Yard lo 
accommtxlate inrteased traffic; 
requires acquisition of approximately 
SO acres of right-of-way. 

• Willard: Construrtion of a tueling 
facility and assixiated track adjacent 
to an exisung rail yard, requires 
approximately ten acres of new 
])roperly. 
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Administratively Confidential 

Conrai/ Acquisition Environmmntal Doeumont 
Surfaea Transportation Board • Saetion of Cnvironmantal Analysis 

in . Agencies and Organizations 

A public notification Fact Sheet was distributed to the following agencies and organizations: 

(All 24 affected states) 

U.S. Senators 
U.S. House of Representatives 
U.S. Housing and Urban Development 

(All 24 affected states) 

Governors 
State Senators 
State Representatives 
Attorney Generals 
Treasurers 
Chief Justices 

Modal administrations with the Departments of Transportation Air Quality Divisions 

Countv 
(All counties whicii have Conrail. CSX or NS rail lines) 
Chief Coimty Elected Officials (Conmiission Chair or Chief Conunissioner, except in 
Counties where the chief elected official is receiving Agency Consultation) 
Public Infonnation Officers 
Coimty Plaiming Directors 
County Public Worics Directors 
County Engineers 

Citv 
(All cities which have been identtfied on rail line segments as meeting STB thresholds for 
environmental analysis) 

City or Town Managers or Administrators 
Mayors 

•Please note that these cities were identified manually on maps, as well as by GIS software, 
based on the rail line segments that were listed in the ER. 

Olstrtbution of Scoping tl Notification Page 5 7/21/97 



Administratively Confidential 

Connff Acauisition Envitonmantal Document 
Surface Transportation Board - Saction of Environmental Analysis 

Fact Sheet Distrihntinn I lee 

Entity Type No. 

Applicant 31 

Business: Local 19 

Business: Non-U.S. 2 

Busmess: U.S. 153 

Citizens 12 

C'.tizen's Groups 7 

Congress 547 

Environmental Justice Network 166 

Environmental Organizations 1 

Federal Agencies 77 

Law Firms 1 

Local Elected - County/City Level 626 

Local Govemment - County/City Level 1650 

Other 
3 

Rail Unions 
27 

Railroads 47 

Regional Agencies 71 

Shippers 
36 

Special Interests Group 7 

Distribution of Scoping & Notification 
7 7/2t/97 



Administratively Confidential 

Conraii Acquisition Environmental Document 
Surface Transportation Board • Saction of Environmental Analysis 

Entity Type No. 

State Agencies g5 

State Legislators (includes Governors) 4243 

Utilities 24 

TOTAL U S f m C 7841" 

Distribution of Scoping e, Notificttion p^gg S 7/21/9 



ConraU Acquisition 

Conrail Acquisition by 
CSX and Norfollc Soutliern 

O n June 23, 1997, CSX 
Corporation ((~SX»'. 
Nortolk Southern Corpora

tion (NS)-, and Conrail Inc 
(Clonrail)' tiled a joint application 
with the Surtace Transp<irtation 
Board (Board i seeking; authorit%' for 
CS.X and \S to acquire control of 
Conrail and for the subsequent 
division of Conrail's assets hy ('S.X 
and NS. The proposed transaction 
involves over 44,(KK) miles of rail 
lines and related facilities toverinx 
a lar^e ptirtion of the eastern 
United States CSX and NS have 
stated that the transaction would 
increase ser\ ice capabilities, im
prove i>peratin^ efficiency, and 
promote con)[)etitK>n, The railroads 
also state that the proixjsed transac
tion would provide tor oenetits that 
include reduced highwav conges
tion, reduced system-wide air 
pollutant emissions, reduced 
erierg\- usage enhanced satety, 
expanded competition, and a more 
etticietit rail transportation system 

lb evaluate and consider the 
potential environmental impacts 
fhat nia\ result from the proposed 
transaction, the Board's Section ot 
Ln\ironmental .-\nalvMs (SEAi will 

prepare an Envi.onmental Impact 
.Statement (EIS). The proposed 
transaction includes changes in 
railroad operations such as in
creases and decreases in train traffic 
on rail lines, changes ;n activity at 
rail yards and intermodal facilities, 
and rail line abandonment and 
construe" n pr')|ects. The EIS will 
include an analvsis ot potential 
impacts of the proposed transaction 
on satetN, transportation systems, 
land use, energy , air quality, noise, 
biological resources, water re
sources, socioeconomic effects 
directly related to physical changes 
in the < nv ironment. environmental 
justice, and historic/cultural re
sources. 

The Board implemented an exten
sive public outreach program to 
notit\- the public that SE.A was 
preparing an EIS. Thf Board 
published the scope ot the EIS in 
September 1̂ 97 and will serve the 
Draft EIS in November 1907. It 
will be lollowed by a 45-day public 
comment period. SE.A will consider 
all comments received in response 
to the Draft EIS in preparing a 
hinal EIS and making its final 
recommendations to the Board. 

SE.A plans to serve the Final EIS in 
late March/early April 1998 prior 
to the Board's voting conference. 
At the voting conterence, the 
Board will announce whether it 
will grant the application, deny 
the application, or grant it with 
appropriate conditions, including 
environmental mitigation condi
tions. The Board intends to issue a 
decision on the merits ol the 
proposed transaction on lune 8, 
1998. In Its decision, the Board 
will address both environmental 
and transportation issues and 
impose any conditions found to be 
appropriate, including environ
mental conditions. Parties lhat 
wish to file an administrative 
appeal of the Board's wntten 
decision (including any environ
mental conditions that might be 
imposed), mav do so within 20 
days ot the issuance ot the Board's 
decision. Anv administrative 
appeals wiil be addressed in a 
subsequent decision. Interested 
parties may request a copy of the 
Draft EIS tor review and comment. 

"CSX Cofporation' denote". CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc 

"Nortolli Southern Corporation" denotes Nortolli Southem Corporation and Norloik Southem Railway Company. 

"Conrail Inc " denotes Conrail Inc and Consolidated Rail Coiporation 
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PROPOSED SCHEDULE' 

• Preliminary Environmental Report 
submitted to SEA: May 16, 1997 

• Primary Application and Environ
mental Report filed: june 23, 1997 

• Notice of Intent to Prepare an 
Environmental Impaa Statement 
and Scoping Notice issued: 62 
Federal Register 36332, )uly 7, 1997 

• Comments on the Draft Scope of 
the Environmental Impact State
ment filed: August 6, 1997 

• Descnptions of Inconsistent and 
Responsive Applicahons filed; 
August 22, 1997 

• Preliminary Draft Environmental 
Assessments for the Seven Sepa
rate Construction Projects refer
enced in Decision No 9 filed: 
September 5, 1997 

• Final Scope of the Environmental 
Impact Statement issued: Septem
ber, 1997 

• Responsive Environmental Reports 
and Verified Environmental 
Statements for any inconsistent 
and responsive applications: 
October 1, 1997 

• Inconsistent and Responsive 
Applications: October 21, 1997 

• Service of Drah Environmental 
Impact Statement: November, 
1997 

• Comments due on Draft Environ
mental Impact Statement: january, 
1998 

• Service of Final Environmental 
Impact Statement: Late March or 
Early April, 1998 

• Oral Argument: April 9, 1998 

• Voting Conference: April 14, 1998 

• Final Decision served, june 8, 1998 

• Admmstrative Appeals Filing 
Deadline )une 29, 1998 

'Actual dates may vary slightly 

OVERVIEW OF THE PROPOSED 

TRANSACTION 
At the present time, C!SX operates 
on approximatelx 18,504 route 
miles ot rail line in 20 states and 
the Province of Ontario (see the 
.map ot the profKjsed CSX system 
on page 4). The CS.X system ex
tends trom Chicago, St. Louis, 
Memphis and New Orleans in the 
west tci Philadelphia in the east, 
and from Michigan and Ontario to 
the Gulf Coast. Under the proposed 
transaction, CSX would acquire 
approximateh' 4.609 route miles ot 
the Conrail system in ten states (11.. 
IN, MD. MA, Ml. Nl, NV. OH, PA, 
and WV), the District of Columbia, 
and the P'oviiice ot Quebec. The 
expanded CS.X system would have 
approximately 2;-t.l7.i route miles. 

NS presently operates on 14.282 
route miles t>t rail line in 20 states 
and the Province of Ontario isee 
map cf the NS system on page 5). 
The NS svstem extends trom C"hi-
cago, Kansas City. St. Louis Mem
phis, and New Orleans to Nortolk. 
V.A and southeastern [xirts on the 
Atlantic c;oast, and trom Michigan 
and Ontario to the iiull Cnasi. 
Under the provx)sed transaaion, NS 
would acquire approximately t),787 
route miles ot the Conrail svstem in 
ten states (DE, IL, IN MD, Ml. N|, 
NT. OH. PA. and W\ ) and the 
District ol ( olumbia The expanded 
NS system would comprise approxi-
matelv 21,069 route miles 

The profK)sed transaction would 
result in a rerouting ot train traffic 
that would generate increases and 
decreases in traffic along some rail 
line segments and in some rail 
vards. The proposed diversion of 
highway truck shipments to the 
expanded CS.X and NS svstems 
could result in increased local truck 
traffic in and around intermodal 
tacilities and a corresponding 

decrease in long-haul truck traffic. 
The rail line segments, yards and 
intermodal tacilities that SEA plans 
to analyze during the course ot the 
environmental review process are 
listed at the end ot this Fact Sheet, 

The rerouting and consolidation 
activities associated with the 
proposed transaction would invcilve 
some rail line abandonment and 
construction projeas and expan
sion ot some rail yards and 
intermodal facilities Proposed 
abandonments and construction 
projects are also listed at the end of 
this Eact Sheet. 

How To RECEIVE 

INFORMATION AND COMMENT 

ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL 

ISSUES FOR THE PROPOSED 

TRANSACTION 
The public can call SE.A's toll tree 
Environmental Hotline at 1-888-
869-1997 with an\' questions 
regarding environmental issues or 
the environmental review prcKess 
tor the proposed transaction. 
Additional information is available 
on the Internet at SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Page" at 
ww'w contailmergercom The 
public can submit comments 
regarding the potential environ
mental impaas of the proposed 
transaction at anytime by submit
ting an original plus 10 copies to 
the Board at: 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
I92S K Street, N. U. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

Attn: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of 
Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 
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THE NATURE OF SEA'S 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
In the EIS, SEA will analvze the rail 
line segments, rail yards, and 
intermodal facilities that will 
experience increases that trigger the 
thresholds for environmental 
review set out in the Board's envi
ronmental rules at 49 CFR 
110S.7(e). (See air quality and noise 
threshold outlined in the tables on 
this page.) SEA will also analyze the 
proposed rail line abandonments 
and constructions. 

The rail line segments, rail yards, 
and intermodal tacilities that 
trigger the Board's thresholds for 
environmental analyses as well as 
the proposed rail Une abandon
ments and constructions have 
been identified in the Operating 
Plan and Environmental Report 
filed bv CSX, NS and Conrail with 
their joint application on lune 2A. 
1907. This information has been 
subsequenth updated by the Errata 
and Supplemental Envronmental 
Ke[H)rt to fhe Environmental 
Report tiled by C;SX and NS on 
August 15, 1997. Thev are listed 
beginning on page t>. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD'S AIR QUALITY 
THRESHOLD FOR IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Activity Site 
Threshold for Attainment 
or Maintenance Areas: 
(49CFR1105.7(e)(5)(i)) 

Threshold for 
Nonattainment Areas: 
(49 CFRn05.7(e)(S)(H)) 

Rail Line 
Segments 

Increase of 8 trains per day 
or 100% increase in annual 
gross ton miles. 

Increase of 3 trains per da> 
or 50% increase in annual 
gross ton miles. 

Rail Yards Increase of 100% in carload 
activity per day 

Increase of 20% in carload 
activity per day. 

Intermodal 
Facilities 

Increase of 50 trucks per day 
or 10% increase in a> -age 
daily traffic volume. 

Increase of 50 trucks per 
day or 10% increase in 
average daily traffic 
volume. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD'S NOISE THRESHOLD FOR IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Activity Site Threshold (49 CFR 110S.7(e)(6)) 

Rail Line Segments Increase of 8 trains per day or 100% increase in annual gross ton 
miles. 

Rail Yards Increase ot 100% in carload activity per day 

Intermodal Facilities Increase ot 50 trucks per day or 10% increase in average daily 
traffic volume 
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PROPOSED CSX SVSTEM 

Nme: shand areas and arquisitlon-reUilnl Irarfcafir rifhts inrludrd in Proposed .Stslcm 
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50 0 SO 100 150 Mil«s 

PROPOSED NS SVSTEM 

Note: shared areas and acquisUion-relaled IrackaiM riRhii included in ProfMMed System 
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RAIL LINE SEGMENTS 
SEA plans to analyze the follow
ing ra i l line segments during 
tbe environmental review of 
tbe proposed transaction. The 
numbers in parentheses after 
cacb ra i l line segment show the 
pre-acquisition average number 
of trains and the projected 
number of trains that would be 
operated daily over the ra i l line, 
i f the transaction were ap
proved by the Board. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
• Anacostia to Virginia Ave. (19..3/28.6) 

(Conrail)** 
• Virginia Ave. to Potomac Yaid (17.9/ 

2K.6I 'C;onrailr* 
• Wasfiington to Point ot Rocks, MD 

(23.8/30.8) (CSXl 

ALABAMA 
• Noms Vard to Attalia (7.4/12.S) (NS) 

DELAWARE 
• tdgemoor to Bell (S.O/ll.Si (Conrail)* 
• Da\ist(> PerrwiUe. MD(4.S/12 4) (NfX ) 

GEORGU 
• Howel! to Spnng (33.3/40.4) (NSi 
• Springto Scherer Coal (27.2/.12.9) (NS) 

ILLINOIS 
• Barr Vard to Bluf Island lunction 

( 1 " ( ) / 3 2 . 9 M C S . \ ) 

• Blue Island Junction to 59"' Street 
ll9.S/22.9)(CS.X) 

• Colefiour to Calumet Park (1.1/2.5) 
(Conrail)* 

• l( 95 M, ( tiKago tl) Pullman |ct. 
(2.00/5.91 / NS) 

• Taylorsville to Granite City (10.0/ 
15.0) (NS) 

• Tilton to Decatur (22.7/39.1) (NS) 

INDUNA 
• Adams to fon Wavne (5 9/13.9) 

(Conrail)** 
• .Mexandna to Muncie l2.()/11.8) (NSi 
• Butler to Fon Wayne (13.6/27.3) (NS) 
• Control Pt. 501 to Indiana Harbor 

(43.4/00.3) (conraili* 
• Evansville to Amqui (23.4/32.7) (CSX) 
• Fort Wavne TC to Fon Wavne Vard 

(6.0/9.6) (NS) 
• Fon Wayne to Peru (19.0/34.9) (NS) 
• Fon Wayne to Warsaw (2.4/0.4) (NS)** 
• Indiana Hartwr to S. Chicago (57.1/ 

61.2) (( onrail)*-
• Ufayette to Tilton, IL (23.6/41.0) (NSi 
• Peru to Lafayette (18.4/40.2) (NS) 
• Pine lunction to Barr Yard, IL (38.0/ 

43.3) (C;SX) 
• Tolleston to Clark lunction (0.0/5.0) 

(Conrail)** 
• Vincennes to Evansville (22.3/30.8i 
(c:sx) 

• Warsaw to Tollest ,n (1.0/5.()i (NS)** 
• Willow Creek to Pme Junction (22.1/ 

.38.01 (CSX) 

MARYLAND 
• Alexandria lunaion to Banning, DC 

(18.7/24 3i ICSX) 
• Alexandria Junction lo Washington, 

IK (23.9/.i0 8) (CSX) 
• Baltimore to Bowie (2.4/7,70) (NEC) 
• Balt imore t<i Relav ,39.6/42 7) (CSX) 

• Bowie to Landover (3.2/9,3l (NEC) 
• Cumberland to Smns. PA (27.7/32.8) 

(C:SXi 
• Jessup to Alexandria Junction (33.4/ 

37.1) (CSXl 
• Landover to Anacostia. DC (1.4/9.1) (CR)** 
• Point ot R(Kks to Harpers Ferry, W\ ' 

(33.3/41.0) (CSX) 
• Relav to Jessup (33.1,'37.0) (CSX) 

MICHIGAN 
•Carleton to Toledo, OH (21.9/33,1) 

(CSX) 
• Carleton to Ecorse (2.0/11.2) 

(Conrail)*** 
• Jackson to Kalamazoo (5.4)/I2.0) 

(Conrail)* 
• West Detroit to North Vard (7.9/13.2) 

(Conraii )*•* 
• West Detroit to Delray (12.7/16.5) 

(C;onrail)*** 
• West Detroit to Jackson (2.9/12.11 

(Conrail 1* 

NEW JERSEY 
• Ridgewood Junction to Croxton 

(4.71/7.9) (NTT) 
• Lane to Union (3.4/1 l.Oi (NEC) 
• Midway to Morrisville. PA (3.4/11.0) 

(NEC) 
• PN to Bay Wav (10.9/16.2) 

(Conrail)*** 
• Union to Midway (3 4/11.0) (NEC) 

NEW YORK 
• Bufialo to CP Sycamore (13.5/18.5) 

(Conrail)** 
•Campbell Hall to Port Jervis 17,9/12,0) 

(Conrail)* 
• Chili to Frontier (40,6/45,9) 

(Conrail)** 
• Corning to Geneva (0.21/1,6) 

(Con'-ail)* 
• CP Svcamore to Black Rock (21.5/ 

20.5) (Conrail)** 
• Ebenezer Junction To Buffalo (0.0/ 

) l.-i) (Conrail)* 
• Hottmans to Utica (38.3/44 8) 

(Conrail)** 
• Selkirk to Hoffmans (.38.7/45.2) 

(Conrail)** 
• Sutlern to Ompbel l Hall (4.7/7/7) 

(Conrail)* 
• Suffern to Ridgewood Jct.. .NJ (7.6/ 

10.6) (NIT) 

"CSX " denotes CSX Corporation and C jX Transportation Ini 

"NS' denotes Norfoll^ SouiOern Corporation and Norloik Southern Railway Company 

" Conrail" denotes Conrail Inc and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

"NtC"" denotes North tasl Comdor 

"'N|T" denotes New (ersey Iransit 

Proposed NS 

Proposed CSX 

• Proposed shared NS/CSX 
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OHIO 

• .Ashtabula to Cleveland (13.0/36.6) (NS) 
• Alliance to White (2o.4/30.1» 

(Conr? 111* 

• Ashtabula to Buftalo, NV( 13,0/25.2) (NS) 
• Ashtabula to Quaker (48.3/54.2) 

(Conrail!** 
• Belle-.Tie to Bucvnis (2o 0/34.5) (NS) 
• Bellevue to Sandusky DiKk (1,4/11.7) 

(NS) 
• Berea to Greenwich (14.5/54.2) 

(Conrail)** 
• Bucyrus to Adams, IN (5.9/13.9) 

(Conrail)** 

• Bucyrus to Fairground Col (26.0/34.3) 
(NS) 

• Cincinnan to Hamilton (28.2/31.2) 
(CSX) 

• Cleveland to \'ennilion (13.5/.34.1) (NSi 
• Cleveland to Shortline Jct. (2.0/4.2) 

(Conrail)* 
•C estline to BucsTus (6.5/14.5) 

(C.onrail)** 
• Dav ton to Ivorvdale (6 9/14,9l 

(Clonrai l i* 

• Deshler to Toledo (0,o/14,2) (CSX) 
• Deshler to Willow Creek, IN (21,4/ 

47,7) (C:SXI 
• Greenwich to Crestline 114,5/31.3) 

(Conrail)** 

• Greenwich to Willard (32.5/55.2) 
(C:SX) 

• Ivorydale to Cincinnati (33.9/38,0) 
(NS) 

• Vlarcv to Short (lo,4/45,8) (Conrail)** 
• Marion to Fostoria (17,8/27,4) (CSX) 
• Manon to Ridgeway (16.1 /31.8) 

(Conrail)** 
• Mayfield to Marcs (3.4/43,8) 

it.onrail)** 
• Miami to Airline (55,4/64,0) 

(Conrail)' 
• Oak Harbor to Bellevue (7,7/2 7.2 ( 

(NS) 

•Oak Harbor to Miami (48,0/61,5) 
l l onrail)* 

• Quaker to Mavheld (0,8/43.8) 
(t-onrail)** 

• Short to Berea (13 4/47.3i (Conrail)** 
• Vermillan to Bellevue (15.6/27.0) (NS) 
• White to Cleveland (12.5/29,7) 

(Conraiir 
• Willard to Fostona (32.5/54.0) (CSX) 
• Youngstown to Ashtabula (11.7/30.8) 

(Conrail)* 

PENNSYLVANU 
• Arsenal to Davis, DE (2.3/10.5) (NEC) 
• Field to Belmont (8.2/15.8) 

(Conrail I** 
• Harrisburg to Rutherford (44.3/57.9) 

(Conrail)* 

• Hamsburg to Riverton Junction, VA 
(11.1/19.6) (NS) 

• Harrisburg to Marysville (42.4/49.1) 
(Conrail)* 

• Hamsburg to Shocks (2.2/6.0) 
((onrail)* 

• Momsville to Zoo (3,4/7,11 (NEC) 
• .New Castle to Youngstown, OH (32.6/ 

.39.6) (CSX) 
• Rankin lunction to New c:astle (28.9/ 

38,3) (CSX) 

• RG to Wiismere, DE (22.9/26.4) (CSX) 
• RCJ to Field (O.O/lo.Oi (Conrail)** 
• Rochester to Youngstown, OH (12.0/ 

17,7) (Conrail)* 
• Sinns to Rankin Junction (30,8/40 21 

(CSX) 

• Sinns to Brownssille (1.5/10.8) (CSX) 
• South Philadelphia to Field (8.2/21.11 

(Conrail)*** 
• WM Jct to Rutherford (42.4/49.7) 

(C;onrail)* 

• Riverton Junction to Roanoke (3.9/ 
12 1) INS) 

• South Richmond to Weldon, NC 
(18.4/23.0) (CSX) 

TENNESSEE 

• Amqui to Nashville (40.8/48.4) (CSX) 

VIRGINIA 

• rvjswell to Fredericksburg (10.2/22.8) 
(CSX' 

• Fredericksburg to Potomai Yard (10.3' 
23,4) (CSX) 

• R ichmond to Dosweii (17.8/24.8) 
(CSX) 

"'CSX" denotes CSX i.orporation and CSX Transportation, Inc 

"NS " denotes Nortoll^ Southern Corporation and Norfolli Southern Railway Company 
"C onrail " denotes C onrail (nc and Consolidated Rail Corporation 
"NtC"' denotes North Last Comdor 
"NIT" denotes New |ersey Transit 

WEST VIRGINIA 

• Flmore to Deepwater (0.3/2.3) iNS) 
• Fola Mine to Deepwater (0.6,'2.0) 

(Conrail I* 
• WD Tower to Rivesville (1.5/3.4) (CSX) 

CHANGES TO RAIL 
YARDS 

StA intends to evaluate the 
fol lowing rai l yards during the 
environmental review of the 
proposed transaction: 

ALABAMA 

• Birmingham 
- Hovles (liuyeased Traffic to Existing 

CSX Kail Yard) 

GEORGIA 

• Doraville (Increased Traffic to Existing 
NS Rail Yard) 

lUINOIS 

• Colehour (Increased Traffic to Existing 
NS Rail Yard) 

INDUNA 

• Curtis (Increased Traffic to Exisnng 
CSX Rail Yardl 

• Ft Wavne (Increased Traffic to 
Existing NS Rail Yard) 

MICHIGAN 
•• Detroit 

• Rougemere (Inaeased Traffic to 
Existing CS.X Rail Yard) 

Proposed NS 

Proposed CSX 

• Proposed shared NS/CSX 
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MISSOURI 
• SI I.OUIS (Increased Traffic to Existing 

NS Rail Yard) 

NEW YORK 
• Buffalo (Increased Traffic to Existing 

NS Rail Yard) 

MARYLAND 
• Baltimore (Increased Traffic to Conrail 

Facilitv) 

OHIO 
• Conneaut (Increased Traffic to 

Existing NS Rail Va; .11 
• Toledo 

- Airline Imutioii lliicreased Traffii to 
Existing Conrail Rail Yardi 

- Homestead (Inaeased Traffu to 
Existing NS Rail Yard) 

- Stanlev lliicreased Traffic to Existing 
Conrail Rail Yard) 

PENNSYLVANIA 
• Hamsburg (Increased Traffic to 

Existing Conrail Rail Vard) 
• Philadelphia 

tireeiiwiih (Inaeased Traffic to Existing 
Conrail Rail Yard) 

TENNESSEE 
• Memphis 

- LeewiXkt (Increased Traffii to Existing 
CSX Rail Sard) 

GEORGIA 
• Atlanta 

• Hulse\ (hicreused Traffii to t '.SX 
Facilih) 

- Inman (liiiyeased Iraffic to NS Facilitt ) 

ILUNOIS 
• ( hicago 

- iMihier, (Inaeased Traffii to NS Facilit\ ) 
• 47th Street ihureased Traffic to 

tAinrail ftiii/in) 
- 59f>/ Street (Inaeased Trtiffii to a New 

Facility to Be Built on ( onrail I'ropertM 

KENTUCKY 
• Louisville 

•Buechel (Inaeased Traffic to NS Facilit} ) 

LOUISWNA 
• New i Orleans Increased Tiaffic to NS 

Facilitv) 

MICHIGAN 
• Detroit 

- Mehiiidale (Increased Traffic to NS. 
Tt.S haciliti. Tliis is ii .Vn* Facility to 
Be Built on t.onrail Propertt ) 

MISSOURI 
• Kansas City 

• Volt/ (hicieased Traffic to NS, TCS 
Facility) 

• St. Louis 
•Luther (Increased Traffii to NS 

iiitermodal aiul TCS Facilitx ) 

NEW JERSEY 
• Elizabeth 

- £-Kiii/ (hicreased Traffic to Conrail. 
TCS Facility ) 

- Portside (liicreiised Traffic to Conrail, 
TCS Facilitw 

• Little Ferry (Increased Trafhc to CSX 
Facility) 

• South Kearnv (Increased Traftic to 
Conrail Facility) 

OHIO 
• Columbus 

- Disioverv Park (Inaeased Traffic to NS 
Facilit\) 

• Toledo (Increased Traffic to Conrail 
Facility) 

PENNSYLVANIA 
• Allentown/Bethlehem (Increased 

Traffic to Conrail Facility) 
• Harrisburg 

- Rutherford diseased Traffic to 
t .onrail. TCS Facility ) 

• Philadelphia 
- Momsville (Inaeased Traffic to NS, 

T(.:S Facilit\ to Be Btiill on ProperU 
(Ivened fn Comail) 

• Pittsburgh 
- Vitiaiw (Increased Traffic to Conrail 

Facilit\) 

TENNESSEE 
• Memphis (Increased Traffic to NS 

Facilitv) 

PROPOSED 
ABANDONMENTS 

The railroads have proposed 
abandoning five rail lines and 
one railroad bridge, totaling 
79.7 miles of track. The pro
posed abandonments include 
the following: 

ILLINOIS 
• Pans to Danville (Conrail) 29,0 miles 

INDUNA 
• South Bend to Dillon Junction (NS) 

21.5 miles 

OHIO 
• Toledo to Maumee (NS) 7,5 miles 
• Toledo to Pivot Bridge ) NS) 0.2 miles 

PROPOSED RAIL LINE 
CONSTRUCTION 
PROJECTS 

The railroads plan twenty-six 
construction protects in seven 
states, totaling S1,964 feet {9JM 
miles) of new rail line. Some of 
these wouid be built on existing 
railroad right-of-way, while 
others would require the acqui
sition of additional right-of-way. 
NS and CSX requested, and the 
Board allowed, the proposed 
construction of seven small rail 
line connections (Seven Connec
tions) totaling approximately 4 
miles to be filed and reviewed 
separately and in advance of the 
primary application «vlth a 
separate environmental review 
process as cited in STB Decision 
No. 9. Specifically, SEA intends 
to prepare a separate Environ
mental Assessment for each of 
these small construction 
profects. However, if SEA deter
mines that any one of tha: 
construction proposals could 
potentially cause, or contribute 
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to, significant environmental 
impacts then the proiect w i l l be 
incorporated into the EIS for the 
overall proposed transaction, 
and w i l l not be considered 
separately f rom the primary 
application. No rail operations 
w i l l begin over these Seven 
Connections unt i l completion of 
the EIS process, and issuance of a 
fur ther decision. The Seven 
Connections are included in the 
proposed rai l line construction 
prefects lasted below, and are 
noted tvith an asterisk (*). 

ILLINOIS 
• C ĥicago: 

- 75f/i Street SW New connection 
iH'ti\'een Belt Railwa\ and Hti (H T 
lines to permit easthouiut trains from 
Bedford Park. IL to priKeed south to 
Blue Isliind, IL: approximatch l.ty4() 
feet of new traik cn existing right-of-
wa\. 

- LuKoln A\i.: \e\s cowiectuni hehveeii 
thi Indiaiui Harbor Belt and tin 
Bi<i'.K'T lines to allow trams to mo\e 
irom the IHB to t:s.\'s Barr \aid. 
approxinuiteh 840 feet ot nevL track 
construction ou existing right-<it-wa\ 

'" F.xermont: New connection l>etween 
parallel Conrail and CS,\ lines to 
allow trains Irom tast St, Louis, IL to 
proceed onto CSX's mainline: ap-
proximatels 3,590 tet't ot new track 
construction requiring acquisition ol 
5,3 acres ol land, 

• Kankakee: Connecting track to permit 
movements trom C ĥicago Terminal 
area to Kansas t j ty, MO and St Louis. 
MO: 1,000 teet of new track, occupy
ing 2,3 acres 

• 'Sidney: Connecting traik with Union 
Pacific to permit movements between 
Pine Bluf I, ,Ak and Fon Wavne IN, 
bypassing St Louib: 3,200 teet ot new 
track, <Ki, upviiig 7 < at res, 

• Tolono Connecting track with Ic to 
permit movement t)etween 
Effingham 11 and Lalavette, IN: l.bOO 
tefi ol new ttack, occupying 3,7 acres, 

INDIANA 
• "Alexandria i:onnecting track to 

(>ermil creation ol consolidated 
through-route trom Chicago to 

Cincinnati, OH, Atlanta, GA and the 
Southeast vid Alexandria, \'A and 
Muncie, IN: 1.000 teet o( new track, 
(Kcupying 2,3 acres, 

• Butler C onnecting track tor direct 
through-movement ot traffic trom NS 
Detroit line to Conrail Chicago line 
creating a new route: 1.700 teet of 
new track, occupying 3,9 acres, 

• Tolleston: Cxinnecting track to servf 
NS industry at Cary, IN trom tormer 
Conrai) line; 900 teet of new track, 
occupying 2,0 acres. 

• *VVillow Creek: New connection 
t>etween CSX and c^onrail lines to 
facilitate movements t)etween Porter, 
IN and Chicago, IL: approximaielv 
2,800 (eet ot new track tonstructum: 
rec;uires acquisition ol 0.2 acres ol 
right-ot-way. 

MARYUNO 
• Hagerstown: Connecting track to 

permit efficient movement between 
Front Royal, VA and Harrisburg, P,A: 
K(K) teet ot new track, mcupving I K 

MICHIGAN 
• fAorsf Junction: Upgrade existing 

Conrail track, lower track under Fort 
Street and construct a crossover to 
[lermil movements f)etwf*en Rouge 
River Yard to Oakwwd Vard: 4(K) teet 
of new track, occupying 1,0 acre ot 
newlv acquired nght-ol-wav 

NEW JERSEY 
• Little Ferr,-: Two new connections 

hetweeii (onrail and NYS fe; W tracks 
to allow movement ot trains lietween 
C onrail lines and Little Ferrv 
Intermodal Facility; approximateh 
l.OHO leet ot new track construction 
on existing nght-ot-way. 

NEW YORK 
• Buftalo: 

• Blasilell: tjmnecting track to permit 
movement between Erie. PA and 
Bingliampton. NY: 5.200 feet of new 
track. (Kcupving 11.9 acres. 

• uarilenvilte lunaion: Connecting track 
to permit efficient nitrvement between 
trie P.A and Binghamton. NY: 5,200 
feet ot new track, occupying 11.9 acres. 

OHIO 
• 'Bucvrus: (.onnecting track to help 

create a new route trom C'olumbus. 
OH to Pittsburgh: PA requires 2,400 
teet ot new track, occupying 5,5 acres 

• Cleveland: Constmction ol new 
intermodal tacilitv at Collinwood 
Yard: requires the acquisition ol 
approximatelv 23 acres ot land 
adjacent to the existing vard 

• Columbus: Connecnng track to 
permit movement between Bellevue. 
OH and Buckeve Yard: requires 1,400 
teet o! new track, occupving 3.2 acres. 

• 'Crestline: New connection In-tween 
two Conrail lines, allowing train 
movement between Ft. WavTie. IN 
and c;ieveland. OH, requires approxi
matelv 1,507 teet ol new track 
construction on exishng right-of-way. 

• 'Greenwich: Two new connections 
tracks between CSX and Conrail to 
enable eastbound trains from Chi
cago, IL to proceed northeast to 
Cleveland, OH and to enable north
east bound trains to proceed east to 
Akrt)ii, OH: one ct)nnection will be 
approximatelv 4,bOO leet, the other 
1,044 teet: requires acquisition ol 0.5 
acres ot nght-ot-way 

• t)ak Harlwr: Connecting track to 
create access from Detroit, Ml area to 
NS Bellevue Yard; requires 5,000 feet 
01 new track. (Kcupving 11.5 acres 

• 'Sidnev: New conneclion between 
CSX to Conrail tracks to enable 
northbound trams to proceed east to 
Columbus, OH: requires approxi
matelv 3,2t)3 leet ol new track 
construction: requires acquisihon of 
2 t> acres ol nght-ol-wav 

• Vermillion: New connection from 
Conrail's Chicago mainline to NS 
mainline to route traffic t>etween 
Cleveland. OH and Buftalo, NY; 
requires approximately 5,400 leet ot 
new track, occupsing 12.4 acres 

• Willard: Expansion ot Willard Yard to 
accommodate increased trafhc: 
requires acquisition ol approximately 
50 acres ol right-of-way. 

• Willard: Construaion of a fueling 
facility ami associated track adiacent 
to an existmg rail vard, requires 
approximately ten acres ot new 
property. 

COIRfllLflCOUISITION FRCI SHEEI 
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Surface Transportation Board—Section of Invlronmental Analyiis —Washington D.C. 20423 

Frequently Asked Questions 

1. What is the proposed project? 

On June 23, 1997, CSX and Norfolk Southem (MS) railroads jointly applied to the 
Surface Transportation Board for authority to acquire certain properties of ConraU. 

What changes are anticipated as a 
result of the proposed project? 

csx and NS plan to acquire and operate various Coiuail rail lines as well as other 
properties such as rail yards and intermodal facilities. Operating changes may in
clude increased freight traffic over rail lines, construction of new rail lines and 
intermodal facilities, and abandonment of rail lines. 

3. What Is the role of the Surface 
Transportation Board? 

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is the federal agency that has authority to 
review and iicensi? (i.e. approve, deny, or approve in part) proiects like the proposed 
Conrail acquisitior. Typically, when the Board licenses a project, it imposes environ
mental protective conditions. 

What is the role of the Section 
of Environmental Analysis? 

The Board's Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is the office that evaluates and 
considers, on behalf of the Board, the potential environmental imracts related to 
proposed acquisiUons and mergers. SEA is conducting an independent environmen
tal review and will make final environmenul recommendations, which the Board 
will consider in making its decision in this case 

5. What type of environmental 
review will the Board conduct? 

The Board has determined that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is war
ranted for this projert due to the nature and scope of potential environmenul issues 
associated with the proposed Conrail acquisition. 

What kind of activities will be considered 
in the Board's environmental analysis? 

The Board will analyze the potential environmental impacts (including safety) of 
increased rail traffic over rail line segments, rail yards, and intennodal facilities; rail 
line abandonments; and tail line constructions. 

QUESTIONS b ANSWCRS | : ^ ^ ^ 1997 



7. What is the process for 
environmental review? 

SEA will issue a Draft Environmental Impaa Statement (DEIS) in November 1997. 
The public will have 45 days to review and comment on the DEIS. After considering 
all pubUc comments, consulUng with federal, state and local agencies, and conduct
ing further independent analysis, SEA will prepare a Final EIS (FEIS). SEA plans to 
distribute the FEIS, which will include its final envirormiental recommendations to 
the Board, in late March or early April 1998. • 8. When will the Board issue 

its final decision? 
After the Board considers the entire public record, including your environmenul 
comments, it will issue its final decision on June 8, 1998. 

9. Who do I contact with environmental 
questions regarding the proposed project? 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental hotlme (888-869-1997) and a SEA 
Conrail Acquisition Web site (www.conrailmerger.com) to accommodate environ-
irental inquiries. 

10. How do I review a copy of 
the DEIS or FEIS? 

SEA will distribute copies of the DEIS and FEIS to mterested parties and also make 
them available through your state and local govemments. You may write to the 
address below to specifically request that you be placed on the distribution list. 

11. How do I ensure that SEA considers 
my environmental concems? 

To ensure that SEA considers your environmental concerns, send your written com
ments, including a signed original and 10 copies, to the following address: 

Office of the Secretory 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW, Room SOO 
Washington, DC 20423 0001 

In the lower left-hand comer of the envelope, indicate: 
Attn: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

QutsTioNS ft ANSWERS FALL 1997 
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Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Federal Agencies 

Document Date 
6/4/97 

Cotrwnenter Subject of Comment 

6119197 
7/3/97 
718197 

7/15/97 
7/16/97 
7/18/97 
7/23/97 
7/25/97 
7126/97 
7129197 
7/30/97 
8/1/97 
6/1/97 
&'4/97 
8/5/97 
8/6/97 
8 « « 7 
616197 
616197 
8/8/97 

8/11/97 
8/12/97 
8/13/97 
8/15/97 
8/25/97 
9'11/97 
9/17/97 
9/18/97 
10/2/97 
10/7/97 

10/17/97 
10/20/97 
10/21/97 
10/22/97 
10/27/97 

L'S Department of Commerce, OH E J McKay Verification of Geodetic Markers " 
US Department of Commerce OH E J McKay Review of Proposed Crestline, OH, Connection 
US Department of Commerce OH E J McKay Geodetic station markers 
USDA Natural Resources Cons Service, D Sawyer Comments on proposed EIS scope 
U S DOI Fish and Wildlife Service, D Densmore Comments on proposed EIS scope 
USDA Natural Resources Cons Service D Potter Comments on proposed EIS scope 
U S Army Corps of Engineers A h Rogalla Comments on proposed CIS scope 
U S Army Corps of Engineers Chicago Distnct, M Jewell No Comment 
U S Coast Guard N E Mpras Comments on proposed EIS scope 
US Army Corps of Engineers, F J Cianfrani Comments on proposed EIS scope 
U S Army Corps of Engineers, D Shelton Comments on proposed EIS scops 
USDA Natural Resources Cons Sen/ice W J Gradle Comments on proposed EIS scope 
U S Army Corps of Engineers, DC D Sanford Jr Comments on proposed EIS scope 
U S DOI Fish and Wildlife Service C G Day Comments on proposed EIS scope 
US Coast Guard S G Montz Comments on proposed EIS scope 
USDA Natural Resources Cons Service J Bramblett Comments on proposed EIS scope 
U S Coast Guard G Kassof Comments on proposed EIS scope 
U S Dept of Transportation N E McFadden Comments on proposed EIS scope 
US DOC, Nafi Manne Fisheries Service N Chu Comments on proposed EIS scope 
US Environmental Protection Agency R E Sanderson Comments on proposed EIS scipe 
U S Department of HUD R F Solomon Comments on proposed EIS scope 
U S Army Corps of Eng , Vicl^sburg Dist K P Mosley Comments on proposed EIS scope 
U S Amny Corps of Eng Nast^vilie Dist T W Waters Comment on proposed EIS scope 
U S DOI Fish snd Wildlife Service, NC B P Cole Comments on proposed EIS scope 
U S Army Corps of Engineers Detroit Distnct Ml G Mannesto Agency Consultation 
U S Army Corps of Engineers Ml R Tucker Comments on proposed EIS scope 
USDA Natural Resources Cons Sen/ice J E Hardisty Comments on proposed EIS scope 
USDA Natural Resources Cons Service P DeAnnan Agency Consultation 
USDA Natural Resources Cons Service W J Gradle Agency Consultation 
U S Environmental Protection Agency Region 5 - Chicago N Mugavero Agency Consultation 
U S Environmental Protection Agency Region 5 - Chicago M MacMullen Agency Consultation 
U S DOI Fish and Wildlife Service K E Kroonemeyer Comments on Four of the Seven Connections 
U S Environmental Protection Agency Region 5 - Chicago M MacMullen Response to Proposer] 
U S Department of Transportation R A Knapp Comments on Safety 
USDA Natural Resources Cons Service P DeAnnan Seven Connections Consultation 
U S DOI National Park Services. W W Schenk No Comment on Seven Connections 

Alabama 

Document Date 
7/24/97 

Commenter Subject of Comment 
West Alabama Planning & Development Council R B Lake Cleannghouse Review 

8/4/97 Baldwin County Planning Dept AL E Polasek No Comment 
8/20/97 Alabama Historic Commission A L Oaks Comments on proposed EIS scope 

Connecticut 
f Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 

7'3-!/97 South Western Reg Ping Agency NY/NJ R Carpenter Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/5/97 Connecticut DOT J F Sullivan Environmental Concern ana Notice ot Intent 

10/21/97 Connecticut Public Transportation Commission, P A Ehrharot Environn-iental Concerns 



Environmental Comments (as of November 1 , 1997) 

Delaware 

Document Date Ciommenter Subject of Comtnent 
2/11/97 US House of Representatives, DE, M N Castle Environmental Concems 
2/19/97 US House of Representatives DE, T U Boulden Environmental Concerns 
2/26/97 CityofNewark, DE R Lopata Letter to C F Luft - City Planner on environmental issues 
7/10/97 Wilmington Area Ping Council, DE G A Taft Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/11/97 Dept of Nat Res 8i Env Control, DE , G L Esposito Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/14/97 Downtown Newark DE, G N Danneman Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/15/97 City 0'Newark Planning Dept, DE, R H Lopata Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/21/97 City of Newark, DE, R M Lapointe Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/22/97 City of Newark, DE Electric Department, R Vitelli Comments on Acquisition 
7/23/97 Water Resources Agency for New Castle County, DE G J Kauffrnan Comments 
7/25/97 Delaware Senate L Sorenson Non-support of Acquisition 
7/28/97 L A Mannucci DE Environmental Concems 
7/28/97 Mayor and Council City of Newark. DE N H Tumer Comment on proposed EIS scope 
7/29/97 Newark Center for Creative Learning DE R Cotien Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/30/97 U S House of Representatives DE T U Boulden Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/1/97 City of Newark DE Police Dept W A Hogan Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/1/97 Mam Towers L Makowski, DE Environmental Concems 
8/1/97 Mayor and Council, City of Newark DE R L Gardner Comments on proposed EIS 
8/2/97 Shirley M Tanant. DE Environmental Co.ncems 
8/4/97 City of Newark. DE C F Luft Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/4/97 League of Women Voters of New Castle County, DE A M Puglisi, etal Environmental Concems 
8/4/97 Rebecca Y Herman DE Environmental Concerns 
8/4/97 University of Delaware DE J R Armitage Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/4/97 William D Stames DE Environmental Concems 
8/5/97 Newark Day Nursery, D Sampson-Levin Environmental Concems 
8/7/97 City of Newark DE Thomas P Wampler Counalmember, 4th Distnct Environmental Concems 
9/9/97 Mr & Mrs Albert B Root 3rd Newark, DE Environmental Concerns 

9/12/97 Roberts Smith Newark DE Environmental Concerns 
10/15/97 Citizens Advisory Committee J F Wing Support with Conditions 
10/16/97 Delaware Division of Histoncal and Cultural Aftairs J N Larnvee Agency Consultation 
10/17/97 Delaware Dept of State, Div cf Histoncal & Cultural Aftairs G Davis Agency Consultation 

District of Columbia 

Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
8/1/97 US Army Corps of Engineers DC D Sanford Jr Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/4/97 Wash Metro Area Transit Auth DC J C Elkms Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/4/97 Women Like Us DC B L Richardson Environmental Concems 
8/6/97 American Public Transit Assn DC W W Millar Comments on proposed EIS scope 

8/l2'97 Dept of Consumer & Regulatory Affairs, DC G Swindell No Comment on proposed EIS scope 
10/21'97 Amencan Public Transit Assn DC W W Mill ,- Commuter Rail Concems 
10/24/97 DC Histonc Preservation Division H Cross No Effect on Histonc Resources 

Florida 

Document Date Commenter Sut)ject of Comtnent 
6/30/97 Broward County Legislative Delegation, FL S Hams Question concerning ER 
8/1/97 Board of County Comm of Citrus County FL G Maidhof Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/6/97 Broward County Transportation Planning Division FL B B Wilson Agency Consultation 

7/29/97 Hillsborough County Planning Comm , FL, R Hunter Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/29/97 Jacksonville Port Authonty FL F R Fernn Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7!2t>,'97 Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council FL J Patsko Agency Consultation 



Environmental Comments las of November 1, 1997) 

Florida - continued 
I Document Date ~ 

8/6/97 
Con.menter Subiact of Comment 

8/7/97 
8/10/97 
8/21/97 
9/17/97 

10/22/97 
10/27/97 

Sarasota/Manatee Metro Plan Org , FL, M Shbeib Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Flonda Dept of State Division of Histoncal Resources G W Percy Agency Consultation 
Flonda State Cleannghouse, K Akers Fonwarding proposed EIS scope 
Dept of Community Affairs, Flonda Coastal Mgmt Program R Cantral Cleannghouse 
Flonda Dept of State Division of Histoncal Resources G W Percy Agency Consultation 
Flonda Dept ot State, Division of Histoncal Resources, G W Percy No Effect on Histonc Resources 
Southwest Flonda Regional Planning Council, W E Daltry No Impact 

Georgia 

I Document Date Commenter Subiact of Comment 
7/16/97 
7/23/97 
7,'24/97 
8/3/97 
8/5/97 
8/7/97 
9/9/97 

9/24/97 
9/26/97 

10/10/97 
10/14/97 

Office of the Administrator, Augusta-Richmond County GA, C R Oliver Comments 
Chatham County, GA, M L Newton Jr Comments on proposed EIS Scope 
Georgia State Cleannghouse Office of Planning and Budget, D S Stephens Cleannghouse 
Icie Hood GA Environmental Concems 
Metro Atlanta Rapid Transit Auth R J Simonetta Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Georgia DNR Histonc Preservation Division, J L Durbin Agency Consultation 
Georgia DNR Historic Preservation Division J L Durbin Agency Consultation 
Joh.'' B and Gale Skinner Powder Springs GA Environmental Concems 
Patty Davids Powder Spnngs GA Environmental Concerns 
Georgia State Cleannghouse, Office of Planning and Budget D S Stephens Cleannghouse Comment 
Tina Holt-Brown, Powder Spnngs, GA Environmental Concerns 

Illinois 

Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
1/28/97 
7/16/97 
7/30/97 
8/3/97 
8/4/97 
8/6/97 

8/14/97 
8/19/97 
9/4/97 
9/6/97 

9/11/97 
9/15/97 
9/18/97 
9/18/97 
9/19/97 
9/22/97 
9/26/97 
10/1/97 

10/20/97 

Pike County Bd IL A A Seller Agency Consultation Letter 
Illinois Histonc Preservation Agency A E Haaker Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Illinois Department of Natural Resources T Flattery Comments on proposed EIS scope 
City of Chicago IL Dept of Streets and Sanitation E Carey Agency Consultation 
Illinois Environmental Proteaion Agency B Killian Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Barry Community Unit School Distnct No 1 IL S L Marshall Environmental Concerns 
Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe County IN J D Hawley Agency Consultation 
Champaign County Department of Planning & Housing IL F DiNovo Agency Consultation 
Village of Tolono IL C McCormick Response to 8/28/97 Letter 
City of Georgetown IL D L Acord Opposes Proposed Abandonment 
County Board Vermilion County IL M Call Agency Consultation 
City of Georgetown IL D L Acord Agency Consultation 
City of Kankakee IL D A Schaeffer Agency Consultation 
City of Pans IL, N Jenison Agency Consultation 
U S Trackworks IL B Tameling Support Letter 
City of Chnsman IL, H R Wolfe Agency Consultation 
Village of Westville IL M Weese Agency Consultation 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency B P Killian Environmental Comments 
Environmental Law & Policy Center IL K Brubaker Midwest High Speed Ran 

Indiana 

I Document Date 
6/4'97 

7/18/97 
7/24/97 

Commenter Subject of Comment 
Indiana DNR L D Macklin Letter In Response to Applicants' Agency Consultation 
Ohio-Kentucky-lndiana Regional COG R Victor Comments on prooosed EIS scope 
Evansville Urban Trans Study IN KR M Zigenfus Comments on proposed EIS scope 



Environmental Comments (as of November 1 , 1997) 

Indiana - continued 

Document Date Commefiter Sutject of Comment 
8/4/97 Bd ofComms oftheCnty ofAllen, IN E J Rousseau Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/4/97 Man/in & Mary Breitung, IN Noise, Pollution & Safety Concems 
8/6/97 Indianapolis Power & Light Company, IN M F McBnde, et al Comments on proposed EIS scope 

8/14/97 Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe County IN J D Hawley Agency Consultation 
8/20/97 Indiana Department of Transportation J E Juncic Agency Consultation 
8/22/97 The Four Cities Consortium, C M Loftus, et al Comments on Petition of Exemption 
8/25/97 County of Porter Plan Commission, IN, R W Thompson Jr Agency Consultation 
8/25/97 DeKalb County Plan Commission IN B Stump Agency Consultation 
8/27/97 City of Gary Planning and Economic Dev IN J D Craig Agency Consultation 
8/29/97 Area Plan Commission of Sf Joseph County IN J W Byomi Agency Consultation 
8/29/97 Michiana Area Council of Gov'ts , IN, S M Seanor Agency Consultation 
9/3/97 City of Butler IN J Iliff Agency Consultation 

a." 1/97 City of Portage IN J K Barkowski Agency Consultation 
9r.;5l97 Laporte County Plan Commission, IN, R Hamilton Agency Consultation 
0/26/97 Indiana Dept of Natural Resources L D Macklin Agency Consultation 
9/30'97 Indiana Dept of Natural Resources, Division of Water D M Deady Agency Consultation 
10/1/97 City of Alexandna IN J R Wehsollek Agency Consultation 
10/3/97 Community and Economic Development IN L Magliozzi Agency Consultation 

10/21/97 US Senate, R Lugar D Coats and P Visclosky Environmental Concerns 

Kentucky 

I Document Date Commenter Sut)iect of Comment 
7/18/97 Ohio-Kentucky-lndiana Regional COG R Victor Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/24/97 Evansville Urban Trans Study, IN KY M Zigenfijs Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/4/97 Kentucky Hentage Counal D L Morgan Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/5/97 Kentucky Transportation Cabinet J C Codell III Comments on proposed EIS scope 
9/3/97 Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Cabinet KY A Barber Agency Consultation 

Louisiana 

Document Date Commenter Sut)ject of Comment 
7/3/97 Southern Rapid Rail Transit Commission LA J W McFarland Comments on proposed EIS scope 

7/14/97 Office of Cultural Development LA G J Hobdy Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/1/97 Louisiana DNR Coastal Management Div T W Howey Comments on proposed EIS scope 

Maryland 

Document Date Comme iter: Subject of Comment 
7/1/97 House of Delegates Annapolis MD George C Edwards Competitive Concems 

7/10/97 Wilmington Area Planning Council MD G A Taft Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/16/97 Dept of Env Protection Montgomery County MD, E Scavia Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/5/97 Baltimore Metropolitan Council MD P Farragut Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/6/97 Maryland Dept of Transportation. H L Flechner Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/7/97 City ot Laurel MD E J Zacoanelli Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/8/97 Mayor and Council City of Brunswick MD T Smith Environmental Concerns 

8/11/97 Harford County Government MD Department of Law J L Biomquist Agency Consultation 
8/15/97 Cit\'of Bowie MD J Meinert Environmental Concems 
8/26/97 Pnnce George's County Government W K Curry Comments on proposed EIS Scope 
8/28/97 Maryland Office of Planning S H Sheafor Environmental Concerns 
9/12/97 City of Bowie MD D J Deutsch Comments on proposed EIS scope 
9/18/97 Maryland Office of Planning L C Janey Cleannghouse Acknowledges Receipt 



Environmental Comments (as of November 1 , 1 9 9 7 ) 

Maryland - continued 

Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
9/25/97 City of Hagerstown Dept of Planning, MD R L Kautz Agency Consultation 
9/25/97 Maryland Office of Planning, L C Janey Comments on ER 
10/1/97 Edward N Sheann, Ellicott City MD Concern with Commuter Service 

10/15/97 Baltimore Area Transit Association MD J Hoy Comments on Passenger Rail Service 
10/15/97 Citizens Advisory Committee, MD, J F Wing Support with Conditions 

Massachusetts 

Document Date Commenter Subject of Commenl 
8/1/97 
8/4/97 
8/5/97 
8/5/97 
8/7/97 

10/20/97 

State of Massachusetts Transit Rail System, B Rekola Comments on proposed EIS scof)e 
Waterfront Histonc Area League MA A Souza Jr Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Berkshire Regional Planning Comm MA N VV Karr^r Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Exec Off of Transportation and Constmction, MA P J Moynihan Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Montachusett Regional Plannmg Commission MA D Jarvenpaa Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Consen/ation Law Foundation MD, R B Kennelly Jr Two Conditions and Environmental Benefits 

Michigan 

Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
2/20/97 City of Melvindaie Ml E W Witte Environmental Concerns 
2/25/97 Wayne County Ml A A Bogdan Environmental Concems 
2/26/97 City of Melvindaie Ml J J Brophy Sr Environmental Concems 
5/4/97 City of Gibraltar Ml Paul A Lehr Complaint RR crossing excessively blocking mam artery 

7/17/97 Michigan Dept of Transportation L B Karnes Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/24/97 Michigan Dept of Environmental Quality J Henderson Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/5/97 City of Dearbom Ml M A Guido Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/8/97 US Department of HUD R F Solomon Comments on proposed EIS scope 

8/25/97 U S Army Corps of Engineers Ml R Tucker Comments on proposed EIS scope 
9/11/97 USDA Natural Resources Cons Service J E Hardisty Comments on proposed EIS scope 
9/29/97 City of Detroit Planning and Dev Dept Ml J J Vassallo Agency Consultation 
9/29/97 City of Rive,' Rouge Ml K M Armos Agency Consultation 

10/16/97 Michigan State Histonc Preservation Office J R Halsey No Effect 
10/20/97 Environmental Law & Policy Center, Ml K Brubaker Midwest High Speed Rail 

Mississippi 

Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
7/2/97 Mississippi Sta'^ Clearinghouse Acknowledgment & Information on Requirements 
7/9/97 Mississippi Department of Wildlife Fisheries and Parks W S Watts Concurrence 
9/4/97 Mississippi Department of Archives and History R G Walker Agency Consultation 

Missouri 

Document Date Commenter Subisctof Comment 
•7'14'97 Missouri Public Service Commission K Zobnst Forward ng scope 
7/21/97 Missouri Office of Aamin Cleatirighouse L Pohl Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/4'97 Missouri State Legislature Rep H Relford Concerns with Loss of Trackage 

8/14/97 Department of Natural Resources MO D A Shorr Comments on proposed EIS scope 

- 5 



Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Document Date 

New Jersey 

Commenter. Subject of Comment 
7/30/97 Bd of Chosen Freeholders of Cnty of Burlington, NJ, W S Haines Jr Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/31/97 South Wfc>fem Rej PIng Agency, NY/NJ R Carpenter Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/4/97 New Jersey Trans.: R A Randal! Comments on proposed EIS scope 
9/5/97 Village of Ridgefield Pa'k NJ, M T Durkin Agency Consultation 
9/5/97 Village of Ridgefield Park NJ, M T Durkin Agency Consultation 

9/15/97 New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection L Schmidt Comments on ER 
10/3/97 Village of Ridgefield Park NJ. M T Durkin Agency Consultation 

10/14/97 South Jersey Transportation Planning Org , NJ T G Chelius Support with Recommendations 
10/16/97 Village of Ridgefield Park NJ M T Durkin Comments on Little Ferny 
10/20/97 Tn-State Transportation Campaign, NJ, E Lloyd Conditions for NY/NJ Harbor 
10/22/97 Ridgefield Bd of Adjustment NJ D L Greene Agency Consultation 

New York 

I Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
7/29/97 City of Dunkirk NY, S M Hyde Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/31/97 South Western Reg PIng Agency, NY/NJ, R Carpenter Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/1/97 Capital Dist Trans Comm NY F G Field, Jr Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/1/97 Orange County, NY J G Rampe Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/6/97 County of Rockland NY C S Vandertioef Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/6/97 Metro-North Railroad, NY D N Nelson Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/6/97 NY Dept of State, Coastal Resources & Waterfront Revitalization, W Barton Agency Consultation 
8/6/97 NY DOT W L Slover et ai Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/6/97 Rutgers, fhe State University of New Jersey School of Law T Langer Environmental Concerns 

8/13/97 Orange Cnty Gov't Center NY J Rampe Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/21/97 Metropolitan Dev Assn of Syracuse & Central NY I L Davis Agency Consultation 

9/2/97 County of Erie Dept of Env and Planning NY. M J Krasner Age.icy Consultation 
9/19/97 Town of West Seneca NY G D Montz Agency Consultation 
9/26/97 Albany Port Dist Commission NY F W Keane Favors Economic Advantages of Transaction 

10/15/97 Village of Blasdell NY. E J Jewetl Agency Consultation 
10/20/97 Tn-State Transportation Campaign E Lloyd Conditions for NY/NJ Harbor 

North Carolina 

j Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
7.'2/97 

7/15/97 
7/18/97 
8/4/97 
8/5/97 

8/15/97 
10/17,'97 

Dept of Environment Health and Natural Resources NC S B Benton Comments 
North Carolina Department ol Cultural Resources D Brook Comments on ER 
Mitchell County NC M L Robinson Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Bd of Comms of Buncombe County NC M Colbert Comments on proposed EIS scope 
North Carolina Dept of Transportation P B Simmons Comments on proposed EIS scope 
US House of Representatives NC C F Buchanan Comments on proposed EIS Scope 
North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources D Brook No Effect 

Ohio 

I Document Date Commenter Subjea of Comment 
6/10/97 
6/19/97 
6/23/97 

7/1/97 
7/17/97 
7/18/97 

Ohio Histonc Preservation Office M J Raymond Comments on proposed EIS scope 
US Department of Commerce. Ohio Edward J McKay Review of Proposed Crestline, JH, Connection 
Ohio Department of Natural Resources Wayne R Warren Ohio Coastal Manageme.M Program 
Ohio Department of Natural Resources K A Baker Comments on ER 
Ohio Histonc Preservation Office D Snyder Agency Consultation 
Ohio-Kentucky-lndiana Regional COG R Victor Comments on proposed EIS scope 



Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Ohio ~ continued 
Document Date 

7/22/97 
Commenter Subject of Comment 

7/22/97 
7/25/97 
7128197 
8/1/97 
8/2/97 
8/4/97 
8/4/97 
615197 
615197 
8/5/97 

8/15/97 
8/20/97 
8/20/97 
8/21/97 
8/21/97 
8/26/97 
8/26/97 
8/26/97 
8/26/97 
8/27/97 
8/28/97 
8/28/97 
8/28/97 
8/29/97 
8/29/97 
9/1/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9'2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9,'2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2/97 
9/2'97 

Fairfield Cnty Comms . OH, L M Kessler, A Reid J K Shupe Agency Consultation 
Northeast Ohio Four County Regional Plannmg & Development Organization, S R Chinn-Levy 
Huron County Bd of Cnty Comms OH T Boose et al Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Northeast OH Four County Regional Plan & Dev Org OH, S Chinn-t evy Agency Consultation 
Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission, OH M Ismail Comments or proposed EIS scope 
Joseph and Susan Dean, Oak Harbor, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Metro Regional Transit Auth OH R K Pfaff Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Village of Oak Harbor OH. P J MaJ<o T Wilkins Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Akron Metro Area Trans Study. OH. K A Hanson Comments on proposed EIS scope 
City of Cincinnati, OH, J F Shirey Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Greater Cleveland RTA, OH. R Covington Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Alice Alexander. Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Butler County Engineer's Office OH D C Foster Comments on proposed EIS scope 
Molly Regan Rocky River. Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Barbara L Mackovich Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
Lorain Port Authonty, OH, R M Novak Comments on proposed EIS scope 
City of Sidney, OH, J Crusey Agency Consultation 
Ottawa Reg Planning Commission OH W C Wehenkel Agency Consultation 
Ottawa Reg Planning Commission, OH, W C Wehenkel Response to Agency Consultation on Land Use 
Sandra L Rotanj Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concems 
Virginia Gill Fitzgerald Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Isabella H Jalics, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Northeast OH Four County Regional Plan & Dev Org , OH S Chinn-Levy Agency Consultation 
Teresa S Petnlla Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Nan Mclntyre Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Peggy M J. ^ce, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Karen Kelly Kraus, Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
Angela Kemgan Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Anna Fasko, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Anthony Dadente Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Bermce Herbert Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Beth A Kapes Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concems 
Bill Ormonde Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
C H Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Citizen Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Deborah A Yonok Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
Dee E Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Dianna F Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Dolores C Budner Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Donald G Vassil Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Donald Harnngton Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
E S Milovan Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Ellis L Wagner Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Eleanoie L Utrata Lakewood Onio Environmental Concerns 
J S Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Janet C Tighe Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Jay Lastillo Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Jeff Weety Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Judy Hudak Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Lance L Polen Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Linda Doerschuk Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Marcia Man-ie Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Margaret I Keach Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 



Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Ohio - continued 
I Document Date Commenter Sut>ject of Comment 

9/2/97 Mary Pfacch Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/2/97 Mary S Broadhert, Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/2/97 Mary S Kiley Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/2/97 Paul and Patricia Blese Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/2/97 Peter A Grog, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/2/97 Peter A Meier Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/2/97 R Geisen Lamer Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/2/97 Rob Stuart Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/2/97 Rose Slavik Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/2/97 Shirley M Tremblay Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/2/97 Steve Starsfer Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/2/97 Tim Jamieson Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/2/97 Vance Gof, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/3/97 A M Caito, Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/3/97 Carolyn Steigman Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/3/97 David W Jones Lakewood Ohio Environmental C incerns 
9/3/97 Lynne M Greer Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/4/97 Alice M Gorby Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/4/97 City of Columbus Dept of Trade and Dev OH D M DeRodes Agency Consultation 
9/4/97 Esther H Keisling Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/4/97 Geraldine Nelson Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/4/97 Gloria Scheid, Bay Village Ohio rnvironmental Concems 
9/5/97 City of Westlake Ohio, S J Prenoda Letter of Resolution and Opposition 
9/5/97 Elaine M Ries Bay Village Ot lo Environmental Concems 
9/5/97 George A Randt M D Westlake Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/5/97 Karyn and Gerald Fanna Bay V'llage Ohio Environ • n t a l Concerns 
9/6/97 Denise Wenal Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/6/97 Linda and William Burgess Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/6/97 Mr M Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/6/97 Patncia L Johnson Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/6/97 R Andrew Johnson Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/6/97 Scott & Antoinette Rudge Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/8/97 Bonnie Nagel Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/8/97 Carne W Engelbrecht Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9.'8/97 Chnstian F Schell Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/8/97 Chnsty Witbeck Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/8/97 Gayle R & John R Absi Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/8/97 James C Doughman Jr Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/8/97 John D Stanton Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/8/97 John P Engelbrecht Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/8/97 Judith Koelliker Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/8/97 LOIS Prochaska Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/8/97 Norman E Schmid Sr, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/8/97 Ohio Department of Natural Resources K A Baker Agency Consultation 
9/8/97 h.enee Schilling Lakewood 0>' > Environmental Concerns 
9/8/97 Sandra L Rotaru Bay Village ur,io Environmental Concems 
9/9/97 Allan Koeppel Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/9/97 Beth O Hare, Bay Village ' "onmental Concerns 
9/9/97 Gary Young Bay Village Ohio tiuironmentai Concerns 
9/9/97 George A Tusa Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/9/97 John and Sally Herdman, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/9/97 John F & Betty A Gannon Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/9/97 Magdaiin McGint\' Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 



Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Ohio - continued 

Document Date C^ommenter Subject of Comment 
9/9/97 Mary Peg Imboden Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/9/97 Smyths Cramer Co , Bay Village. Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/9/97 ^usannah Minard, Bay Village. Ohio Environmental Concerns 

9/10/97 B Devon Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Citizen Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9'10/97 Colleen Atkinson, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Colleen Milner, North Ridgeville, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Dawn M Galang, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Dons Saul, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Dorothy L Rogos Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Edward C Miller, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Ellen Johnson, North Olmsted Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Ellen W Suchiui, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Helen Nowicki, Lakewood, Ohio Protest Letter 
9/10/97 Jack Eagleeye Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Janalee B Jones Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Jams S Gamer Avon Lake Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10,'97 Joan M Scully Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Joanne B Miller Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 John P and Mary E Thompson Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Judy E Hammerschmidt Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Kathleen J Rosenau Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Laura Faux Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Laura Wallace Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Linda Kan Avon Lake Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Lynn Eagleeye Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Marcia A Beifun Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Margaret Ackmson Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Margaret Artin Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Margaret Fitzgerald Lakewoof* Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Mane Hasek Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Maqone G Knap Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Mary Madzelouka Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Mary Y Lysie Bay Village Ohio Enviionmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Maureen A Audrosil, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Michael Atkinson Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9'l0/97 Michael Mekich and M Meluch Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Moira McAda'iis Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Mr & Mrs Robert CoaOy Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Nancy A Chopp RocKy River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/̂ , 7 Nelson L Sanger and Jean M Sanger Rocky Rivei chio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Norman and Vivian Fox Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Norman C Schwenk Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9'10/97 Pat and Bernadette Link Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 PaulR Konys, Rocky River Ohio Environm/intal Concerns 
9/10/97 PauiWeish Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/l0.'97 Peter and Diane Klein etal Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Philip and Mana McDonald Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Realty One Anne Hill Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10,'97 Realty One Beverly H Montgome.'y Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/l0,'97 Realty One Bill Reilly Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10.'97 Realty One Carole Vedoa Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Realty One Catfue James, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 



Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Ohio - continued 

I Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
9'10/97 Realty One, Chnsta Moog Westlake Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Realty One D A Bnfton Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Really One, Deborah L Moraluto, North Olmsted Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Realty One Dottie Perez, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Realty One, Gretchen Kresge, Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Really One Illegible Name Westlake, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Realty One James Moraluto, North Olmsted Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Realty One, Kathleen Hick Westlake Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Realty One, Katie Mcllvam, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Realty One, Laretta Cabill Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Realty One Maryann Stupanovich Bay Village Ofiio Environmental Concems 
9/10197 Realty One Noreen Noms Westlake Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Realty One, P P B (illegible name), Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Realty One Susan Douglas Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Rita K Yardley Vannell Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Roman L Skowronski, Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Sara M Roche, Westlake, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 Susan Majzik Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/10/97 Timothy M Glenn Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/10/97 V David Sartin, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/11/97 Anne Br'^wning Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/''1/97 Claire &• .icha. J P Bean Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/11/97 David S Duncan Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/11/97 Ene County Dept ot Planning and Dev OH A MacNicoi Agency Consultation 
9/11/97 Glona Annstrong Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/11/97 J Lee & LOIS I McCormick, Bay Village Ohio Environmen':; Concerns 
9/11/97 Martha C Beno Bay Village Ohio Environm3ntal Concems 
9/12/97 James R and Laura B Geuther Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/12/97 Manan Cawrse Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/12/97 Manon Frednck Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/12/97 Mary M Wooley Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/12/97 Pat Kahl Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/12/97 Patncia Donelan Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/12/97 Sandra and Timothy Seidei Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/13/97 Cathenne E Moore Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/13/97 Margaret Neeson Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/14/97 Bndget M Rogers Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9'l4/97 Joy Wilson Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9'14/97 Mabel B Tuckley Westlake Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/15/97 Allen D Relay Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/15/97 AustrevertoV and Madeline K Cruz Bay Village Ohio Environmenta! Concems 
9/15/97 David W Jones Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/15/97 Elaine L Skorich Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/15/97 Jim and Paige Owens Website Environmental Concerns 
9/15/97 June and Gordon Brumm Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/15/97 Lrllian A Toth, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/15/37 Method & Bertha Suiah Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/15 97 Onlla Engelhardt Onio Environmental Concerns 
9/15'97 Tom Bradley-Norton and Karen A Bradley Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/16/97 Bd of County Commissioners Huron Cnty OH K Wilhelm T Boose Agency Consultation 
9/16/97 Carol S Cole Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/16/97 Cheryl lllenberger Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/16/97 Edna Pickersgill Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
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Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Ohio - continued 
Document Date Commenter Sut)jec> of Comment 

9/16/97 Grant M lllenberger Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/16/97 Huron County Bd of Cnty Comms OH K Wilhelm Agency Consultation 
9/16/97 Jean A Thomson Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/16/97 June G Huse Bay Village Ohio Letter in Opposition 
9/16/97 Norman H Hagedom Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/16/97 Richard Greyor Rocky River. Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/16/97 Rocco Scotti. Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/16/97 Rosemary Bell, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/16/97 Toledo-Lucas County Plan Commissions OH Agency Consultation Letter 
9/16/97 Toledo-Lucas County Plan Commissions OH Agency Consultation Letter 
9/17/97 Dan and Brenda Porter Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/17/97 Diane Konyk Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/17/97 Elaine Schroll Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/17/97 Gayatry Jacob-Mosier Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/17/97 Huron County, Bd of Cnty Comms OH T Boose, et al Agency Consultation 
9/17/97 Jane Wallace Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/l7,'97 Jane Wa'lace Bay Village Ohio Letter m Opposition 
9/17/97 Jean Carter Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/17/97 P A (Illegible name) Ohio Protest Letter 
9/17/97 R D Bodnar Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/17/97 USDA Natural Resources Cons Service P DeAnnan Agency Consultafion 
9/18/97 City of Olmsted Falls OH T Jones Environmental Concerns 
9/18/97 Diane Pavan, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/18/97 J R Penick Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/18/97 Maryann Fitzmaurice Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/18/97 Richard J Rennell Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/18/97 Susan C Gnmberg Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Adam Joshua Guilette Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Andrew Gillick Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Ann Moore, Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/19/97 Ben Stehey Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Brendan Nowlin Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/19/97 Cynthia Jane Stocking Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Elizabeth Sabo Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Emily Roach Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Enc Buelow Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/19/97 Helena M and William H Walsh Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/19/97 James Hydock Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Jason Christensen Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Joan Saxton Rocky River. Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 John Birch LaKewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Kate Grdina Lakewood Ohio Environmenta'Concems 
9/19/97 Kelly T Fink Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Kevin Demaline Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Mariella Longauer Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/19/97 Mary Brasted Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Michelle Cestaro Lakewooa Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Nancy C Fording Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Rachel Rainicek Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Rod Schmitz Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Steve Knotek Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Steven and Stephanie Geilerstedt Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19'97 Student Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
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Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Ohio - continued 
Document Date Commenter Subject of Commem 

9/19/97 Susan and Scott Jamieson Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9'19/97 Tabitha Komar Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/19/97 Ted M McManaman Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/19/97 Tom Pivovar Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/20/97 Vicki M Cleary Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/21/97 Bernadette M Janes Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/21/97 Gregory A and Gretchen H Kunkel, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/21/97 James E Pearce Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/21/97 Nancy M Rodgers Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/21/97 William A Bartok Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/22/97 Arlene Harvanec Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/22/97 Helen Bnnick, Lakewood Ohio Enviionmental Concerns 
9/22,'97 Ian and Barb Woodburn Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/22/97 Karen and Lou Forte Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/22,'97 Mark Czamecki Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/22/97 Maureen McGlynn Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9122197 Mike and Diane Poretsky Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/22/97 Robert W Chambers Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/22/97 Sara Balas Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/22/97 Scott and Allison Pohlkamp Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/23/97 Biythe R Gehnng Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/23/97 Clad Kubas Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/23/97 Danell Mattem Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/23/97 Deborah Groh Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/23/97 Elfreede H Kovesdy Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/23/97 Frank C Coigrone Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/23/97 Jean Golden Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/23/97 Michael J and Barbara A Giuliano Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/23/97 Mr and Mrs Reese and Family Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/23/97 Ohio State Legislature W Scott Oelsiager Consultation Letter 
9/23/97 Richard and Alice Bassett L akewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/23/97 Ron Pam Tom and Kim O'Keefe Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concern 
'^'23/97 Steven R Vukmanic Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/23/97 Tom Scott Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/24/97 Brenda M Blazek Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Chartes J Turner Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Chnstine Jasica Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Claudia Smith Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 David J Steigman Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Elisabeth G Smith Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Elizabeth M Smith Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Jean T Shane Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 John L Reulbach Jr Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Judy Way Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 June and Enc Peterson Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Kim Richter Lakewood Oiiio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Laura L Alvarez Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 M Cornor Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Mary Evans Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Michael and Nancy Heaton Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Peggy Andrews Lakewooa Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/24/97 Peter Rose LaKewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9'24/97 Regma L Twining Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
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Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Ohio continued 
Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 

9124/97 Richard and Mananne Wascak Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/24/97 Scott and Susan Jamieson, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9.'24/97 William and Veronica Peny, Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/25/97 David F and Judith H Norton, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/25/97 Elton J Nichols Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9125197 Helen C Nichols Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/26/97 Bay Village Schools OH D C Woods J Cavalier Environmental Concems 
9/26/97 Elizabeth Gear, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9126197 F Ronald O'Keefe, Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/26/97 Gary and Cathy Boroso, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/26/97 Jean M Williams Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/26/9" John A Pfeifer Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9i2Ci^7 Josephine T Davis Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/26/97 V L Smith, Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/27/97 Chns Vandenberg Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/28/97 Timothy P Quigley, Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/29/97 Chnstine Schauer, Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/29/97 Paul Wilson, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/29/97 Phyllis G Solomon, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/30/97 Carol Honard, Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concems 
9/30/97 Chris Pteil Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/30/97 John H Evans, Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/30/97 Jos ->ph C Messinger Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
9/30/97 Lauren Oumski Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/1/97 Alicia Hudson Lakewood Ohio Environme ital Concems 
10/1/97 Betsy Roth, Rocky River, Ohio Environmer tai Concems 
10/1/97 Judith E Krueger Avon Lake, Ohio Envircimental Concerns 
10/1/97 Nichole Grant Lakewood Ohio Environmantal Concerns 
10/1/97 Thomas A Kinney Lakewood Ohio Env.ronmental Concems 
10/2/97 Antoinette M Healy Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/2/97 Doug Dixon Lakewood Ohio Enviror.mental Concerns 
10/3/97 Max and Donna Wodzak Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/5/97 Debra K Royce Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/5/97 Fred and Shulah Packard lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/6/97 Julia F McDamel Bay Vil'age Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/6/97 Linda M Ross Lakewocd, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/6/97 Magdalio McGinty Laisewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/6/97 Michelle A Norehad Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/7/97 Don Shepard Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/7/97 James Ryan Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/7/97 Karen D Hruska Dolores C Hruska Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/7/97 Linda P Jackson, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/7/97 Lou Valeti Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/7/97 Todd G Jace Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/8/97 Alex Bubiavy Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
l0/8'97 Amanda Langley Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/8/97 Andy Keaney Lakewocd Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/8/97 Bridget Hamper Lakewooa Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/8/97 Carolyn E Marshall LaKewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/8'97 Chns John Lakewooa Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/8'97 Courtney Peny Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/8/97 D J Tattrie Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
IO/8/S3/ Danielle Wagner Lakewood Ohio Environmen'al Concems 
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E n v i r o n m e n t a l C o m m e n t s (as of Novemt>er 1. 1 9 9 7 ) 

Ohio - continued 
I Document Date Comnnenter Subject of Comment 

10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
1016197 
10/8/97 
10/8,'97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/8/97 
10/9/97 
10/9/97 
10/9/97 
10/9/97 

10/10/97 
10/10/97 
10/10/97 
10/10/97 
10/10/97 
10/10/9/ 
10/10/97 
10/10/97 
10/10/97 
10/11/97 
10/11/97 
10/11/97 
10/11/97 
10/11/97 
10/11/97 
10/11/97 
10/12/97 
10/12/97 

Emily K Fedenci Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Emma Riley, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Enn E Doyle Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Jared Hoile Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Jason Garteld Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Jennifer Knvosh Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Jennifer Rosado Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
John Besenfelder Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Jonathan Madera Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Josh Miller, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Juliet C McGowan Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Kate Alaimo Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Kevin Cramer, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Kevin Moran Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Lina Abraun Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Mary E Munzer Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Matthew J Miller Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Mitze Long Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Molly Barrett Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Nichole Fryberger Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Nora McReynolds Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Richard Baker Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Samantha Cooper Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Sandra L Tirey Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
Sarah Kasper Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Ted Hogan Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Ted Ricci Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
United States Senate M DeWine OH Environmental Concems 
Vicky Brolund Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Warren B Smith Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Will t imore Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Dianne Blackburn Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Edith F Gnandt Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Hunter Farns Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concern 

Lorain City Council OH N A Greer Resolution Opposing Increased Tram Traffic 
Alice Bocchicchio Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
F Matiei Johnson Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Joyce Lilzler Ohio Environmtjr.'al Concerns 
Julie Hill Rocky River Ohio Env 'onmental Concerns 
Lorain Cnty Community Alliance DH E C Blair Resolution 
Mark Hill Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 

Mr & Mrs Patnek Gannon et al Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concern 
Rita George Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Robert E Highland Ohio Environmental Concerns 

C S Hobbs Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
Chris Hobbs Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 

Jonathan T Hill Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concerns 

Joseph J and Eileen M Brady Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Naomi Ball Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Rhonda A Hill Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 

T G Hobbs Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Joan O'Brien Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 

Walter W Schcurdell Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
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Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Ohio ~ continued 

I Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
10/13/97 Ann C McCauley Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/13/97 Carlos Castells-Hogan Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/13/97 Dave Curr Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/13/97 F G Westerman Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/13/97 The Staleys, Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/14/97 Andrew and Diann Manos Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/14/97 Andrew M Manos Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/14/97 Cheryl A Bolas, Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/14/97 Donna D Shumaker Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/14/97 Joanne and Gene Horvath Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/14/97 Maureen and David Bonifas Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/14/97 Moira J Dugan, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/14/97 Ohio Department of Natural Resources K A Baker Notice of State Program 
10/14/97 Thomas M and Kann L Harper Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/15/97 City of Bay Village, Rocky River and Lakewood Ohio S J Fagniili etal 
10/15/97 Craig H Shopneck Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/15/97 Ellen Bumland Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/15/97 Jack Loftus Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/15/97 Joe F 8i Susan C Pefy, Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/15/97 Sonya Ferber Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/15/97 W J Jonas Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/16/97 Chahes C Schueler Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/16197 Cynthia McDonough Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concern 
10/16/97 Herbert E Robeznieks Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/16/97 James A Winterich Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/16/97 Laurie M White, Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/16/97 Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency OH H Maier Resolution 
10/16/97 Sandra Hazners Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/16/97 Timothy McDonough Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/16/97 Valda Robeznieks Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/17/97 A G Boyle Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/17/97 Chiistopher J and Nancy J Deibel Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/17/97 City of Cincinnati OH F D Dupuis Comments on Riverfront Running Track 
10/17,'97 Clay and Diana Kilgore Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/17/97 Craig J McDowell Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/17/97 James K Youngs Willard, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/17/97 Ken and Rose Mary Zvenna Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/17/97 Mr & Mrs Ricnard Morse Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/17/97 Mr & Mrs Rirhard N Rosfeider Jr Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/17/97 Raymond & Edythe Udovich Westlake Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/17/97 Richard T Connelly Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/17/97 Tom and Sharonne Kelley Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/17/97 US DOI Fish and Wildlife Service «. E Kroonemeyer Comments on Four of the Seven Connections 
10/18/97 Clare Van Keuls Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/18/97 Kathanne K Carr Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
10/18/97 Kathleen Calvey. Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/18/97 William C Hale Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/19/97 Bucyrus Historical Society B Anslow Jr , OH Use of Bucyrus Depot Matenal 
10/19/97 David and Alekie Bennhoff Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/19/97 F J Raymond Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/19/97 Harry J ana M Kathleen Hoole Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/19/97 Jack Ahern Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
10/19/97 Lois M Rcdgers Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
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Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Ohio - continued 

I Document Date ~ 
10/19/97' 
10/19/97 
10/19/97 
10/19/97 
10/20/97 
10/20/97 
10/20/97 
10120/97 
10/20/97 
10/20/97 
10/20/97 
10/20/97 
10/20/97 
10/21/97 
10/21/97 
10/21/97 
10/21/97 
10/21/97 
10/21/97 
10/22/97 
10/22/97 
10/22/97 
10/22/97 
10/22/97 
10/22/97 
10/22/97 
10/24/97 
10/24/97 
10/24/97 
10/24/97 
10/24/97 
10/28/97 
10/28/97 
10/28/97 
10/28/97 
10/28/97 
10/29/97 
10/29/97 
10/30/97 

Comttientar Sutiject of Comment 
Margot S Gilbert Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Mary E White. Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concems 
Mr & Mrs Robert A Mmium Bay Village, Ohio Environmental Concems 
Theodore James Thomas Avon Lake, Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Frances E Stucki, Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
Georgia G Engelbert, Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
James E Riley Ohio Environmental Concems 
Kenneth and Allison Kure, Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concems 
Nora Ann Walsh, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Thomas F Gilbert, Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
Toledo Metropolitan Area Council of Gov'ts , OH, D R Dysard Request for Use of Abc 1 donment 
Toledo Metropolitan Area Counal of Gov'ts , OH, W L Knight Protest of Bndge Abandonment 
Wanen W Engel Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
Chnsta F Medvin ."̂ ocky River, Ohio Environmental Concems 
City OfCleveland, CH, Hopkins & Sutter R P vom Eigen Request for Conditions 
Northeast OH Fou' County Regional Planning 81 Dev Organization, OH S Chinn-Levy Conditions 
Ohio Attomey General, etal K O'Bnen Comments Opposing Acquisition 
Philip C Aftojra Kathy Kolesar-Aftoora Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concems 
U S House of Representatives OH L Stokes Letter in Opposition 
Gene E Lamoreaux Greenwich, Ohio Environmental Concems 
Karen Kenner, Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Livia Matt Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency OH, H Maier Agency Consultation 
Rocky River School District D L Allen Environmental Concems 
Stig Lundholm, Rocky River, Ohio Environmental Concems 
USDA Natural Resources Cons Service P DeArman Seven Connections Consultation 
Carole Chew Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
Dawn Beam Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Elizabeth Pim Lakewood, Ohio Environmental Concems 
Julian C McGill, Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concems 
Margaret Cartin, Lakewoc<d Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Andrea Michos, Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concems 
Dorothy Doan, Willard Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Frederick H Bultman Willard Ohio Environmental Concerns 
John Michos Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Ohio Histonc Preservation Office M J Epstein Agency Consultation 
Caroline M Sims Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Chns ana Laura Jacobs Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Elizabeth and William Crosby Lakewood Ohio Enviroi—-»ntal Concems 
David & Leigh De Witt Lakewood Ohio Environmenta jncems 
Gus C Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
L M Vareska Rocky River Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Louise Fiet Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
Northeast Ohio Group of the Sierra Club P F Swenson Position of NEO Siena Club 
Beverly A Marsal, Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concems 
City of Cleveland City Planning Commission OH Agency Consultation 
Susan Young Bay Village Ohio Environmental Concerns 
Your unhappy student Lakewood Ohio Environmental Concerns 

Pennsylvania 

Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
7/1/97 House ot Delegates Annapolis MD PA G C Edwards Competitive Concerns 

16 



Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Pennsylvania - continued 

Document Date Commenter Sutaject of Comment 
7/10/97 Lancaster County Transportation Coordinating Cmte PA R T Bailey Agency^onsultation 
7/22/97 Cambna County Plannmg Commission PA D L Belz Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/24/97 Pennsylvania Department of Transportation E P Osnick No comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/30/97 Cnty of Montgomery PA M Mele R S Buckman J M Hoeffel III Comments 
7/31/97 Beaver County Planning Commission PA, R W Packer. Jr Agency Consultation 
7/31/97 PA Histoncal and Museum Commission K W Can- Agency Consultation 
7/31/97 Port Richmond Community Council Incorporated et al PA . J Kolakowski et al Agency Consultation 
8/6/97 City of Philadelphia PA, A A Pasquanello Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/6/97 PA DOT & Commonwealth of PA J L Oberdorfer Comments on proposed EIS scope 

8/14/97 Borough of Monaca PA, T A Sfoner Comments on proposed EIS scope 
6122197 Beaver County Planning Commission R W Packer Jr Comments on proposed EIS scope 

9/2/97 Bert<s County Planning Commission G R Knoblauch Comments on Supplemental ER 
9/14/97 Chartes M Todaro Emmaus Pennsylvania Tram Parking Problem 
9/23/97 PA Historical and Museum Commission K W Carr Agency Consultation 

10/20/97 City of Philadelphia and Phil Industnal Development Corp G C Schelter Joint Comments 
10/21/97 US Senate, PA, Arten Specter Comments on Ments, Safety and Commuter Rail Service 

Rhode IslanJ 

Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
7/23/^7 State of Rl and Providence Plantations DOT W Zenker Environmental Concerns 

10/21/97 Rhode Island Histoncal Preservation Commission E Sanderson No Effect 

South Carolina 

Document Date Commenter Sut)ject of Comment 
8/8/97 Office of Ocean and Coastal Resources Mgmt SC R D Mikeli Agency Consultation 

Tennessee 

Document Date Cwnmenter Subject of Comment 
7'10/97 Tennessee Historical Commission H L Harper Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/29/97 Johnson Environmental Consulting Group Inc , TN J D Johnson Environmental Concems 
8/4/97 Nashville Area Metro PIng Org TN P Watson Comments on proposed EIS scope 

8/22/97 Tennessee Historical Commission H L Harper Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/28/97 Tennessee Histoncal Commission H L Harper No Effect on Historic Resources 
10/1/97 Tennessee Valley Authonty NEPA Administration Knoxville, H M Draper Agency Consultation 

Vermont 

Document Date Commenter Subject o» Comment 
6/16/97 State of Vemiont, J K Dunleavy Intent to Participate and Comments 

Virginia 

Document Date Commenter Subject of Comment 
6/29/97 West Piedmont Planning Distnct Commission VA R W Dowd Suppon with Concerns 

7/8/97 County of Roanoke VA E C Hodge Comments on proposed EIS scope 
7/10/97 Mount Rogers Planning District Commission VA M 1 Jones Comments 
7/21/97 Virginia Department of Transportation R E Martinez Preliminary Review ot Application 
7/29/97 Virginia Dept of Conservation and Recreation J Davy jr Comments on proposed EIS scope 
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Environmental Comments (as of November 1, 1997) 

Virginia - continued 

I Document Date Commenter Sutiject of Comment 
8/5/97 Central Virginia Planning District Comm , R Youngblood Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/6/97 City of Richmond, VA, D B Kearney Comments on proposed EIS scope 
8/8/97 Virginia Department of Environmental Quality, D Huang Agency Consultation 

8/15/97 Lord Fairfax Planning Distnct Commission, VA, T J Chnstoffel Environmental Comment 
8/15/97 Lord Fairfax Planning District Commission VA, T J Chnstoffel Request for information 
10/9/97 Virginia Department of Transportabon, S Ybarra Letter of Support and Comments 

10/21/97 Warren County Board of Commissioners, VA, J D Halloway Agency Consultation 

West Virginia 

Document Date Commenler Sutaject of Comment 
7/18/97 West Virginia Division of Natural Resources J W Ravi«on Comments on ER 
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SURFACE 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 Consolidated Rail Corporation 

GUIDE TO THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

This Draft En\ironmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) evaluates the potential 
environmental effects that could result from the proposed Acquisition of Conrail Inc. and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) by CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation. Inc. 
(CSX) and Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company (NS). 
The Surface Transportation Board's Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) has prepared 
this document in accordance v\ith the requirements of National Environmental Polic> Act 
(NEPA). as amended (42 U.S.C. 4321). Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
implementing NEPA. the Board's environmental mles (49 CFR Part 1105) and other 
applicable environmental statutes and regulations. 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement includes the following: 

An Executive Summar} which provides an over\ iew and summar> of the Draft EIS 
including and proposed mitigation. 

Volume 1: Chapters 1 through 4 
• Chapter 1 discusses the purpose and need for the project and sets forth the jurisdiction 

ofthe Surface Transportation Board (Board) and reviewing agencies. It also presents the 
parties to the proposed Acquisition. SEA's environmental review process and the agency 
coordination and public participation process. 

• Chapter 2 describes the three railroads' existing network, the proposed Acquisition, 
ahematives considered, and related actions. 

• Chapter 3 contains a description of the analysis methods and potential mitigation 
strategies. 

• Chapter 4 presents s\ siem-̂ vside and regional settings, potential effects ofthe proposed 
action, and measures to mitigate adverse effects, l l also summarizes the No-Action 
altemative and discusses cumulative effects: the relationship between short-term uses of 
the en\ ironment and enhancement of long-term productivity: and irreversible and 
irretrievable commitments of resources. 
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Guide to ttie Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Volume 2 (A through C): Safety Integration Plans 
These volumes (2A through 2C) consist of the Applicants' Safety Integration Plans. Board 
Decision requiring these plans, and U.S. Department of Transportation comments on rail 
safety. 

Volume 3: State Setting, Impacts, and Proposed Mitigation 
• These two volumes (3 A and 3B) consist of a series of sections which discuss the setting, 

impacts, and proposed mitigation by state. The potential impacts of individual segments, 
intermodal facilities, rail yards, new constmctions. abandonments, and other types of 
action are part of this discussion. 

• Volume 3A contains the states Alabama through Missouri. 
• Volume 3B contains the states New Jersey through Washington, D.C. 

Volume 4: Chapter 6 through 8 and References 
• Chapters 6 describes SEA's agency coordination and public outreach efforts including 

the scoping process and document distribution. 
• Chapter 7 presents SEA's preliminary' mitigation recommendations to the Board. 
• Chapter 8 contains a list of document preparers. 

Volume 5: Appendices 
• These three volumes (5A through 5C) contain the methods, extensive tables, and other 

pertinent data by discipline as well as public outreach and agency coordination 
documents and verified statements. 

• Volume 5A contains the technical appendices. 
• V olume 5B contains the public and agency correspondence, public outreach materials, 

and responses from other railroads. 
• Vo' "Tie 5C contains verified statements. rele\ ant Board Decisions. Federal regulations, 

'̂ \ isit summaries, and other pertinent information. 

S: Proposed Abandonments 
11 .̂ volume provides detailed analysis and mitigation of the potential environmental impacts 
associated with the proposed abandonment of line segments and related salvage activities. 

To assist the reader in the review of this document, a Glossar.' and List of Acronyms are 
included in front of each volume. 
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LIST OF ACRONYMS AND ABBREV IATIONS 

ACHP Advisory Council on Historic Preser\'ation 

ADT Average DaiK Traffic 

AQCR(s) .Air Quality Control Region(s) 

BIA Bureau of Indian .-\ffairs 

BMPs Best Management Practices 

• 
BN Burlington Northem & Santa Fe Railroad Company 

CAAA Clean .Air Act and Amendments 

CERCLIS Comprehensive Environmenta' Response. Compensation, and Liability 
Infomiation System 

C FK Code of Federal Regulations 

CN Canadian National 

t 
CO Carbon Monoxide 

COF United Slates Arm\ Corps of Engineers 

• CSX CSX Transportation, Inc. 
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Acronyms and Abbreviations 

CTC Centralized Traffic Control 

CWA Clean \\'ater Act 

CZMA Coastal Zone Management Act 

db Decibel 

dBA Decibels (of sound) A range 

DOT United States Deparuiicnt of Transportation 

EA Environmenteil Assessment 

EPA Environmental Protection .\eencv 

ERNS Emergency Response Notific-'tion System 

FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency 

FHWA Federal Highway Administration 

FIRM Flood Insurance Rate Maps 

FMEA Failure Mode and Effects Analysis 
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Acronyms and Abbreviations 

FRA Federal Railroad Administration 

HC Hydrocarbons (in air) 

IC Illinois Central 

ICC Interstate Commerce Commission (former licensing agency for the 
proposed Acquisition; Acquisition approval authority nou with the 
Surface I ransportation Board) 

ISTEA Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act 

Day-night equivalent sound level 

Maximum sound level during train passby. dBA 

LIRR Long Island Rail Road 

LOS Level of Service 

L I S T Leaking Underground Storage Tank 

MARC Mar% land Rail Commuter 

MNR Metro North Railroad 

MOU Memorandum of Understanding 
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Acronyms and Abbreviations 

MP Mile Post 

MPH Miles per Hour 

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards 

NEC Northeast Corridor 

NEPA National Environmental Policv Act of 1969 

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 

NJT New Jersey Transit 

NO, Nitrogen dioxide 

NOx Nitrogen oxides 

NOAA National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 

NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service 

NPDES National Pollution Discharge Elimination System 

NPL National Priorities List 

NPS National Park Service 
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Acronyms and Abbreviations 

NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service 

NRHP National Register of Historic Places 

NS Norfolk Southem Railway Company 

NWI National Wetlands Inventory 

Ozone 

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration 

OTR Ozone Transpt'tt Region 

Pb Lead 

PDEA Preliminar\ Draft Environmental Assessment 

PM 10 Particulate Matter (under lO microns in diameter) 

PSD Prevention of Significant Deterioration 

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 

RCRIS Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System 

ROW Right-of-Way 
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Acronyms and Abbreviations 

SEA Section of Envirorunental Analysis 

SEPTA Southeast Pennsylvania Transit Authority 

SCS Soil Conservation Se.. ice (currently named Natural Resources 
Conservation Service, Division of United States Department of 
Agriculture) < 

SEL Source sound exposure level at 100 feet, dBA \ 

SHPO State Historic Preservation Officer 

SIP 

SOj 

State Implementation Plan ' 

Sulfiir dioxide . 

SOx Sulfur oxides 

SPL State Priority List 

STATSGO State Soil Geographic Database ' 

STB Surface Transportation Board 

SVVLF State Inventory of Solid Waste Facilities * 

TRAA Terminal Railroad Association of St. Louis \ 
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Acronyms and Abbreviatons 

TSD Treatment. Storage, or Disposal Sites 

TSP Total Suspt̂ ndtd Particulates (particulate matter) 

UP/SP Union Pacific and Southem Pacific Railroad 

USC United States Code 

USDA United States Department of Agriculture 

USFWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

USGS United States Geological Survey 

VISTA VISTA Environmental Information. Inc. 

VOC Volatile organic compoimds 

VRE Virginia Rail Express 
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GLOSSARY 

at-grade roadway crossing The location where a local street or highway crosses 
railroad tracks at the same level or elevation. 

attainment area An area that meets National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards (NAAQS) specified under the Clean Air Act. 

A-weightcd Sound Level 
(dBA) 

The most commonly used measure of noise, expressed in 
"A-weighted" decibels (dBA), is a single-number 
measure of sound severity that accounts for the various 
frequency components in a way that corresponds to 
human hearing. 

; ballast Top surface of rail bed. usually composed of aggregate 
(i.e., small rocks and gravel). 

Best Management Practices 
(BMPs) 

Techniques recognized as vt'A' effective in providing 
environmental protection. 

Board Surface Transportation Board, the licensing agency for 
the proposed Coru-ail Acquisition. 

', borrow material Earthen material used to fill depressions to create a level 
right-of-way. 

• branch line A secondary line of railroad usually handling light 
volumes of traffic. 

bulk train Also known as a imit train, A complete train consisting 
of a single non-breakable commodity (such as coal, 
grain, semi-finished steel, sulfur, potash, or orangejuice) 
with a single point of origin and destination. 

consist The make-up of a train, usually referring to the number 
of cars. 

construction footprint The area at a constmction site subject to both permanent 
and temporary disturbances by equipment and personnel. 

Class I Railroad Railroads that exceed annual gross revenues of $250 
million, in 1991 dollars. The amount is indexed 
annually to reflect inflation. For 1996, the annual gross 
revenue was $255 million. 
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Glossary 

Criteria of Effect 

criteria pollutant 

cultural resource 

Day-Night Sound (Lj.) 

dBA 

decibel (dB) 

deciduous 

The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's 
(ACHP) Criteria of Effect and Adverse Effect (35 CFR 
Pan 800.9) provide the basis for determining potential 
effects on historic nroperties. 

Any of six air emissions (lead, carbon dioxide, sulftir 
dioxide, nitrogen dioxide, ozone and particulate mater) 
regulated under the Clean Air Act. for which areas must 
meet national air quality standards. 

Any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, 
stmcture, or object that warrant? consideration for 
inclusion in the National Regisler of Historic Places 
(NRHP). For the purposes of this document, the term 
applies to any resource more than 50 years of age for 
which SEA gathe.'-ed information to evaluate its 
significance. 

One ofthe most widely accepted measures of cumulative 
noise exposure in residential areas. The Day-Night 
Sound Level (L<j„) is the A-weighted sound level, 
averaged over a 24-hour period, but with levels observed 
during the nighttime hours between 10 p.m. and 7 a.m., 
increased by 10 dBA to accoimt for increased sensitivity 
at night. 

Adjusted deibel level. A sound measurement that 
adjusts noise by filtering out certain frequencies to make 
il analogous to that perceived by the human ear. It 
applies what is known as an "A-weighting" scale to 
acoustical measurements. 

A logarithmic scale that compresses the range of sound 
pressures audible to the human ear over a range from 0 
to 140. where 0 deci'vls represents sound pressure 
corresponding to the threshold of human hearing, and 
140 decibels corresponds to a sound pressure at which 
pain occuri. Soimd pressure levels that people hear are 
measured in decibels, much like distances are measured 
in feet or yards. 

Any plant whose leave.> are shed or fall off during certain 
seasons: usually used in reference to tree types. 
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Glossary 

dray 

emergent species 

endangered species 

failure mode and effects 
analysis (FMEA) 

fill 

flat yard 

Flood Insurance Rate Maps 

floodplain 

frog 

habitat 

A local move of a trailer, tmck. or container. 

An aquatic plant with vegetative growth mostly above 
the water. 

A species of plant or animal that is in danger of 
extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its 
ranĵ e and is protected by state and/or federal laws. 

This analysis is a method of analyzing the causes and 
consequences of potential spills of stored and transported 
hazardous materials. This procedure helps reduce the 
risk of such spills by eliminating known causes. 

The term used by the United States Army Corps of 
Engineers that refers to the placement of suitable 
materials (e.g.. soils, aggregates, concrete stmctures, 
etc.) within water resources under Corps jurisdiction. 

A system of relatively level tracks within defined limits 
for making up trains, storing cars, and other purposes 
which requires a locomotive to move cars (switch cars) 
from one track to another. 

Maps available from the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency that delineate the land surface area 
of 100-year and 500-year flooding events. 

The lowlands adjoining inland and coastal waters and 
relatively flat areas and flood prone areas of offshore 
islands, including, at a minimum, that area inundated by 
a one percent (also known as a 100-year or Zone A 
floodplain) or greater chance of flood in any given year. 

A track stmcture used where two running rails intersect 
that permits wheels and wheel flanges on either rail to 
cross the other rail. 

The place(s) where plant or animal species generally 
occur(s) including specific vegetation types, geologic 
features, and hydrologic features. The continued 
survival of that species depends upon the intrinsic 
resources of the habitat. Wildlife habitats are often 
further defined as plac where species derive sustenance 
(foraging habitat) and reproduce (breeding habitat). 
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Glossary 

haulage right 

hazardous materials 

highway/rail at-grade crossing 

historic property-

hump yard 

interlocking 

intermodal facilit}' 

intermodal train 

The limited right of one railroad to operate trains over 
the designated lines of another railroad. 

Any material that poses a threat to human health and/or 
the environment. Typical hazardous substances are 
toxic, corrosive, ignitable, explosive, or chemically 
reactive. 

The location where a local street or highway crosses 
railroad tracks at the same level or elevation. 

Any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, 
stmcture, or object that warrants consideration for 
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP). The term "eligible for inclusion in the NRHP" 
includes both properties formally determined as such by 
the Secretary of the Interior and all other properties that 
meet NRHP listing criteria. 

A railroad classification yard in which the classification 
of cars is accomplished by pushing them over a summit, 
known as a "hump." beyond which they run by gravity. 

An arrangement of switch, lock, nd signal appliances 
interconnected so that their movements succeed each 
other in a predetermined order, enabling a moving train 
to switch onto adjacent rails. It may be operated 
manually or automatically. 

•A site or hub consisting of tracks, lifting equipment, 
paved areas, and a control point for the transfer 
(receiving, loading, unloading, and dispatching) of 
intermodal trailers and containers between rail and 
highway or rail and marine modes of treinsportation. 

A train consisting or partially consisting of highway 
trailers and containers or marine containers being 
transported for the rail portion of a multimodal 
movement on a time-sensitive schedule: also referred to 
as a piggyback, TOFC (Trailer on Flat Car), COFC 
(Container on Flat Car), and double stacks (for 
containers only). 
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Glossary' 

key routes 

key train 

-"dn 

Level of Ser> ice (LOS) 

lift 

locomotive, road 

locomotive, switching 

As defined by the Association of American Railroaas 
(AAR), a key route is a track that carries an annual 
volume of 10.000 car loads or intermodal tank loads of 
any hazardous material. AAR has developed voluntary-
industry key route maintenance and equipment 
guidelines designed to address safety concems in the rail 
transport of hazardous materials. For analysis purposes. 
SE.A has used the term "major key route" to identify 
routes where the volume of hazardous materials carried 
on a route would double and exceed a volume of20.000 
carloads as a result of the proposed Conrail Acquisition. 

The Association of American Railroads (AAR) defines 
a key train as any train handling five or more carloads of 
poison inhalation hazard (PIH) materials or a 
combination of 20 or more carloads containing 
hazardous materials. Under AAR voluntary industry 
guidelines, railroads impose operating restrictionson key 
trains to ensure safe rail transport of these materials. 
These restrictionsinclude maximum speeds, and meeting 
and passing procedures. 

Nighttime noise level (L^) adjusted to account for the 
perception that a noise level at night is more bothersome 
than the szme noise level would be during the day. 

Level of Service (rating A through F). .A measure ofthe 
ftinctionalityof a highway or intersection that factors in 
vehicle delay, intersection capacity and effects to the 
streetyliighway network. 

A lift is defined as an intermodal trailer or container 
lifted onto or off of a rail car. For calculations, lifts are 
used to determine the number of tmcks using intermodal 
facilities. 

One or more locomotives (or engines) designed to move 
trains between yards or other designated points. 

A locomotive (or engine) used to switch cars in a yard, 
between industries, or in other areas where cars are 
sorted, spotted (placed at a shipper's facility), pulled 
(removed from a shipper'; facility), and moved within a 
local area. 
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Glossary 

main line 

merchandise train 

mitigation 

mobile source 

National Register 

Nation.. * Wetlands Inventory-

noise 

nonattainment 

Non-point source discharge 

palustrine wetland 

passby 

pick up 

precursor 

prime farmland 

point source 

The principle line or lines of a railway. 

A train consisting of single and/or multiple car 
shipments of various commodities. 

Actions to pre\-ent or lessen negative effects. 

A term used in reference to air quality meaning a source 
of air emissions that are not in a fixed location, such as 
a locomotive or automobile. 

A listing of historic places maintained by the S .'cretary 
of the Interior. 

An inventory of wetland types in the United States 
compiled by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

Any undesired soimd or unwanted sound. 

An area that does not meet standards specified under the 
Clean Air Act. 

Pollution not associated with a specific, fixed outfall 
location (e.g.. sewer pipe), such as runoff from a 
constmction site. 

Non-tidal wetland dominated by trees, shmbs or 
persistent emergent vegetation. Includes wetlands 
traditionally classified as marshes, swamps, or bogs. 

The passing of a train past a specific reference point. 

To add one or more cars to a train from an intermediate 
(non-yard) track designated for the storage of cars. 

A term used in reference to air quality, meaning an initial 
ingredient contributing to a subsequent air quality 
pollutant. 

Land defined by the Natural Resource Conservation 
Service (NRCS) as having the best combination of 
physical and chemical characteristicsfor producing food, 
feed, forage, fiber, and oilseed crops. 

A distinct stationary source of air or water pollution such 
as a factory or sewer nipes. 
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Glossary 

rail spur A track that diverges from a main line, also known as a 
spur track or rail siding, which typically serves one or 
more industries. 

rail yard A location where rail cars are switched and stored. 

railbanking A set-aside of abandoned rail corridor for recreational 
and/or transportation uses, including reuse for rail. 

receptor/receiver A land use or facility where sensitivity to noise or 
vibration is considered. 

• 

right-of-way The strip of land for which an entity (e.g.. a railroad) has 
a property right to build, operate, and maintain a linear 
stmcture, such as a road, railroad or pipeline. 

riparian Relating to. living, or located on. or having access to. the 
bank of a natural water course, sometimes also a lake or 
tidewater. 

riprap A loose pile or layer of broken stones erected in water or 
on soft ground as a guard against erosion. 

: 
riverine wetland All wetlands and deepwater habitats contained within a 

channel, either naturally or artificially created. 

route miles Distance calculated along a railroad's main and branch 
lines. 

> 
ruderal An introduced plant community dominated by weed 

species, typically adapted to disturbed areas. 

scrub-shrub Areas dominated by w oody \ egetation less than 6 meters 
(20 feet) tall, which includes shmbs and young trees. 

set out To remove one or more cars from a train at an 
intermediate (non-yard) location such as a siding, 
interchange track, spur track, or other track designated 
for the storage of cars. 

Section 106 Refers to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended through 
1992 (16 U.S.C. 470). Section 106 requires a Federal 
agency head perfomiing a Federal undertaking to take 
into account the undertaking's effects on historic 
properties. 
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Glossary 

sound 

Sound Exposure Level (SEL) 

take or taking 

threatened 

trackage rights 

turnout 

unit tram 

water resources 

A physical disturbance in a medium (e.g., air) that is 
capable of being detected by the human ear. 

A quantitative measure of the noise exposure produced 
by a given noise event. The sound exposure level (SEL) 
is equivalent in magnitude to a reference signal with a 
duration of one second. The SEL accounts for both the 
magnitude and duration of the noise event and can be 
used to calculate the contribution of specific events to 
the overall noise environment. The SEL is 
representative of the total sound energy produced by the 
event at an observation point; it indicates the constant 
sound level with one second duration that corresponds to 
the same total sound energy as the given event. 

Refers to a removal of property , em acquisition of right-
of-way, or a loss and/or degradation of species* habitat. 

A species that is likely to become an endangered species 
within the foreseeable fiiture throughout all or part of its 
range, and is protected by state and/or federal law. 

The right or combination of rights of one railroad to 
operate over the designated trackage of another railroad 
including, in some cases, the right to operate trains over 
the designated trackage: the right to interchange with all 
carriers at all junctions: the right to build connections or 
additional tracks in order to access other shippers or 
carriers. 

A track arrangement consisting of a switch and frog with 
connecting and operating parts, extending from the point 
of the switch to the frog, which enables engines and cars 
to pass from one track to another. 

A train consisting of cars carrying a single commodity, 
e.g., a coal train (see also bulk train). 

An all inclusive term that refers to many types of 
permanent and seasonally wet/dry surface water features 
including springs, creeps, streams, rivers, ponds, lakes, 
wetlands, canals, harbors, bays, sloughs, mudflats, and 
sewage-treatment and industrial waste ponds. 
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Glossary 

wetland 

w> e track 

As defined by 40 CFR Part 230.3. wetlands are "those 
arccis that are inimdatedor saturated by surface or ground 
water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, 
and under normal circumstancesdo support, a prevalence 
of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil 
conditions." Wetlands generally include swamps, 
marshes, bogs, and similar areas. 

A principal track and tw o connecting tracks arranged like 
the letter"Y" on which locomotives, cars and trains may 
be tumed. 

vard truck Any tmck that has delivery- into a rail yard. 
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APPENDIX P 
Verified Statements - From Application 

As part of their application, the CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSX), Norfolk 
Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company (NS), and Conrail Inc. and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA). To 
support the results of their analysis, the Applicants included studies by rail authorities, 
economists, professors, and other experts. These Venfied Statements provide the basis for 
conclusions that CSX, NS, and Conrail reached in the EA. These statements can be found as part 
of the Application: 

CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSX), 
Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company (NS) 

Control and Operating Leases/Agreements 
Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) 
Railroad Control Application 
Finance Docket No. 33388 

Following is a list of the Verified Statements whose conclusions SEA considered in its 
independent analysis to reach preliminary determinations regarding the potential envirorunental 
effects of the proposed Acquisition. 
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Appendix P: Verified Sfafemenfs - From Application 

Verified Statement of John W. Orrison 

Verified StPiement of D. Michael Mohan 

Verified Statement of Paul N. Austin 

Verified Statement of Barry Harris 

Verified Statement of John Williams 

Verified Statement of Patrick J. Krick 

Verified Statement of Thomas M. Corsi 

Verified Statement of L.I. (Ike) Prillaman 

Verified Statement of Thomas L. Kinkbiner 

Venfied Statement of John W. Fox 

Verified Statement of Donald W. Scale 

Verified Statement of Charles Wilkins 

Verified Statement of David Alan Cox 

Verified Statement of Joseph P. Kalt 

Verified Statement of Darius W. Gaskins, Jr. 

Verified Statement of William M. Hart 

Verified Statement of Howard A. Rosen 

Verified Statement of Joseph G. B. Bryan 

Verified Statement of John Q. Anderson 

Verified Statement of Robert L. Sansom 

Venfied Statement of Raymond L. Sharp 

Verified Statement of Dale R. Hawk 

Verified Statement of Christopher P. Jenkins 
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APPENDIX Q 
Inconsistent and Responsive Applications 

The proposed Acquisition constitutes a major transaction within the meaning of Board mles at 
49 CFR 1180. Therefore. Parties of Record (POR) may seek conditions to or request that the 
Board reject the Pnmary Application by filing inconsistent or responsive (IR) applications. IR 
applications cover any requested relief that requires an application to be filed with the Board, 
including trackage nghts. purchases, constmctions, abandonmei'ts and inclusion in the Pnmary 
Application. (See 49 CFR 1180.3(h).) Because the proposed Acquisition is a major transaction, 
the Board's deliberations and decision are also subject to environmental review under NEPA. 
The requirements for review- are set forth in the Council on Environmental Quality regulations 
at 40 CFR 15C0. 

In its Decision No. 6, the Board required thai PORs intending to fi e IR applications submit 
descnptions of those applications by August 22, 1997. 45 days before the October 21. 1997, IR 
application due date. Thirty-two railroads, including three commuter rail organizations: 
10 govemment agencies, one employee union, and seven businesses filed summaries for a total 
of 50 potential IRs. Seventeen of those entities also fi'<^d petitions for waiver or clarification m 
connection with their applications on the same date. Tnirty-five indicated an mtention to request 
some form of trackage nghts over one or more rail line segments. 

hi order to meet its obligations under NEPA. the Board also required that IR applicants file, by 
October 1, 1997, either: (1) a venfied statement stating that tlie IR relief being sought would 
have no significant environmental effect, or (2) a responsive environmental report (RER) 
containing detailed environmental information regarding the IR's potential effects. According 
to 49 CFR 1105,6(c)(2), any IR relief that would not result in significant changes in railroad 
operations requires only a venfied statement to that effect. On the other hand, IR applicants must 
file an RER ifthe requested relief when added to any increase in railroad operations proposed 
by the Pnmary .Application, would increase rail activities along a rail line segment or at a rail 
yard by levels that would meet or exceed the Board's thresholds for analysis set forth m 
49 CFR 1105.7(e)(4) and (5). An RER must address the environmental issues included in 
49 CFR 1105.7(e). 

Twenty-nine railroads, three govemment agencies, one United States Congressman and three 
businesses filed either venfied statements or RERs. The Board received 33 verified statements 
and four RERs. SEA reviewed all of these documents for completeness and confirmed the 
underlying analyses by determining whether the requested relief would make the affected rail line 
segment or rail yard exceed the Board's thresholds. In a few cases SE.A conferred with PORs to 
ensure their analyses w ere valid. 
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Appendix Q: Inconsistent and Responsive Applications 

Three of the RERs received by the Board either did not meet the Board's regulatory criteria or 
were unnecessary because the POR did not file an IR application by the October 21 deadline. 
The fourth RER, which was filed by Canadian National, focuses on constmction projects that 
are contingent on the receipt of requested trackage rights and are the subject of a Notice of 
Exemption filed October 21st. The Allied Rail Unions filed a response that did not qualify as 
either a verified statement or an RER and, therefore, will not be directly addressed in this Draft 
EIS. In addition. Congressman Dennis Kucinich, who represents Ohio's 10th Congressional 
District, filed an RER conceming proposed increased rail traffic in the Cleveland area that the 
Board determined to be comments. 

Fourteen IR apolications were filed by PORs and accepted for consideration by the Board in its 
Decision No. 54, issued on November 20, 1997. The remaining 23 PORs that filed 
environmental documents but did not file IR applications submitted comments or requests for 
conditions, or did not file anything on October 21st. The majority of the conditions being sought 
by these PORs go to the merits of the proposed Acquisition, and therefore, will not be addressed 
in this Draft EIS. Comments or conditions that involve passenger service or environmental 
matters are discussed in Chapter 4 or under individual state sections in Chapter 5, respectively. 

SEA considered 17 verified statements which cover 15 IR applications acceptable pursuant to 
the Board's requirements. (One IR application was filed jointly by the State of New York and 
the New York City Economic Development Corporation who had each filed Verified Statements. 
The Canadian National applicants filed both a Venfied Statement and a RER.) These verified 
statements are published in this Appendix. SEA determined that none of the ER applications 
would have significant environmental effects if they were approved by the Board as conditions 
to the proposed Acquisition. Furthennore, because of their limited potential impacts, none of 
the conditions sought in IR applications are considered as altematives to the proposed 
Acquisition. 

Table 2-18 in Chapter 2 of this EIS identifies the IR applications the Board received and the 
corresponding environmental documents (either verified statements or RERs) that were filed. 
It also describes whether the requested relief would have environmental effects when combined 
with the effects of the proposed Acquisition. The verified statements in this Appendix provide 
additional information regarding the F? applications that were filed. 
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BDRV-4 

DOCUMENT -ii 

BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub No. 72) 

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 

JOINT VERIFIED STATEMENT 
OF NO SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

ON BEHALF OF 
THE KELVIDERE & DELAWARE RTVER RAILWAY 

AND THE 
BLACK RTVER & WESTERN RAILROAD 

In accordance with the provisions of Decision No. 6 served May 30,1997, the Belvidere 

& Delaware River Railvray ("BDRV") and the Black River «& Westem Railroad ("BRW") submit 

the attached Verified Statement of Kean Burenga demonstrating that the anticipated responsive 

j^plications of BDRV and BRW will have no significant environmental impact. 

Respectftilly submitted. 

BELVIDERE & DELAWARE RTVER RAILWAY 
BLACK RJ-VER & WESTERN RAILROAD 

Peter A. Greeue 
David H. Baker 
Thompson Hine & Flory LLP 
1920 N Street, N.W., Suite 800 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Dated: October 1, 1997 Its Attorneys 



BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub No. 72) 

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 

VERIFIED STATEMENT 
OF 

KEAN BURENGA 

1. My name is Kean Burenga and my business address is P.O. Box 22, Ringoes, 

New Jersey 08551. 

2. I am President of the Belvidere & Delaware River Railwray ('BDRV") and Vice 

President and General Manager of the Black River & Westem Railroad ("BRW"). 

3. I am ftilly authorized to submit this Verified Statement on behalf of both BDRV 

and BRW. 

4. BDRV and BRW are separately owned but commonly managed shortline 

railroads operating in New Jersey. 



5. BDRV operates 16 miles of track between a coimection with Consolidated Rail 

Corporation ("CR") at Phillipsburg, New Jersey and Milford, New Jersey. BDRV serves four 

customers that transport pulp, paper, lumber and aggregates. 

6. BRW operates 17 miles of track between the CR connection at Three Bridges, 

New Jersey and Lambertville, New Jersey. BRW serves four customers that transport plastics, 

lumber and aggregates. 

7. BDRV and BRW have previously advised the Surface Transportation Board 

("STB") that they intend to file responsive applications requesting that the STB impose specific 

conditions on the proposed acquisition of CR by CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") and 

Norfolk Southem Railway Company ("NS") in order to protect BDRV and BRW irom adverse 

impacts ofthe acquisition. 

8. The specific operating conditions to be requested by BDRV and BRW are: 

a. removal of the restriction on the Canadian Pacific Railway's ("CP") 

Delaŵ are and Hudson Railway CD&H") that prevents interchange 

between D&H and BDRV at Phillipsburg and between D&H and BRW at 

Three Bridges, respectively, where D&H operates over CR on trackage 

rights. 

b. grant of trackage rights to BDRV over the NS between the BDRV 

coimection at Phillipsburg, New Jersey with the line to be acquired by NS 

and Manviile, New Jersey, where the lines of NS and CSXT connect, or 

some other operationally feasible point at which the lines of NS and CSXT 

cormect. 
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c grant of trackage rights to BRW over the NS between the BRW 

connection at Three Bridges, New Jersey wdth the line to be acquired by 

NS and Manviile, New Jersey, where the lines of NS and CSXT connect, 

or some other operationally feasible point at which the lines of NS and 

CSXT connect. 

d. grant of trackage rights to BDRV and BRW over the NS on the line to be 

acquired by NS between the BDRV-NS connection at Phillipsburg, Ncw 

Jersey and the BRW-NS connection at Three Bridges, New Jersey. 

9. The responsive applications to be filed by BDRV and BRW will clearly satisfy 

the exempuon criteria of 49 C.F.R. § 1105.6(cX2). 

10. The conditions requested in the applications will involve no corstmction or 

abandonment. 

11. The conditions requested in the applications will not cause any diversion from rail 

to motor carri^e. They will simply allow BDRV and BRW to compete on a more equal basis 

with competitive shortlines who like BDRV and BRW have heretofore had only a single 

trunkline connection but under the operating plan submitted by applicants wiH have access to 

multiple trunkline connections. It is anticipated that this will simply allow BDRV and BRW to 

maintain moderate growth in traffic levels. 

12. The conditions requested in the application will not affect a Class I or non

attaiimient area under the Clean Air Act and will not result in any ofthe following: (a) an 

increase in rail traffic of at least 100%; (b) an increase in at least eight trains per day on any 

segment of rail affected; (c) an increase in rail yard activity of at least 100%. Nor will they result 
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in any increase in tmck traffic. They will simply allow BDRV and BRW to compete on an equal 

basis with compcv itive shortlines wlio, like BDRV and BRW, have heretofore had only a single 

tnmkline connection but under the operating plan submitted by applicants will have access to 

multiple trunkline connections. It is anticipated that this will simply allow BDRV^d BRW to 

maintain moderate growth in traffic levels. 



VERIFICATION 

I , Kean Burenga, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is tme and correct. 
Further, I certiftr that I am qualified and authorized to file>this Verified Statement. Executed on 
September , 1997. 

Kean Buren 

(G:\PAGVBELVIDERE\BURENGA VS wpd) 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

1 hereby certify that, a copy of the foregoing Joint Verified Statement of No Significant 
Environmental Impact on Behalf of the Belvidere & Delaware River Railway and The Black 
River & Westem Raiboad (BDRV-4) and Verified Statement of Kean Burenga (BDRV-5) were 
served on all parties of record identified in Decision No. 21, via first class mail, postage prepaid 
on this 1" day of October, 1997. 

Peter A. Greene 



SONNENSCHEIN NATH & ROSENT 

CHICAGO 

UOS ANGELES 

NEW YORK 

SAN FRANCISCO 

ST. LOUIS 

1301 K STREET N.W 

SUITE 600, EAST TOWER 

WASHINGTON. DC 20005 

October 1. 1997 

Hon. Vemon A. Williams, SecretaitENTRAL ADMINISTRATI 
Surface Transportation Board REC'D' Al^T 

12)400.6400 
,MCSIMILE 
I2)40a.6399 

, )IRECT UNE 

'408-6351 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-Nos. 81-84). CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control 
and Le«.se - Conrail 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

On behalf of CanacUan National Railway Company ("CN*) and Grand Trunk Westem 
Railroad Incorporated ("GIW") , enclosed are the agned original acd 25 copies of their 
Re^nsive Environmental Report and Verified Statement of No Environmental Impact (CN-
11). For your convenience, a 3.5-iiich floppy diskette in WordPerfect 5.1 is enclosed. 

Kindly stamp tbe enclosed additional copy of this letter at the time of filing and return 
it to our messenger. 

Sincerely yours. 

L. John Osbom 
Enclosures 
cc: Director David M. Konschnik 

Admiiustrative Law Judge Leventhal 
Counsel for all known parties 



BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BO 

Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-Nos. 81 

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

AND OPERATING LEASES/AGREEMENTS - CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOUDATED 
RAIL CORPORATION - TRANSFER OF RAILROAD LINE BY NORFOLK SOUTHERN 

RAILWAY COMPANY TO CSX TRANSPORTATION. INC. 

CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAY COMPANY'S 
RESPONSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT AND 

'VERIFIED STATEMENT OF NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

Jean Pierre Ouellet 
Chief Legal Officer and Corporate 
Secretary 
Canadian National Railway Company 
935 de La Gauchetiere Street West 
16tii Floor 
Montreal, Quebec 
H3B 2M9 
(514) 399-2100 

L. John Osbom 
Douglas E. Rosentiial 
Elizabetti A. Ferrell 
Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal 
1301 K Street, N.W. 
Suite 600 East 
Wadiington, D.C. 20005 
(202) 408-6351 

Attorneys for: 
CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAY COMPANY 

GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RAILROAD INCORPORATED 

Dated: October 1, 1997 



BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-Nos. 81-84) 

^ TRANSPORTATION. INC.. NORFOLK SOUTHERN 
CORPORATION AND NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY - ^ N S 

p ' ^ ? ^ ^ I ? i S ! f ^ ^ ^ ^ ° ^ ' ™ ^ ^ - ONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDA-ra5 
RAIL CORPORATION - TRANSFER OP RAILROAD UNE BY NORFOLK S O T O ^ 

RAILWAY COMPANY TO CSX TRANSPORTATION. INC. 

CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAY COMPANY'S 
RESPONSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT AND 

VERIFIED STATEMENT OF NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

Pursuant to Decision No. 6 in tiiis proceeding, served May 30. 1997. and tiie Surface 

Transportation Board's Environmental Regulations, 49 CFJl. 1105.7, Canadian National 

RaUway Company ("CN") and Grand Trunk Westem Railroad Incorporated ("GTW")1 hereby 

submit tiieir Responsive Environmental Report ("RER") and Verified Statement of No 

Environmental Impact in connection witii tfie reUef CN cunentiy intends to seek tiirough a 

responsive appUcation and related exemption noticeŝ petitions to be filed on October 21. 

1997, in response to tiie primary appUcation filed in tins proceeding by CSX. NS and 

^ Except where tiie context indicates otherwise. CN as used herein will embrace CNs 
wholly-owned subsidiary Grand Tmnk Corporation ("GTC") and its subsidiary GTW. 
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ConraU. This submission consists of tbe foUowing introductory statement and the 

accompanying Verified Statement of Douglas N. Wilson. 

On August 22, 1997. CN filed its Comments and Description of Anticipated 

Responsive AppUcations (CN-8). which noted that CN had negotiated a settiement with CSX 

(a definitive agreement for which is stiU being developed), and furtiier noted tiiat CN would 

be seeking certain Unuted reUef on October 21. Also on August 22, 1997. Cfi filed its 

Petition for Waiva or Clarification of RaUroad Consolidation Procedures (CN-9), which 

sought waivers in connection with tbe responsive appUcations CN anticipated filing. In 

Decision No. 30, served September 11, 1997, tbe Board granted CNs petition, including its 

request for confirmation that the responave application CN anticipated filing would be minor 

in scope under tiie agency's ConsoUdation Procedures. 

As described in CN-8 and in Decision No. 30, CN contemplates the filing on October 

21 of a re^n^ve appUcation seeking certain trackage rights (Sub-No. 81) and related 

appUcations, petitions for exemption or notices of exemption seeking authority to construct 

certain connecting tracks at Detroit (Sub-Nos. 82 and 83) and Chicago (Sub-No. 84). The 

foUowing is a brief summary of tbe anticipated trackage rights requests and related 

constmction: 

2 
Unless the context indicates otherwise, "CSX" wiU embrace both CSX Corporation and 

CSX Transportation, Inc., "NS" wiU embrace both Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk 
Southem Railway Company, and "ConrairwUl embrace botii ConraU Inc. and ConsoUdated 
Rail Corporation. 



ftfllTDit Area 

Trackage rights over the existing ConraU Une from CP Vinewood in 
Detroit to Stanley Yard in Toledo, a distance of approximately 61 mUes. 
including the right to enter and exit such track at all connecting points. 

To implement tbe requested trackage rights between CP Vinewood and 
Stanley Yard, CN proposes to constmct connections at two locations 
within this transportation corridor. (1) between tiie ConraU line and tbe 
CNGT Shoreline Subdivision at a point just south of ConraU's Rouge 
Yard (reaUy restoration of a previously existing connection), and (2) 
between tiie ConraU line and the CNGT ShoreUne Subdivision at FN 
Tower near lYenton, MI, to permit access to/firom tiie CNGTs Flat 
Rock Yard. 

Trackage rights over the existing ConraU northbound main line between 
approximately MP 16:S and MP 18.0 at Trenton, ML a distance of 
approximately IS miles, for the purpose of serving Detroit Edison's 
Trenton Channel power plant 

To implemem tbe requested trackage rights at Ttenton, CN proposes to 
constract a connection between the ConraU nortiibound main line and 
tiie CNGT Shoreline Subdivision at Trenton. 

Chicago Area 
Trackage rights (1) from Soutii Bend, IN (MP 436.9) on tiie existing 
ConraU Chicago main line, tfience to the diverging (ConraU Ivanhoe 
Branch (MP 482.0/240.7) and to Gibson Yard. Chii;ago (MP 259.5). a 
distance of qiproximately 54 mUes. or. in the altemative. (2) from 
station point Hays, IN (MP 9.2) on tiie ConraU Kankakee Line (where 
tiie CNGT line crosses ConraU) northward to Gibson Yard (MP 3.8). a 
distance of iq>proximately 5.4 mUes. 

To implement the requested trackage rights altemative via Hays. CN 
would propose to constmct a connection at Hays, IN between the CNGT 
east-west main Une and die ConraU north-south main Une. 

Buffalft Area 

Trackage rights over the existing ConraU lines from CP "H" to CP 
"Draw." a distance of about 9 mUes. 



As discussed in tiie accompanying Verified Statement of DougUis N. WUson, none of 

tiie trackage rights to be requested by CN would, if granted, resuU in changes in canier 

operations tiiat would exceed tiie tittesholds established in 49 CFR. 1105.7(e) (4) or (5). 

Thus, CNs responave appUcation seeking trackage rights meets the exemption criteria of 49 

CPJl. 1105.6(cK2), and no RER is required in connection witi:; such appUcation. This 

conclusion is based, in part, upon a view tiiat a d:ift of existing raU traffic among generaUy 

paraUel tracks in an establidied and heavUy used tranportation corridor at Detroit would not 

constitute an "increase in raU traffic" on "any segment of raU line" witiun tiie meaning of 

section 1105.7(eX5), and could not have any significant environmental impact 

Mr. Wilson's verged statement also includes an RER for the proposed constmction of 

certain connecting tracks related to the track;>ge rights sought Detroit and Chicago. He 

demonstrates that the proposed coimections are limited in scope, and that the constmction wiU 

be entirely on existing raUroad property. Thus, constraction of the proposed connections wiU 

have no significant impact on the environment -

In its August 22 comments subnutted as part of C:N-8. CN stated tiiat it intends to 

propose the creation of a beneficial "paired track" arrangement at Detroit &om MUwaukee 

Jct on the north side of Detroit to FN Tower on tiie soutii. As discussed by Mr. Wilson, CN 

has detennined that it wiU not ask the Board to formaUy impose such a paired track 

arrangement as a condition to the ConraU acquisition, since this type of arrangement 

ultimately wiU be most ei'ectively implemented if it is achieved through voluntary 

negotiations, which wiU be fostered ' a grant of tiie trackage rights CN seeks. Thus, 

there is no need at this time to study the environmental effects of a fuUy implemented paired 



track arrangement (tbe effects would be favorable, but potentiaUy would include the 

constraction of an additional connection or connections within the Detroit transportation 

corridor, the specifics of which cannot be determined without further negotiations among 

CSX, NS and CN). However, CN does commit tiiat if its Detroit area trackage rights request 

is granted (tiie fuU Vinewood-StiuUey Yard request, or at least tiie Vinewood-FN portion). CN 

wiU grant recqirocal trackage rights to CSX and NS between Vinewood and FN, so tiiat the 

e '̂iency of raU operations tiirough Detroit can be enhanced for the benefit of aU concemed 

parties. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Jean Pierre Ouellet 
C3uef Legal Officer and Corporate 
Secretary 
Cjtnadian National RaUway Company 
935 de La Gaucb̂ itiere Street West 
16th Floor 
Montreal, Quebec 
H3B 2M9 
(514) 399-2100 

L. John Osbom 
Douglas E. Rosenthal 
EUzabetii A. FecreU 
Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal 
1301 K Street, N.W. 
Suite 600 East 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
(202) 408-6351 

Attorneys for: 
CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAY COMPANY 

GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RAILROAD INCORPORATED 

Dated: October 1, 1997 



BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-Nos. 81-84) 

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 - TRANSFER OF RAILROAD LINE BY NORFOLK SOUTHERN 

RAILWAY COMPANY TO CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

VERIFIED STATEMENT OF DOUGLAS N. WILSON 
AND 

RESPONSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT 

My name is Douglas N. Wilson. I am Manager Special Projects of Canadian National 

RaUway Company ("CN")̂  My buaness address is 277 Froni Street West Suite 801, 

Toronto, Ontario, M5V-2X7. 

I am submitting this statement in order to address the environmental effects that would 

result from favorable Surface Transportation Board action on CNs anticipated appUcation 

seeking trackage rights in response to the primary appUcation and on certain related CN 

requests for authority to constract and operate connecting tracks. As I wiU demonstrate, none 

of CNs requests would have a significant effect on the environment I first wiU show that tiie 

proposed trackage rights will not result in changes tiiat wiU exceed tiie Board's environmental 

thresholds, anJ tiierefore will have no significant environmental impact I then will present a 

Except where tiie context indicates oUierwise, CN as used herein generaUy will embrace 
CN's whoUy-owned subsidiary Grand Trunk Corporation ("GTC") and its subsidiary Grand 
Trunk Westem Raih-oad Incorporated ("GTW"). I generally will refer to track owned by GTW 
as "CNGT" Unes. 



Responsive Environmental Report ("RER") for tiie modest constmction projects CN proposes 

to undertake in tiie event its trackage rights requests are granted. The RER shows that 

constmction of tiie proposed connections wiU have no significant environmental effects. 

A. Statement of No Significant Rnvimnttiijntfll Itnnnf* Fnr Pmnnsi»d Trapl«nn> Piyhtt 

In Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-No. 81), CN wUl seek trackage rights over existing 

ClonraU lines in tiie vicinity of Detroit Chicago and Buffalo. The requested trackage rights are 

minor in scope. The justification for and pubUc benefits of these trackage rights wiU be 

described more fuUy on October 21. For present purposes. I describe below tiie general nature 

of each request, and tiie reasons why each request wiU have no significant environmental 

impact 

Detroit Area 

CN WiU seek trackage rights over tiie existing ConraU Une from CP Vinewood in 

Detroit to Stanley Yard in Toledo, a distance of jq)proximately 61 mUes, including the right to 

enter and exit such track at aU connecting points. CN also wUl seek trackage rights between 

CP Vinewood and FN Tower near Trenton. MI. a distance of approximatily 12.8 mUes. The 

Vinewood-Stanley Yard request fuUy encompasses tiie Vinewood-FN request The separate 

Vinewood-FN request focuses on merger-related congestion in tiie Detroit area, and would 

need to be addressed only if tiie Board were not persuaded to grant the fuU CN trackage 

rights request from Vinewood to Stanley Yard. (As discussed in tiie accompanying RER, CN 

would constmct certain connecting tracks in order to utilize tiiese hackage rig its.) 

A.tachment 1 to my statement is a map showing the principal rail lines in the Detroit 

area. On tiiis map, tiie Conrail line over which CN seeks trackage rights is shown from tiie 



nortii end of tiie area to a point jua soutii of FN Tower, from which tiie ConraU line tiien 

extends soutii through Monroe, MI to Toledo. Attachment 2 to my statement is a map 

showing the principal rati lines in tiie Toledo area. On this map, the ConraU line over which 

CN seeks trackage rights is shown entering Toledo from the north, passing through Alexis 

and Airline Junction, crossing the Maumee River, and extending on to Stanley Yard. 

The trackage rights Cti seeks are a necessary response to the primary appUcation. and 

wiU provide a number of important benefits. First the trackage rights are needed to ensure 

that Cti wiU have efficient connections at Toledo with botii CSX and No. given the 

substantial changes in tenninal operations planned at Toledo as a result of their proposed 

acquiation of ConraU. Second, tiie requested trackage rights wiU enable CN to avoid 

increased congestion at Detroit tiiat wiU result from the proposed acquiation of ConraU ~ 

particularly congestion from Ecorse Junction to DeUay, including tiie NS-owned drawbridge 

across the River Rouge. FinaUy. a grant of tiie requested trackage rights would constitute an 

important first step toward implementation of a "paired track" arrangement at Detroit from 

MUwaukt V Jct on the north to FN Tower on the south. 

CN wiU not ask the Board to formaUy impose a paired track arrangement as a 

condition to the ConraU acquiation, since this type of arrangement ititimately wiU be most 

effectively implemented if it is achieved tiirough voluntary negotiations. However, CN does 

commit that if its trackage rights requea is granted (tiie fuU Vinewood-Stanley Yard requea, 

or at least the Vinewood-FN portion), CN wiU grant reciprocal trackage rights to CSX and 

NS between Vinewood and FN, so that the efficiency of rail operations through Detroit can 

be enhanced for the benefit of all concerned parties. 



I hereby certify tiial a grant of trackage rights to CN over tiie existing ConraU Une 

between Vinewood and Stimley Yard, or between Vinewood and FN Tower. wUl not rcaiU in 

changes in operations tiiat would exceed tiie Board's environmental tiiresbolds estiibUshed in 

49 CPU. 1105.7(e) (4) or (5). SpecificaUy, as to enogy consumption, I certify tiiat tiie 

requested trackage rights wUl not cause diversions from raU to motor carriage of more tiian 

(A) 1,000 raU carloads a year, or (B) an average of 50 raU carioads per mUe per year for any 

part of tiie affected Unes. I furtiier certify tiiat as to air quaUty, tiie requested trackage rights 

wUl not (even if tiie involved Unes are located in nonattainment areas) result in cither (A) an 

increase in raU traffic of at least 50 percent (measured in gross ton miles annuaUy) or an 

increase of at least three ttmns a day on any segment of raU Une, (B) an increase in raU yard 

activity of at least 20 percent (measured by carload activity), or (C) an aveiage increase in 

oaMc of more tiian \0 percent of tiie average daUy traffic or 50 vehicles a day on a given 

road segment 

My conclusion is based in part on tiie nature and location of tiie mvolved tracks, 

particularly tiiose between Vinewood and FN Tower. The existing ConraU and CNGT Unes 

between Vinewood and FN Tower ran closely paraUel to each otiier, and form a major raU 

tt^nsportation corridor. This corridor generaUy consists of five main line tracks, two of which 

are owned by ConraU and tiiree of which are owned by CNGT (its double-track ShoreUne 

Subdivision and single-track River Subdivision).̂  Between ConraU's Rouge Yard and FN 

Tower, the Conrail double track line lies on the inside of this corridor, and is bordered by 

2 
Between V,>st Detroit on tiie nortii and a point near ConraU's Rouge Yard on the 

soutii, tiie CNGT ShoreUne Subdivision consists of trackage rights over an NS-owned line, 
including the drawbridge across the River Rouge. 



CNGTs ShoreUne Subdivision on tiie west and by CNGTs River Subdivision on the east For 

a good part of the distance along this corridor, the ConraU and CNGT Unes are separated by 

jua pole Unes drainage ditches and raU maintenance access roads, and the raU lines are within 

aone's throw of each other. 

South of FN Tower, CNGTs Shoreline Subdivision runs generaUy paraUel to the 

ConraU Une, both of which enter Toledo from tiie nortii. From FN Tower. (J^GTs former 

DT&I line runs southwesterly to Flat Rock, ML and then to a point of connection at Diann 

with tiie Ann Arbor Railroad, over which CN hokls trackage rights to operate to Toledo. The 

Ann Arbor line connects with tiie ConraU Une at Alexis, OH, jua nortii of Toledo. generaUy 

paraUel to and wea of the ConraU Une. 

It is my judgment that a shift of traffic among the paraUel tracks witiiin this 

established. heavUy used Detroit raU corridor would not constitute an "increase in raU traffic" 

on "any segment of raU line" witiun flie meaning of section 1105.7(e)(5), and could not have 

any significant environmental impact In my view, the clear intent of the regulation is to 

identify increases in raU traffic at a particular location that would be likely to have a 

significant effect on air quaUty. A shift of traffic from one track to another within the same 

corridor does not constitute an increase in traffic at a particular location and. given the 

proximity of the tracks, could not have a si.Tnificant efiect on air quaUty. Indeed, if the 

proposed trackage rights were to have any environmental effects at aU, they presumably 

would be favorable because the proposal would result in reduced delays and dweU time for 

locomotives operating through the corridor, and a shift of some traffic from the two outside 

tracks (CNGT) to the two inside tracks (Conrail), which are further from adjoining residential 



neighborhoods (where tiiey exist). Thus. I conclude tiiat, at leaa as to tiie Vinewood-FN 

segment tiie environmental tiiresholds do not apply. WhUe tiie distance between CtTs UT&l 

Une and tiie FN-Stanley Yard segment of ConraU's Une is not so short as to make tiiem pan 

of tiie aune corridor, I demonstiate below tiiat tiie environmental tiiresholds would not be 

exceeded for that segment 

CN currentiy holds certain restricted, non-pennanent trackage rights to operate over tiie 

ConraU Une from CP Vinewood to Stanley Yard. Under tiiese trackage rights, CN currentiy 

operates one train in each direction on a daUy basis. If CN's request for pennanent 

unrestricted trackage rights between CP Vinewood and Stanley Yanl were granted, CN would 

reroute certain existing trains in order to make efficient use of tiie trackage rights. The 

reaUting changes in traffic levels can bea be discussed by separately considering die 

foUowing segments of ConraU Une (train pairs are treated as a separate train in each 

direction): 

Ale?̂ i5 - StanlftV Ynrfl: CN would add approximately 2.0 trains per day on tiiis 

segment, botii of which would enter/leave flie Une at Alexis on movements via 

Flat Rock. An existing CNGT train operates aU tiie way from Vinewood to 

Stanley Yard, and anotiier exiaing CNGT train enters/exias via Alexis to reach 

Stanley Yard. This segment currentiy handles approximately 12 trains per day, 

and is projected by primary appUcants io handle approximately 15 trains per 

day, so tiie addition of 2.0 trains per day by CN clearly wUl have no significant 

environmental effects. 



• PN - Alexis: As noted above. CN currentiy operates two tt^s per day over 

this segment which move to/from Stanley Yard. This ConraU segment 

currentiy handles î proximately 16 trains per day. and is projected by primary 

appUcants to handle approximately 19 trains per day. The rights requested 

would not lead to the imminent addition of any more trains to this segment 

• Vinewood - FN: As discussed above, this segment of ConraU's Une is p̂  t of a 

busy raU transportation corridor consisting of paraUel ConraU and CN 

operations. According to tiie prunary î pUcants. ConraU currentiy operates 12-

13 trains per day over this segment, and the primary appUcants project that this 

wiU increasi; to 15-16 trains per day.̂  CN, with a grant of pennanent and 

unrestricted trackage rights, would reroute 10 trains per day from its adjacent 

tracks to this ConraU line segment, moa of which would enter or exit the 

segment at FN. thereby relieving tiie congested NS River Rouge track by equal 

measure. As noted earUer. it is my judgment that a shift of traffic from CNGT 

tracks to paraUel ConraU tracks within this busy corridor can have no 

significant environmental impact, and is not the type of change in traffic 

denaty that is intended to trigger the Board's r ironmental thresholds. 

CN also seeks trackage rights over the existing ConraU northbound main line between 

approximately MP 16.5 and MP 18.0 at Trenton, MI. a distance of approximately 1.5 mUes, 

for the purpose of serving Detroit Edison's Trenton Channel power plant which is located 

within the Detroit Shared Assets Area. A grant of such trackage rights would enable CSX, in 

^ These estimates are believed to exclude 8-12 CP trains. 
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conjunction with CN. to provide balanced competition to NS for tius traffic. A grant of such 

trackage rights would have no significant effect on the environment This proposal would not 

result in an increase in the number of trains, but merely a rerouting of those trains over 

generaUy parallel lines (3 trains each way per week). 

ChicflgQ Area 

CN wUl seek trackage rights (1) from Soutii Bend. IN (MP 436.9) on the existing 

ConraU Chicago main Une, thence to tiie diverging ConraU Ivanhoe Branch (MP 482.0/240.7) 

and to Gibson Yard, Chicago (MP 259J). a distance of qyproximately 54 miles, or, in tiie 

altemative, (2) from stiition point Hays, IN (MP 9.2) on tiie ConraU Kankakee Line (where 

the CNGT Une c osses ConraU) northward to Gibson Yard (MP 3.8), a distance of 

qiproximately 5.4 miles. In each instance, the trackage rights would be over ConraU lines to 

be acquired by NS. (As discussed in the accompanying RER, if the trackage rights were 

granted from Hays, CN would constract a connecting track at that point between the-CN and 

ConraU lines.) 

Gibson Yard is operated by the Indiana Harbor Belt RaUway ("IHB"), and serves as 

central point for interchanging pre-blocked auto traffic between eastem and westem carriers. 

CN today reaches Gibson Yard via an altemate route, but that route wiU be impaired by 

congestion resulting bom the proposed acquisition of ConraU by CSX and NS. The requested 

tiackage rights, each of which involves ConraU lines to be acquired by NS, are needed to 

preserve an efficient access by CN to IHB's Gibson Yard. 

CN currentiy opctrates one train per day of fmished vehicles to Gibson Yard. (There is 

no reverse train movement instead, the power is simply deadheaded to IHB's Blue Island 
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Yard.) Upon a grant of the requested trackage rights, this one train per day would be routed 

to Gibson Yard either over the ConraU Une from South Bend or the ConraU line from Hays. 

The requested trackage rights would have no significant environmental impact 

regardless of whether the rights were granted from South Bend or from Hays. The ConraU 

line between South Bend and Gibson Yard is part of a high density main line that currentiy 

handles î proximately 90 trains per day, ro the addition of one train per day obviously would 

have no environmental impact Tbe ConraU Kankakee Une between Hays and Gibson Yard 

currentiy handles an average of î proximately 6.8 trains per day, so the addition of one train 

would faU weU short of the Board's environmental thre^olds. 

Birffalo Area 

CN wiU seek trackage rights over the existing ConraU lines from CP "H" to CP 

"Draw," a distance of about 9 mUes. T oday CN connects with NS at Buffalo via overhead 

trackage rights tiiat NS holds over the ConraU line extending generaUy from Black Rock, at 

Intemational Bridge, to NS' Tiffi Yard near CP "E>raw." Traffic between CN and NS currentiy 

is interchanged on the Canadian ade of International Bridge at Fort Erie and at Robbins (a 

siding jua west of Fort Erie). CN also has the right to run to Buffalo Junction Yard and Tifft 

Yard for direct interchange with NS, but this right derives from a tri-party agreement 

whereby, for operating convenience, CN has the abUity to utilize the trackage rights NS holds 

over ConraU. Given the reaUgnment of ConraU assets being proposed, and in order to ensure 

preservation of the direct CN-NS interchange at Buffalo in the future, CN wiU seek trackage 

rights in its own name over this ConraU Une (which wUl be acquired by CSX). 



The lequeaed trackage rights wUl reailt in no increase or decrease in traffic over any 

Une segment Traffic being interchanged between CN and NS already is bemg handled by NS 

over tiie involved ConraU Une. From an operating aandpoint tiie only effect of tiie proposed 

trackage rights wUl be tiiat tiie aune traffic might be handle by CN over tiie same ConraU Une 

for interchange witii NS at Buffalo Junction Yard and/or Tiffi Yard. 

RCSWnSiYfi Environmental Report For Pmposed rnn«t»^^||f^n 

The foUowing infonnation is provided in compUancc witii Decision No. 6: 

(1) Execiirivft .sitrnmnry 

In order to implemem tiackage rights to be requeaed tiuough its responsive 

appUcation. CN proposes to conaract certain connecting tracks in tiie DettoU and Chicago 

areas, as foUows: 

(SulhNff. m Pfftroit AnaÂ inewood-PN Tn.rir̂ p̂  p,Yf,̂ ^ T>̂ „̂ 

connecting ttacks to provide acceas between tiie ConraU Northbound and 

Soutiibound Main Lines and CNGTs ShoreUne Subdivision, as shown on 

Attachments 1 and 3. aU witiun tiie DetroU Shared Aa»ts Area. Two 

connections would be buUt at approximately MP 46.0 of tiie ShoreUne 

Subdivision, jua soutii of Dearoad/Cooledge Highway and ConraU's Rouge 

Yard. Two connections would be buUt at approximately MP 37.0 of tiie 

ShoreUne Subdivision, jua north of FN Tower. 

(Sub-No. m Pctroit Area/Trenton rhanni>̂  f>̂ u,̂ ^ pi^^^one short 

connecting track at Trenton, MI, to provide access between tiie ConraU 
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Nortiibound Main Line and CNGTs Shoreline Subdivision, as shown on 

Attachment 4. This connection, together with the related trackage rights over 

approximately 13 mUes of ConraU's line. wiU provide balanced raU 

competition for movements to Detroit Edison's Tienton Channel power plant 

which is located within the Detroit Shared Assets Area. 

(Sub-Np. 84); Chicagp Area/Hays Cgnnection for Accws to Gibson Yard -

One short connecting track at Hays, where the CNGT eaa-wea main line 

crosses the ConraU north-south Kankakee Line, in the City of Highland. IN 

(Lake County), as shown on Attachment 5. This connection is needed to 

implement one of CNs two altemative trackage rights requests to provide 

access to IHB's Gibson Yard, on the southeaa side of Chicago. 

AU of the proposed coimections would be constmcted within existing railroad rights-of-way or 

on adjacent railroad-owned land. The connections at Detroit would be buUt within an existing, 

heavUy used raU transportation corridor. The connection in the Chicago area would be buUt in 

an undeveloped area. As to each of the connections, the proposed constraction would have no 

agnificant effect on the environment 

(2) Purpose and Need for Agencv Action 

The constraction and operation of an extension to a railroad line requires Board 

approval under 49 U.S.C. 10901, unless the Board grants an exemption pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 

10502. The constmction of connecting tracks between the lines of different railroads, 

particularly for tiie purpose of implementing trackage rights, generaUy is regarded as 

constmction witiiin tiie scope of section 10901. Under 49 C.F.R 1150.36, the Board has 
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adopted a class exemption for the constraction and operation of connecting tracks within 

existing raU rights-of-way, or on land owned by connecting railroads, but the class exemption 

does not eliminate the need for environmental reporting. 

(3) Description of Responsive Applications and Related Operations 

As discussed elsewhere in this statement CN intends to seek certain trackage riights in 

response tiie proposed acquisition of ConraU by CSX and NS. In order to implement the 

proposed trackage rights in the Detroit and Chicago areas. CN intends to constraa and 

operate over certain coimecting tracks. 

The Vinewood-FN Connecting Tracks would be used to implement CNs requea for 

trackage rights between Vinewood and Stanley Yaid, and more qiecificaUy tiiat portion of the 

tt^kage rights between Vinewood and FN Tower. There is an existing connection between 

the ConraU Une and tiie CNGT Shoreline Subdivision at Vinewood, which would be used in 

conjunction with these ttackage rights. CN proposes to reconstract the former connection at 

ConraU's Rouge Yaio, and proposes the consttuction of new connecting tracks jua north of 

FN Tower. This latter connection wiU permit the movement of CN trains between the ConraU 

line and the portion of CNGTs River Subdivision that extends to Flat Rock. 

The Trenton Channel Connecting Track wiU be used in conjunction witii requested 

trackage rights to estabUsh a CSX-CN route for the movement of coal to Detroit Edison's 

Trenton Cham.el power plant in competition with the direct NS route that wiU exist after the 

proposed acquisition of ConraU. 

The Hays Connecting Track wUl be need ' to implement tiie second of CN's 

altemative requests for trackage rights to preserve efficient access to Gibson Yard. The 
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connection would enable trains moving weabound on CNs main Une to tum north on 

ConraU's Kankakee Line. 

(4) De.scriPtiQn of Affected F.nvirnnm<.nf 

(a) Vinewood-FN Connecting Trarlcs 

The site is located within an existing raU transportation corridor in the Detroit area. 

Two connections would be buUt at qiproximately MP 46.0 of the ShoreUne Subdivision, jua 

soutii of DearoadA3ooledge Highway and ConraU's Rouge Yard. Two connections would be 

buUt at qiproximately MP 37.0 of tiie ShoreUne Subdivision, jua nortii of FN Tower 

Each of these proposed connecting tt^ks wiU be buUt on land that is currentiy 

railroad-owned and utilized for railroad operations; therefore, zoning for the site currentiy 

accommodates raUroad uses. None of the cotnecting tracks wiU cross any pubUc roads. There 

are no existing stmctures on the site. Since the constraction wiU take place on railroad 

property in the mida of an existing, heavUy used transportation corridor, the constraction is 

highly unUkely to have any impact on vegetation, wUdlife, or histt>rical or culttiral resources. 

(b) Trenton Channel Connecting Trartr 

The site is located within an existing raU transportation corridor in the Detroit area at 

Trenton, MI, between tiie ConraU Nortiibound Main Line and CNGTs ShoreUne Subdivision, 

and adjacent to Dettoit Edison's Trenton Channel power plant The power plant itself Ues to 

tiie east of tiie rati corridor, adjacent to tiie Trenton Channel of tiie Dettoit River. The dumper 

for tiie power plant to which CN seeks access, lies within tiie rail corridor between ConraU's 

Northbound and Soutiibound Main Lines. A conveyor takes coal from tiie dumper across tiiree 

parallel railroad ttacks to the power plant. 
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The proposed connecting track wiU be buUt on land that is currentiy railroad-owned 

and utilized for railroad operations; therefore, zoning for the site currentiy accommodates 

railroad uses. Tbe connecting track wiU not cross any pubUc roads. There are no existing 

stractures on the site. Since the constraction wiU take place on railroad property in the nuda 

of an existing, heavUy used transportation corridor, the constraction is highly unUkely to have 

any impact on vegetation. wUdlife. or hiaorical or cultural resources, 

(c) Havs Connecting Track 

The site is southeast of Chicago in the City of Highland. IN (Lake County), at the 

crossing of tilie CNGT eaa-wea main line and the Ck>nraU north-south Kankakee Line, about 

1.400 feet wea of Kennedy Avenue. The proposed connecting track would be buUt in the 

northeaa quadrant of this crossing. At one time there was a coimecting track in the southeaa 

quadrant but it was removed some years ago. A creek runs in a generaUy north-south 

direction and is carried by large culvert under the both ConraU and CNGT Unes in the 

vicinity of the crossing. However, the proposed connection wiU not need to cross this creek. 

There is residential development along Kennedy Avenue, but the site of the proposed 

connection is undeveloped railroad-owned property, and tiierefore the zoning for the site 

should accommodates railroad uses. The vegetation on tiie ate is not unique, and tiie potential 

for wUdlife is limited. There are no stractures on the site. Given the proximity of the site to 

existing, active raU lines, the proposed constraction is unlikely to have any effect on hiaorical 

or cultural resources. 
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(5) Description of Alternatives 

(a) Vinewood-FN Cnnnacting Tracks 

No build altematives were identified to implement tiie proposed CN trackage rights. 

(CN has identified certain additional constraction that might be undertaken to fuUy implement 

a paired track arrangement at Dettoit but iuK, imposition of such an arrangement is not within 

the scope of the requested action, and the location for any such additional connecting tracks 

can bea be identified though negotiations among the railroads participating voluntarily in 

such a paired track arrangement) 

Under the no-action alternative, CN would not have access to the ConraU line through 

Dettoit and would not be able to avoid the increased congestion that wiU result frcmi the 

proposed acquisition of Cok̂ raU. None of the potential environmental effects associated with 

the proposed constmction would occur, but any such potential effects are minimal. At the 

same time, the benefits of more efficient raU operations at Detroit would not be achieved, and 

any beneficial effects of moving trains away firom residential areas and reducing locomotive 

delays and dweU times would be forfeited. 

(b) Trenton Channp.l Connecting Track 

No buUd altematives were identified to implement the proposed CN trackage rights. 

Under the no-action altemative, CN would not have access to the ConraU Northbound 

Main Line, and therefore could not in conjunction with CSX, provide service for coal 

movements to the dumper of Dettoit Edison's Trenton Channel power plant in competition 

with the direct NS route. None of the potential environmental effects a.ssociated with the 

IS 



proposed constraction would occur, but any such potential effects are minimal. At the same 

time, tiie benefits of competitive raU service to this power plant would not be achieved. 

(C) Havs Connecting Traric 

No buUd altematives were identified to implement the proposed CN trackage rights 

from Hays. However, CN wiU requea altemative trackage rights, over tiie ConraU Une from 

Soutii Bend, which could be implemented witiiout new constraction. Given tiie volume of 

ttaffic currentiy moving over tiic ConraU Une fixim Soutii Bend, tiie addition of one CN ttain 

per day to tius Une would have no environmental impact However, U is possible ttutt NS, tiie 

prospective owner of tiie ConraU line from Soutii Bend, would prefer tiiat any new CN access 

to Gibson Yard be via tiie lower density Kankakee Line firom Hays, for which a connection is 

needed. 

(6) Analvsis of Potential Environmental Imparts 

For tiie reasons discussed elsewhere in this report the consttuction of tiie proposed 

connecting tracks has only a minimal potential for site specific environmentid impact, and wiU 

have no overaU agnificant environmental unpact In each insttmce, tiie proposed constmction 

involves short connecting tracks to be buUt on existing raUroad property. In tiie Dettoit area, 

tiie constmction would tiike pUice witiun an existing, heavUy used raU transportation corridor. 

In tiie Chicago area, tiie constraction would take place on undeveloped land adjacent to 

existing raU lines. 

(7) Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed constmction of each of these connections would result in minimal or no 

impact to land uses, water resources, biological resources, air quaUty, noise, culttiral 
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resources, ttansportation, and safety. In consideration of these minimal impacts and as a 

matter of sound consttuction practices, CN proposes to undertake tiie foUowing mitigation 

measures: 

Land Use 

Adjacent properties disturbed during constmction activities wUl be reaored to pre-

consttuction conditions. Heavy equipment wUl not be permitted on sensitive resources 

surrounding tiie constraction area. Should diaurbance to sensitive resources be unavoidable, 

Bea Management Practices wiU be employed to minimiTy impact to those resources. 

Water Resnurcfts 

Erosion and sedimenuition conttol measures wiU be employed during constraction 

activities to minimize impact on water resources near the consttuction activities. Erosion wiU 

also be minimized by disttirbing tiie smaUea area possible at tiie ate and by revegetating any 

disturbed areas immediately foUowing constraction activities. Any culverts in the area wUl be 

kept clear of debris to avoid flooding, in accordance witii federal, sttite and local regulations. 

Necessary permits wiU be obtained if constraction activities require tiie alteration of or woA 

in wetlands, ponds, lakes or streams or if tiiese activities cause soU or otLw materials to effect 

the water resources. 

Biological Re.sonrcfts 

The regrowth of vegetation in diaurbed areas wiU be encouraged tiuough stabUization 

of disturbed soUs and reseeding. Should environmental altering-activities occur, foUow-up 

agency consultation witii tiie appropriate state DNR and tiie United States Fish and WUdlife 

Service wUl be conducted. 
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Air Oualitv 

AU appUcable federal, state and local regulations regarding tiie conttol of fiigitive dua 

wUl be foUowed as weU as using conttol metiiods such as water spraying. 

Noise 

Temporary noise from consttuction equipment wUl be conttoUed tiuough tiie use of 

work hour conttols and maintenance of muffler systems on machinery. 

Hiaoric and Ciilhiral Rftsoiimi.s 

In tiie event tiuit potentiaUy significant resources are discovered during tfie course of 

tiie project, tiie appropriale State Hiaoric Preservation Office wUI be notified and procedures 

recommended by tiie SHPO wUl be implemented. This may include halting conaraction until 

tiie significance of tiie site can be evaluated and tiie impact to tiie significant valvs of tiie 

site can be nutigated or reduced. 

Transportation and .SafaTy 

AU roads distiubed during conaraction activities wUl be reaored according tt) aate or 

local regulations. Signs and banicades wUl be utiUzed, as necesauy, to conttol ttaffic 

diaiiptions during consttuction activities. AU hazardous materials generated during 

consttuction activities wUl be ttansported in accordance witii tiie U.S. Department of 

Transportation Hazardous Materials Regulations (47 CFJl. Parts 171-174 and 177-179). If 

any hazardous materials are encountered during constraction activities, tiie appropriate 

response and remediation measures wiU be implemented. 
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VERIFICATrQî  

I. Douglas N. Wilson, verify under penalty of peduiy that I h«« 

«atemeat «id tiie same is ttuc «id conect to ti« best of my knowledge «id 

verify tiiat I am qualified and Mitiiorized lo provide tiiis statement 

Executed this let date of October. 1997. 

Doî asN.Wilsoti 

Subscribed and sworn to before me by Douglas N. Wilson 

tiiisJatday oliCkA^^ 1997. 

Notary Public 

My commisMorĵ îres; "^^f . ^ 
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Certificate of Servirft 

The undersigned hereby certifies tiiat on tius l a day of Octtiber, 1997, he served a 

tine copy of tiie foregoing on counsel for aU known parties by fira-class maU, posuige 

prepaid. He furtiier certifies tiiat, in compUance witii 49 C J J l . 1105.7(b), copies were served 

on the following: 

U.S. National Park Service U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1849 C Stteet, N.W. Region 5 
Washington, D.C. 20240 77 Wea Jackson Boulevard 

Chicago, nUnois 60604 
U.S. SoU Conservation Service 
Independence Ave. at 12tii & 14tii Sts., State Qearinghouse 
N.W. State Budget Agency | 
Washingttin, D.C. 20241 212 State House 

Indianapolis, IN 46204 
Mayor 
City of Highland Environmental Protection Agency 
3333 Ridge Road Department of Environmental Management 
Highland, IN 46322 P.O. Box 6015 

100 ti. Senate Avenue 
Lake County Board of Commissioners IndianapoUs, IN 46206-6015 ' 
Crown Point Govemment Center 

IndianapoUs, IN 46206-6015 ' 

2293 N. Main Street Manager, Federal Project Review 
Crown Point, IN 46307 Southeaa Michigan CouncU of « 

Govemments 
U.S. Army Engineer Division, North 660 PUiza Drive, Suite 1900 
Centtal Dettoit, Ml 48226 
111 N. Canal Stteet 
Chicago, nUnois 60606-7206 

Department of Natural Resources 
U.S. Amiy Engineer District, Dettoit Box 300028 
P.O. Box 1027 Lansing, MI 48909 i 
Detroit. MI 48231-1027 

NOAA 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Geodetic Survey, N/NGS12 
Region 3 1315 East-Wea Highw ay 
One Federal Drive Stiver Spring, Maryland 20910-3282 
Federal Building 
Fort Snelling, MN 55511 



Indiana Departtnent of Tlransportation 
Railroad Division 
100 Nortii Senate Avenue 
Suite N901 
IndianapoUs, IN 46204-2219 

Michigan Department of Transportation 
Freight Services & Safety Division 
P.O. Box 30050 
425 Wea Ottawa 
Lansing, MI 48909 



OPPENHEIMER WOLFF & DONNELLY 

1020 Nineteenth Street N.W. 
Suite 400 
Washington, D.C. 20036-6105 

(202) 293-6300 
FAX (202) 293-6200 

Direct Dial. 202-496-4906 

VIA HAND DELIVERY 

Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 
Sur&ce Transportation Board 
1925 K Stt-eet, N.W., Room 700 
Washington, DC. 20423-0001 

CENTRAL ADWimjSTRMlVE UN 
REC'D: 
DOCUMEN 

October 1. 1997 

fo" 
Re: Finance Docket No. 3338S, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportiition, Inc^ 

Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway Company — 
Control and Operating Leases/Agreements — ConraO Inc and Consolidated 
RaU Corporation — Transfer of RaUroad Line by Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company to CSX Transportation, Inc. 

Dear Secretary Williams . 

Enclosed you will find the original and 25 copies of the Verified Statement of M W. (jmbb, 
Jr. (RJC-5), regarding environmental matters in connection with the anticipated Responsive 
Application of R.J Corman Parties. Also enclosed is a 3.5 inch diskette containing the filing in 
WordPerfect 5.1. 

Please stamp the extta copy of the forgoing and retum it with our messenger. 

RespectfiiUy submitted. 

Kevin M. Sheys 

Enclosures 

cc: All Parties Referenced in Certificate of Service 

—EFITERED 
OffiM of th* S«cratary 

OCT -1 wr 
Partof 
Put*: Record 

[1] P*"** 

•WDC. 18118 «01 SOMT 



VERIFIED STATEMENT OF 
M.W. GRUBB. JR. 

1 am M.W ("Pat") Gmbb, Jr., President of R.J. Corman RaUroad CompanyAVeaem Ohio 

Line ("RJCW"). I am submitting this Verified Statement to explain why an Environmental Report 

is not required in connection with RJCW's anticipated Responsive Application in STB Finance 

Docket No. 33388 RJCW seeks acquisition of ownership oC or trackage rights on, an 

approximately 2.3 route mUe segment of ConraU raU line (the "Subject Line") wh?ch would not 

resuh in any appreciable increase in raUroad traffic. As is explained below, if RJCW's Responsive 

Application and the Primary /^plication are granted, the environmental thresholds established in 

49 C.F.R. § 1105.8 wUl not be exceeded, and there wUl be no significant environmental impact. 

RJCW operates 51.5 mUes of line between Lima and Glenmore, Ohio pursuant to a 

modified certificate ofpublic convenience and necessity. Presentiy, RJCW interchanges with 

Conrail near the eaaem end of the Lima-Glenmore line and with NorfoUc Southem RaUway 

Company ("NSR") and CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") in a yard owned by British 

Petroleum ("BP Yard"), about two mUes eaa ofthe Lima-Glenmore line. ConraU performs an 

intermediate switch of tiie RJCW traffic to or from NSR and CSXT. 

RJCW believes that contt-ol of ConraU by CSXT and NSR, the division of ConraU's assets 

and the associated operating changes will adversely impact shippers served by RJCW on the 

Lima-Glenmore line Therefore, RJCW seeks, as a condition to Board approval ofthe Primary 

Application, to acquire ownership of, or trackage rights on, ConraU's Une of raih-oad between 

approximately milepost 54.4 and approximately milepoa 52.1 in Lima, Ohio. Under the proposed 

acquisition RJCW will use the existing ConraU trackage and wUl serve in the same capacity as 



Conrail at the point of the interchange of traffic to CSXT. There wiU be no resultant increase in 

traffic flow. 

The acquisition wUl not cause the diversion of any raU carloads per year or per mUe per 

year to motor carriers. The proposed transaction might increase traffic, but the traffic increase is 

unlikely to exceed 1,000 carioads per year and therefore wiU not result in (A) an appreciable 

percentage increase in the aimual gross ton mUes or an appreciable increase in the average number 

of trains per day on any segment of raU line, (B) an increase in raU yard activity or (C) an increase 

in tmck traffic on any road segment. Accordingly, there wUl be no significant impact on the 

environment, and submission of an ervironmental report is not required. 



STATE OF KENTUCKY 

VERIFICATION 

) 

) K 

COUNTY. OF JESSAMINE ) 

MW. Gfubb, Jr.. bdng duly sworn, deposed and says that be has read the foregoing 

Verified Statement, tiut be knows the contoits tiwreof; and that the fictual statemenu contained 

therein are true and coirea to the bea of his knowledge, information and belief 

Subscribed and sworn to 
before mĵ by MW. Gmbb, Jr. 
thiStf^^day of September, 1997. 

Notary Signature 

M.W. Grubb, Jr. 

•WDC-. itoa*«oi mm 

TOTflL P.04 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this la day of October, 1997, a copy ofthe forgoing Verified 

Statement of M. W. Grubb, Jr. (RJC-S) was served by fira class maU, postage prepaid, upon 

Administrative Law Judge Jacob Leventhal, aU Parties of Record on the Service Lia and aU 

parties required to be served with environmental documentation pursuam to 49 C.F.R. 

§ 1105.7(b). 

KeviTM Sheys 

•WDC: 18161 «01 tOOm 



CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: ip^Kf 

joM'Tf-i.lf.^J'ff 
BSFOL 

StJTPACB TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC NoSbii*^ 
SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND NO:*POLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY CoJ^Y 

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

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 62) 

ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY 
-- PURCHASE AND TRACKAGE RIGHTS 

CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

VERIFIED STATEMENT OF 
NO SISNIFICAHT mvIRONMKMTAr. Ttrem̂ y 

Ronald A. Lane 
Myles L. Tobin 

I l l i n o i s Central Railroad Conmany 
455 North Cityfront Plaza Drive 
Chicago, IL 60611-5504 
(312) 755-7621 

William C. Sippel 
Thomas l ^ Litwiler 
Thomas Healey 
Oppenhfe 'er Wolff & Donnelly 
Two Prudt l a l Plaza, 45th Floor 
180 North w «it8on Avenue 
Chicago, 111., .iois 60601 
(312) 616-1800 

ATTORNEYS FOR ILLINOIS CBHTSAL 
RAILROAD COMPANY 

Dated: September 30, 1997 



BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC., NORPvu 
SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COvS. 

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

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 62) 

ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY 
-- PURCHASE AND TRACKAGE RIGHTS 

CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 68) 

CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 
-- DIVESTITURE OF OWNERSHIP 

INDIANA HARBOR BELT RAILROAD COMPANY 

VERIFIED STATEMENT OF 
NO SIGNIFICANT ENVTHOmfinwmT. Tin.»^ 

I am Thomas J. Healey, an attomey for the I l l i n o i s 

Central Railroad Company (-IC«). After consulting with ray 

client, I ara submitting this Verified Statement to explain why an 

Environmental Report i s not required in connection with iC's 

anticipated Responsive Application in Finance Docket No. 33388 

(Sub-No. 62). i c seeks: i) conveyance of CSX Transportation, 

inc. (-CSXT-) trackage extending between Leewood and Aulon in 

Memphis, Tennessee; and 2) overhead trackage rights over CSXT's 

lin** of railroad extending between Odin, I l l i n o i s and Cincinnati, 

Ohio, including the reconstruction of a connection at Odin, 

interchange rights to a l l other carriers in the Cincinnati area 

(and in particular Norfolk Southem Railway Company), and access 



via reciprocal switching to a l l industries in the Cincinnati 

area. As i s explained below, i f iC's Responsive Application and 

the Primary Application are granted, the environmental thresholds 

established in 49 C.F.R. s 1105.6 will not be exceeded and there 

wi l l be no significant environmental impact. 

IC i s a Class I common carrier by r a i l which operates 

approximately 2600 route miles of r a i l line in six midwestem and 

south central states. i c i s a wholly owned subsidiary of IC 

Corp., a non-carrier holding con?>any. Through CCP Holdings, 

inc., another wholly-owned subsidiary, i c Corp. also controls the 

Chicago, central & Pacific Railroad Company, a Class I I r a i l 

carrier which operates approximately 700 miles of r a i l line in 

I l l i n o i s and Iowa, and the Cedar River Railroad Coinpany, a class 

I I I r a i l carrier operating approximately lOO miles of r a i l line 

in Iowa and Minnesota. 

I C S anticipated filing pursuant to 49 C.F.R. 

§ 1180.4(d)(4) would net cause any foreseeable increase in 

traffic. CSXT-s tracks between Leewood and Aulon form a portion 

of I C S main line between Chicago and New Orleans. i c currently 

operates trains over these tracks pursuant to trackage rights. 

Approval of I C S acquisition of CSXT's Leewood-Aulon track 

pursuant to a Responsive Application would result in a transfer 

of dispatching and maintenance over this track to IC, and would 

change the nature of i C s legal right to operate over the track 

from trackage rights to ownership. ic does not foresee any 

change in the levels of either trains or traffic i.esulting frora 

such a transfer of ownership. 



Similarly, i c s trackage rights between Odin, Ill i n o i s 

and Cincinnati should not result in an increase in train 

operations over this CSXT line exceeding the thresholds 

established in 49 C.F.R. § 1105.7(e)(5). IC does not reasonably 

foresee more than two or four trains per day (one or two in each 

direction) operating between these points. In i t s Operating 

Plan, CSXT projects that subsequent to approval of the 

Application, its train densities on this line will decrease. 

dropping as many as six trains per day in the Cincinnati area.^ 

See CSX/NS-20, Vol. 3A, p. 436. Further west of Cincinnati, 

toward East St. Louis, CSXT projects a decrease of more than 

three trains a day from this line. rg. Thus, even i f I C s 

operations add a highest-case scenario of four trains a day to 

this line, the overall effect on the line will be (at most) an 

increase of less than one train per day, below the environmental 

thresholds established at 49 C.F.R. § 1105.6(c)(2). 

I t is thus not reasonably foreseeable that the 

environmental thresholds established in 49 C.F.R. § 1105.7 will 

be exceeded for either of these transactions. The conditions 

sought by IC are not expected to cause the diversion of any r a i l 

traffic from any of the involved r a i l lines to motor carriers. 

The proposed transactions are not expected to result in: (a) a 

qualifying increase in r a i l traffic on any segment of r a i l line; 

(b) an qualifying increase in r a i l yard activity; or (c) an 

The East St. Louis to Cincinnati r a i l line does not coniprise 
any portion of CSXT's eleven projected "Service Routes," as 
more fully described in CSX/NS-20 beginning at page 107. The 
line does form a portion of CSXT's Intennodal Network (see 
page 140 of CSX/NS 20). 



increase in truck traffic on any road segment. Accordingly, 

there will be no significant impact on the environment, and 

submission of an environmental report is not required. 



VERIFICATION 

State of Il l i n o i s 

County of Cook 
) SS. 
) 

Thomas J. Healey, being duly swom, deposes smd says 

that he i s an attomey for Ill i n o i s Central Railroad Con^iany, 

that he has read the foregoing statement and knows the facts 

asserted therein, and that the same are tme as stated to the 

best of his knowledge, information and belief. 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to 
before me this 3o'̂  day 
of September, 1997, 

Notary Public 

My Coramission expires: 

Thomas J . Hea 

OFFICIAL SEAL 
LAWRENCE M CORRIDON; 
NOTARY PUBUC. STATE OF ILLINOIS 
MY COMMISSION EXPIHES:04/11/01 



CERTIFICXTB OF SERVICK 

I hereby certify that on this 30th day of September. 

1997, a copy of the foregoing Verified Statement of Ho 

Significant Environmental laipact (IC-4) was served by f i r s t class 

mail, postage prepaid, upon: 

Dennis G. Lyons, Esq. 
Amold & Porter 
555 12th Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20004-1202 

Richard A. Allen, Esq. 
Zuckert, Scoutt i- Rasenberger, L.L.P. 
888 Seventeenth Street, N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20006-:t939 

Paul A. Cunningham, Esq. 
Harkins Cunningham 
1300 Nineteenth Street, N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20036 

Hon. Jacob Leventhal 
Administrative Law Judge 
Federal Energy Regulatory Coimnission 
888 First Street, N.E., Suite l l F 
Washington, DC 20426 

and upon a l l parties of record appearing on the Surface 

Transportation Board's official service l i s t in this proceeding, 

served August 19, 1997. 

Thomas J. HealMey 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

IORY-3 

CENTRAL ApMINISTRATlVE UNIT BEFOI<E THE 
REC'D: ^^M^'rt' , SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

STB FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 

INDIANA & omo RAILWAY COMPANY 
-TRACKAGE RIGHTS-

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

ENVIRONMENTAL VERIFIED STATEMENT 

Indiana & Obio Railway Compaiî  ("lORY^, pursuant to Decision No. 6 (served May 

30,1997) and Decision No. 38 (served September 18,1997), hereby submits its Environmental 

Verified Statement 

In its Description of Anticipated Responsive Application (IORY-2), lORY stated that it 

anticipated seeking trackage rights over certain described rail lines in Ohio and Indiana. The 

grant of those trackage rights to lORY will have no significant environmental impact 

The proposed trackage rights will not result in significant changes in carrier operation. 

There will not be a diversion of: (1) more than 1,000 rail carloads a year to motor carnage; or (2) 

an average of 50 carloads per mile per year for any part of this line to motor carriage. The 

granting of the track^e rights will also not result in: (1) an increase in rail traflSc of at least 1(X) 

percent or an increase of at least eight trains' a day on any segment of the line; (2) an increase in 

rail yard activity of at least 100 percent; or (3) an average increase in truck trafSc of more than 

10 percent of the average daily trafBc or 50 vehicles a day. To the extent Uiat the trackage rights 

CRENVm.DOC 



affect a class I or nonattainment area under the Clean Air Act, they will not result in: (1) an 

increase in rail trafiac of at least 50 percent or an increase of at least Haee tiains a day on any 

segment of the line; (2) an increase in rail yard activity of at least 20 percent; or (3) an average 

increase in truck trafBc of more tiian 10 percent of the average daily trafSc or 50 vehicles a day. 

Accordingly, no environmental documentation is required for lORY^s filing in tiiis proceeding 

pursuant to the provisions of 49 C.F.R. 1105.6(c)(2). 

Respectiully submitted, 

KARL MORELL 
Of Counsel 
BALL JANIK LLP 
1455 F Street, N.W. 
Suite 225 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
(202) 638-3307 

Attomey for: 
INDL^NA&OHIO 
RAILWAY COMPANY 

Dated: October 1,1997 

CRENvnuxx: 



STATE OF TEXAS 

COUNTY OF BEXAR 

VERIFICA1TON 

) 
) as. 
) 

I, Bnice M. Hohr, being dnfy swwn depose and state tim I am Pieskiert 

<»ik> Raihwy Comimiiy, tiiat I am aatbod^ 

feregoing Envnoiiineatal Verified Statemeot and 

accwate to tbe best of my knowledgei, mfiimM!ti<>iB Itfijet 

Bruce M. Flohr 

SUBSCRTOED AND SWORN TO befixe me tins 30tfi of Sq«snber, 1997. 

My Commission Expires:>^y ̂  ^, 

ANNE M. LEONARD 
Notaiy Public 
State of Texas 

Comm. exp. MAY 5. aooo 

Notary Pobtic 

canMviuoc 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify tiiat on tiiis 1st day of October, 1997,1 caused a copy of tiie foregoing 
Environmental Verified Statement to be served by first class mail, postiige prepaid, on 
Administrative Law Judge Jacob Leventiial and aU parties of re Mid m STB Finance Docket No 
33388. 

KarlMoreU ^ 

CRENvnuxx: 



CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: ^^Hff . 
D0CUMEN>n!EEIE15Il ̂ '̂^ 

BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

STB FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 76) 

INDIANA SOUTHERN RAILROAD, INC. 
-TRACKAGE RIGHTS-

:ONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION AND INDL^NA RAIL ROAD COMPANY 

ENVIRONMENTAL VERIFIED STATEMENT 

Indiana Southem Raikoad, Inc. ("ISRR'O, pursuant to Decision No. 6 (served May 30, 

1997) and Decision No. 38 (served September 18,1997), hereby submits its Environmental 

Verified Statement 

In its Description of Anticipated Responsive Application (ISRR-2), ISRR stated tiiat it 

anticipated seeking tiackage rights in Indianapolis, IN and between Indianapolis and certain 

nearby cities in Indiana. The grant of tiiese trackage rights to ISRR wiU have no significant 

environmental impact 

The proposed trackage rights will not result in significant changes in carrier operation. 

There will not be a diversion of: (1) more tiian 1,000 rail carloads a year to motor carriage; or (2) 

an average of 50 carloads per mile pei year for any part of tiiis line to motor carriage. The 

granting of tiie trackage rights will also not result in: (1) an increase in raU traflBc of at least 100 

percent or an increase of at least eight trains a day on any segment of tiie line; (2) an increase in 

rail yard activity of at least 100 percent; or (3) an average increase in ttuck ttaffic of more tiian 

10 percent of the average daily ttaffic or 50 vehicles a day. To tiie extent tiiat tiie tiackage rights 

CRENVDUXX: 



affect a class I or nonattainment area under tiie Clean Air Act, tiiey will not result in: (I) an 

increase in rail traffic of at least 50 percent or an increase of at least three trains a day on any 

segment ofthe line; (2) an increase in rail yard activity of at least 20 percent; or (3) an aveiage 

increase in track trafBc of more than 10 percent of the average daily trafBc or 50 vehicles a day. 

Accordingly, no environmental documentation is required for ISRR's filing in this proceeding 

pursuant to the provisions of 49 C JJL 1105.6(c)(2). 

RespectfiiUy subnutted, 

KARL MORELL 
Of Counsel 
BALL JANIK LLP 
1455 F Stteet, N.W. 
Suite 225 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
(202) 638-3307 

Attomey for 
INDL\NA SOUTHERN 
RAILROAD, INC. 

Dated: October 1,1997 

CRENvnuxx: 



STATE OF TEXAS 

COUNTY OF BEXAR 

VERmCAnON 

) 

) m. 
) 

I, Bruoe M. being duly swom depose and state ti«t I am President of 

Soutiiem Railroad, Inc, fliat I am anflxmaed to make tins verifi^^ 

foregoing Enviroameolal Verified Statemoit and know tiic fectsassc^ 

<iec«ate to the best of jgr knowledge, iBfiMTMrinq j>yyitM*ligf 

Brace M.Floiir 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO be&ce me tius 30di day of Septoabet, 19^7. 

MyCoinirossiOpExi)ires:>»;^j^^^^ / ^ . t IT-^^L^^T ^a-^ 
Notaiy PQbUc 

ANNE M. LEONARD 
Notary FuMlc 
State of Texas 

Comm. exp. MAY 5,2000 

CBBIVIUMC 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this 1st day of October, 1997,1 caused a copy ofthe foregoing 
Environmental Verified Statement to be served by first class mail, postage prepaid, on 
Administrative Law Judge Jacob Leventhal and dl parties of record in STB Finance Docket No. 
33388. 

KarlMoreU 

CRENVIR.DOC 



\ 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC D: lo/̂ /W 
DOCUMENT ff /ckliT\.i>tWy\ 

BEFORE TEB 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC., NORFO-.v̂ . 
SOtJTHERN CORPORATION AND NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

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

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 61) 

BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RAILROAD COMPANY 
TRACKAGE RICTTS 

LINES OP CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 
AND PENNSYLVANIA LINES LLC 

VERIFIED STATBMBHT OF 
NO SIGNIFICANT EWVTPnwygKiTAL IMPACT 

Robert N. Gentile 
Colette Ferris-Shotton 

Transtar, Inc. 
135 Jamison Lane 
P.O. Box 68 
Monroeville, PA 15146 
(412) 829-6890 

William C. Sippel 
Kevin M. Sheys 
Thomas J. Healey 

Oppenheimer Wolff & Donnelly 
Two Prudential Plaza, 45th Floor 
180 North Stetson Avenue 
Chicago, I l l i n o i s 60601 
(312) 616-1800 

ATTOSHBYS FOR BKSSBHBR AND 
LAKE BRIE RAILROAD COMPANY 

Dated: September 30, 1997 



BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC MO 
SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY v. 

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

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 61) 

BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RAILROAD COMPANY 
-- TRACKAGE RIGHTS --

LINES OP CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 
AND PENNSYLVANIA LINES LLC 

VBRIFIXC STATEMENT OF 
NO SIGNIFICANT BNTOQUMRHTAL IffpACT 

I am Thomas J. Healey, an attomey f o r the Bessemer and 

Lake Erie Railroad Company (-BLE-). BLE i s a subsidiary of 

Transtar, Inc., a non-carrier holding company. Afte r consulting 

w i t h my c l i e n t , I am submitting t h i s statement t o explain why an 

Environmental Report i s not required i n connection w i t h BLE's 

ant i c i p a t e d Responsive Application i n Finance Docket No. 33388 

(Sub-No. 61) . I n i t s Responsive Application, BLE w i l l seek 

overhead trackage r i g h t s e i t h e r over the Pennsylvania Lines LLC 

l i n e (formerly Consolidated Rail Corporation ("Conrail-)) between 

Pittsburgh and Shire Oaks, Pennsylvania or over the l i n e operated 

by CSX Transportation. Inc. (-CSXT-) between Pittsburgh and 

Brownsville, Pennsylvania f o r the sole purpose of tr a n s p o r t i n g 

coal o r i g i n a t i n g at mines on the former Monongahela Railway 

Company ("MGA") destined t o Conneaut Dock at Conneaut, Ohio f o r 



movement beyond, together with haulage rights over Norfolk 

Southem Railway Company (-NSR-) over the former MGA lines 

between such mines and Shire Oaks or Brownsville, as the case may 

be, on the same terms and conditions as are applicable to CSXT. 

This condition shall apply only in the event that NSR provides 

haulage services to CSXT over the former MGA lines. As i s 

explained below, i f BLE's Responsive Application and the Primary 

implication are granted, the environmental thresholds established 

in 49 C.F.R. s 1105.6 will not be exceeded and there w i l l be no 

significant environmental impact. 

AS stated above, Transtar i s a non-carrier 

transportation holding company which controls eight Board-

regulated r a i l carrier subsidiaries: (i) BLE; (2) Elgin, Joliet 

and Eastern Railway Company (-EJE-) a Class l i carrier operating 

in northeastem I l l i n o i s and northwestem Indiana; (3) Binningham 

Southem Railroad Company, a Class I I I switching and terminal 

carrier in Birmingham, Ensley, Fairfield and Bessemer, Alabama; 

(4) Duluth, Missabe and Iron Range Railway Company, a Class I I 

carrier operating in northeastem Minnesota and northwestem 

Wisconsin; (5) The Lake Terminal Railroad Company, a Class I I I 

switching carrier operating in Lorain, Ohio; (6) Union Railroad 

Company, a class I I I carrier operating from North Bessemer to 

Clairton Junction, Pennsylvania; (7) McKeesport Connecting 

Railroad Company, a Class I I I switching operation in McKeesport, 

Pennsylvania; and (8) The Pittsburgh and Conneaut Dock Company, 

which operates a rail/water dock f a c i l i t y on Lake Erie at 

Conneaut, Ohio. 



BLE i s a Class I I r a i l carrier which owns and operates 

approximately 150 route miles of r a i l line between North 

Bessemer, Pennsylvania and Conneaut, Ohio on Lake Erie. i t 

primarily handles bulk commodities, particularly coal, iron ore, 

and limestone. 

BLE's anticipated filing pursuant to 49 c.P.R. 

S 1180.4(d)(4) would not cause any foreseeable increase in 

traffi c . BLE reasonably foresees that i t will operate less than 

one train per day over either track on which truckage rights are 

sought. The commodity to be moved over these rights (coal) moves 

almost exclusively in unit trains, and BLE believes that any 

trains i t would move over these rights would necessarily result 

in fewer train movements by Applicants, in other words, BLE does 

not project any increase in train traffic over that projected by 

Applicants. 

In i t s Operating Plan. CSXT has projected that i t will 

operate an increase of 9.3 trains per day between Sinns (near 

Pittsburgh) and Brownsville, Pennsylvania. CSX/NS-20, Vol. 3A, 

p. 439. This i s one of the lines over which BLE will seek 

trackage rights in i t s Responsive Application. To the extent 

that BLE'S Responsive Application i s granted, and BLE is granted 

these rights, each train operated by BLE i s anticipated to be one 

less additional train to be operated by CSXT. There i s no new 

traffic projected to be handled by BLE' with these t-.rackage 

rights. 

The NSR Operating Plan projects that NSR will operate 

11.3 fewer trains over the current Conrail line between Thomson 



(near Pittsburgh) and West Brownsville, a point south of Shire 

Oaks, Pennsylvania. SSS CSX/NS-20, Vol. 3B, p. 461. As with 

potential operations over the Sinns tr West Brownsville track, 

each train operated by BLE should reduce the number of trains 

operate by NSR accordingly. Thus, there will be no net increase 

in train or traffic levels over either of these lines. 

Since traffic will be maintained at the existing level, 

i t i s not reasonably foreseeable that the environmental 

thresholds established in 49 C.P.R. s 1105.7 will be exceeded. 

The acquisition of trackage rights i s not expected to cause the 

diversion of any r a i l traffic to motor carriers. The proposed 

transaction i s not expected to result in (a) an increase in r a i l 

traffic on any segment of r a i l line, (b) an increase in r a i l yard 

activity, or (c) an increase in tmck traffic on any road 

segment. Accordingly, there i s no significant in^iact on the 

environment, and submission of an environmental report i s not 

required. 



VERIFICATION 

State of Il l i n o i s 

County of Cook 
) SS. 

Thomas J. Healey. being duly swom. deposes and says 

that he i s an attomey for Bessemer and Lake Brie Railroad 

Conpany, that he has read the foregoing statement and knows the 

facts asserted therein, and that the same are tme as stated to 

the best of his knowledge, information and belief. 

SITBSCRIBED AND SWORN to 
before me this So-" day 
of September, 1997. 

Notary Public 

My Commission expires; 

OFFICIAL SEAL 
LAWRENCE M CORRIDONS 
NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF ILUNOIS < 
MV COMMISSION EXfWES:04/nA)1 ' 



CBRTIFICAT« 09 affPV77» 

I hereby c e r t i f y that on this 30th day of September, 

1997, a copy of the foregoing Verified Stateaent o£ No 

Significant Bnvlronaental U^act (BLE-6) was served by f i r s t 

class mail, postage prepaid, upon: 

Dennis G. Lyons, Esq. 
Amold & Porter 
555 12th Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20004-1202 

Richard A. Allen, Esq. 
Zuckert, Scoutt & Rasenberger, L.L.P. 
888 Seventeenth Street, N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20006-3939 

Paul A. Cunningham, Esq. 
Harkins Cunningham 
1300 Nineteenth Street, N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20036 

Hon. Jacob Leventhal 
Administrative Law Judge 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
888 F i r s t Street, N.E., Suite l l F 
Washington, DC 20426 

and upon a l l parties of record appearing on the Surface 

Transportation Board's o f f i c i a l service l i s t i n t h i s proceeding, 

served August 19, 1997. 



INISTRATIVE UNIT 

DOCUM£N'F# j£fi 
BEFORE THE 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Finance Docket No. 33388 

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

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

Fmance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-No. 39) 

LIVONIA, AVON & LAKEVILLE RAILROAD CORPORATION -
PURCHASE - LINE OF CONSOUDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

VERIFIED STATEMENT OF NO EimRONMENTAL IMPACT FOR THE 
T.TVQNTA. AVON Jk LAKEVnJ.E RAn,ROAD CORPORATION 

Dated; September 29,1997 

Sergeam W. Wise, Esq. 
Livonia, Avon & Lakeville Railroad Corporation 
5769 Sweeteners Boulevard 
RO Box 190-B 
Lakeville, NY 14480 
(716) 346-2090 

Counsel for Livonia, Avon & Lakeville 
Railroad Corporation 



LAL-4 
VERIFIED STATEMENT 

WILLIAM D.BTT1IT 

I am WUliam D. Burt, Vice-President and General Manager of tiie Livonia, Avon and 

LakeviUe Raikoad Corporation ("LAL"). I am submitting tiiis Verified Statement to explain why 

an Environmental Report is not required in connection with LAL's anticipated Responsive 

Application in STB Finance Docket No. 33388. LAL seeks conveyance of tiie Genesee Junction 

Yard in Chili, New York in order to interchange trafBc witii tiie Rochester and Soutiiem Line 

rR&S") which connects at tiie west end of tiie yard. As is explained below, if LAL's Responsive 

Application and tiie Primary implication are granted, tiie environmental tiiresholds established in 

49 C.F.R. 1105.8 will not be exceeded and tiiere will be no significant environmental impact. 

LAL owns and operates approximately 30 miles of rail line between Genesee Junction 

Yard in Chili, New York and Lakeville, New York. LAL interchanges witii Conrail in the 

Genesee Junction Yard, which has tiu-ee tracks and is approximately three-quarters of a mile long. 

The R&S connects to the west end of Genesee Junction Yard. The R&S line extends south fi-om 

Rochester and connects at Silver Springs, New Yoric witii Conrail's Southem Tier Line. 

Presentiy, LAL and R&S are unable to imerchange ttaffic becaujse of Court's ownership of 

Genesee Junction Yard. 

LAL believes tiiat control (f Conrail by CSXT and NSR, tiie division of Conrail's assets 

and the associated operating changes wiU adversely affect competitive rail service for tiie shippers 

and receivers on LAL's line and for LAL itself LAL anticipates filing herein a responsive 

appUcation pursuant to 49 C.F.R. § 1180.4(dX4) asking tiiat any Board approval of tiie Primary 

AppUcation be conditioned upon tiie conveyance of Conrail's Genesee Junction Yard at Chili, 



New York to LAL, at a price to be negotiated by CSXT and LAL (or, fiuling a negotiated 

agreement, be set by tiie Board). LAL would acquire existing Conrail tiackage in Genesee 

Junction Yard and interchange traffic witii R&S, but tiie new interchange would not cause any 

appreciable increase in traffic. 

Since traffic wUl be maLntained at the existing level, it is not reasonably foreseeable tiiat 

tiie environmental tivesholds estabUshed in 49 C.F.R. § 1105.7 will be exceeded. The acquisition 

will not cause tiie diversion of any rail carloads per year or per mile per year to motor carriers 

The proposed transaction will not result in (A) an appreciable increase in rail traffic on any 

segment of rail line. (B) an appreciable increase in rail yard activity or (C) an increase in tmck 

traffic on any road segment. Accordmgly, tiiere wiU be no significant impact on tiie environment, 

and submission of an Environmental Report is not required. 



VERIFICATION 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

)m. 

COUNTY OF MONROE ) 

I, WilUam D. Burt, declare under peoahy of perjury that I have read the foregoing Verified 

Statement, that I know the contents thereof and that the fectual statements contained therein are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and beUef 

William D. Burt/s 
WiffiamD. Burt 

Dated: September'?9,1997 

Swom to before me this 
29th dav of September. 1997 

Sqt. W. Wise/s 
Notary PubUc 
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DOCUMENl̂  # J ^ i J g j S l i i J / ^ 
BEFORE THE 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

STB FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 75) 

NEW ENGLAND CENTRAL RAILROAD, INC. 
-TRACKAGE RIGHTS-

CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

ENVIRONMENTAL VERIFIED STATEMENT 

New England Central Raihoad, Inc. C^CR'O, pursuant to Decision No. 6 (served May 

30,1997) and Decision No. 38 (served September 18,1997), hereby submits its Environmental 

Verified Statement 

In its Description of Anticipated Responsive Application (NECR-2), NECR stated that it 

anticipated seeking trackage rights between Pahner, MA and New York, NY via West 

Springfield, MA and Selkirk, NY. The grant of these trackage rights to NECR will have no 

significant environmental impact 

In Decision No. 30, the Surface Transportation Board determined that NECR's proposed 

Responsive Application would be considered a minor transaction. 

The proposed trackage rights 'mil not result in significant changes in carrier operation. 

There will not be a diversion of: (1) more than 1,000 rail carload.*- ' year to motor carriage; or (2) 

an average ofSO carloads per mile per year for any part of this lint J motor carriage. The 

granting of the trackage rights will also not result m: (1) an increase in rail traffic of at least 100 

percent or an increase of at least eight trains a day on any segment of the line; (2) an increase in 

CRENvnuxx: 



raU yard activity of at least 100 percent; or (3) an average increase in truck traffic of more than 

10 percent ofthe average daily traffic or 50 vehicles a day. To the extent that the trackage rights 

affect a class I or nonattainment airea under the Clean Air Act, they will not result in: (1) an 

increase in rail traffic of at least 50 percent or an increase of at least three trains a day on any 

segment ofthe line; (2) an increase in rail yard activity of at least 20 percent; or (3) an average 

increase in truck traffic of more than 10 percent of the average daily traffic or 50 vehicles a day. 

Accordingly, no environmental documentation is required for NECR's filing in tiiis proceeding 

pursuant to the provisions of 49 CJFJL 1 \05.6(c)(2). 

Respectfully submitted. 

Dated: October 1,1997 

KARL MORELL 
Of Counsel 
BALL JANIK LLP 
1455 F Street, N.W. 
Suite 225 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
(202) 638-3307 

Attomey for, 
NEW ENGLAND CENTRAL 
RAILROAD, INC. 

CRENVIR.DOC 



STATE OF TEXAS 

COUNTY OF BEXAR 

VERIFICAITON 

) 

) ». 
) 

L Brace M. Hofar, being dniy awocn depose and state tiist I am President of New E n g ^ 

Ontral RaihoSKi, hxx, that I am antiiorizied to make this verificatiaan, and that I have read tbe 

fixegolag Environmental Vcdficd Statement and know the £KXS asserted thexein axe trae sod 

accvaiB to the best of my knowiedge;, n)£»mation, and belie£ 

Brace M.Flohr 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me tins 30tti d^ of September; 1997. 

My Commission Expires: /^fjtfJ^Jamn ^^^^^ti tntM' ^^t'^^'*^' 
Notary Public y 

ANNEILlfONARD 
Notary Public 
State of Texas 

Comm. exp. MAY 5,200Q 

CSBNVaUXTC 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this 1st day of October, 1997,1 caused a copy of tiie foregoing 
Environmental Verified Statement to be served by first class ipail. postage prepaid, on 
Administrative Law Judge Jacob Leventhal and all parties of record in STB Finance Docket No. 
33388. 

KarlMoreU 

CRENvnuxx: 



ENVIRONft/!̂ NTAL 
DOCUriI&.ĵ T 

H O P K I N S & S U T T E R 
(A MiTwimir McuisiMo riofiMniuLooiMiAnoMn 

m SDCTBBNTH STUEt. N.W.. WASHmOTON. O.C. 2000fr410S (202) 
FACSMU (Mt) t l M I M 

OrrEKNIT kof:/ 

CHCAOOOrnO TMUtPnSTHATnHAtnAZA «0«S4M> 
ontoiTomci uotuviiNon nitnxM nor. MI tmo-im 

IAMB PALTER RBMNEkT 

October 1. 1997 

OfiBce of the Secretary 
Case Control Branch 
ATTN: STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surfoce Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20423-0001 

Attention: 

CEMTRALAOMIHIIIRATIVEUNIT 

DOCUMENT ft i^f^' (11^ ̂ ^^' 

Re: 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief. Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

CSX Coiporotton and CSX Tronsportotton Inc.. Norfolk Southem 
Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company - Control and 
Operating Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation. Finance Docket No. ̂ ^^RR 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Enclosed are an origtiial and ten (10) copies of the New York City Economic 
Development Corporation's Verified Statement of Shiriey Jaffe Conceming 
Environmental and Historical Reporting Requirements (NYC-7) for filing in the above-
referenced proceeding. An additional copy is enclosed for file stamp and retum with 
our messenger.' Please note that a copy of this filing is also enclosed on ^ 3 5-inch 
diskette In WordPerfect 5.1 format 

Sincerely. 

Enclosure 

cc: The Honorable Jacob Leventhal 
All Parties of Record 

gsaoas-i 



Before The 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washtiigton. D.C. 

Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-No. 54) 

CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation Inc.. 
Norfblk Southem Corporation and 

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

Verified Statement of 
Shirley Jaffe 

Concerning EnVlronmental and 
mstorieal Reporting Reqolrements 

Charles A. Spitulnik 
Alicia M. Serfaty 
Jamie Palter Reimert 
Hopkins & Sutter 
888 Sixteenth Street. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20006 

Counsel for New York City Economic 
Development Corporation, acting on 
behalf of the City of New York 

Dated: October 1. 1997 

g63471-l 



Before The 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, D.C. 

Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-No. 54) 

CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation Inc.. 
Norfolk Southem Corporation and 

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

Verified Statement of 
Shirley Jaffe 

My name is Shiriey Jafife. I am a Senior Vice President of the New York City 

Economic Development Corporation ("NYCEDC"). I am submittinf^ this Verified 

Statement ptnsuant to Decision No. 12 in. this proceeding, which directs each party 

hitendlng to submit a responsive application to either submit environmental 

documentation reqvtired under the Board's rules tii regard to the transactions 

proposed in the responsive application, or to certify that imder the Board's rules 

such transactions are exonpt fitim any requirement of environmental 

dociunentation. Based on the information currentiy available to me. it Is my 

judgment that NYCEDC's responsive appUcation falls tiito the latter category 

pursuant to the exemption set forth at 49 C.F.R § 1105.6(c)(2). and that the Board's 

rules do not require any environmental documentation regiirding the transactions 

proposed in that appUcatioti. LUcewlse. I conclude that the transactions proposed in 

NYCEDC's responsive appUcation are exempt fitan historic impact reporting 

requirements under 49 C.F.R. § 1105.8(b)(1) and (3). 

eS3471-l 



I ' The NYCEDC Resnonslvi. Applf^^^j^^ 

The responsive appUcation to be filed by NYCEDC wUI seek the foUowtiig 

reUef to ensure competitive access to the City and Long Island: 

(1) a responsive appUcation seeking the divestiture of Conrail's current 
ownership and/or operating rights to a neutral third party administrator who 
wUl then aUow for competitive access over the Une extending from Fresh 
fS^:^^ J S ^ i ^ ^ of Hudson River 
ttaougi SeUrirk. NY to potiits north therefrom where the Delaware & Hudson 
( D&H") cturently tiiterehanges with Cotirail; or 

r^nsi^e appUcation for trackage rights along the Une on the east side 
of the Hudson on behalf of a neutinal third party operator with a vested 
interest In the economic weU-being ofthe downst?te area. SpecificaUy 
NYCEDC would seek, subject to modification to accommodate operational 
conŝ deratioris: (i) trackage rights at reasonable rates over the Une from Fresh 
Pond, to the borough of Queens. N.Y. to Oak Potiit, NY over which the newly 
created New Yoric Central Ltoes LLC ("NYC") wfll have trackage ritfhts- (U) 

trackagerights (with ConraU-CSX) over the UneoJned by ihe New 
?nm®H?Pp"^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Authority ftxim Oak Potat. NY to Poughkeepsie. NY-

and (Ui) trackage rights from Poughkeepsie. NY up through SelSric. NY to 
CoSSti "^^"^"^ ^® Delaware & Hudson currentiy tiitert:hanges 

NYCEDC's eflbrts to seek divestiture, trackage rights, or the tinposlUon of 

some other appropriate condition wUl aUow shippers from Long Island and New Yoric 

City to have maxtinum competitive access to aU carriers servtag the Albany area. 

2- Environmental and Histnrlc Rftpnrtjn(f Exempt̂ nnf? 

Under 49 C.F.R. § 1105.6(c)(2). an environmental assessment need not be 

prepared to connection with a responsive appUcation seeking divestiture or trackage 

rights, if the granting of tiie requested reUef wUl not result to changes to carrier 

operations over the subject Unes that exceed the thresholds estabUshed to 49 C.F.R. 

§ 1105.7(e)(4) or (5). LUcewlse, 49 C.F.R. § 1105.8(b)(1) and (3) provide tiiat historic 

toipact reports wUl not be requtied for (i) the tiransfer of rati Unes where further 

Board approval Is requfred to abandon any service and tiiere are no plans to dispose 

068471-1 . 2 -



of or alter properties subject to Board Jurisdiction tiiat are 50 years old or older, or 

(U) trackage rights appUcations Uiat wUl not substantiaUy cliange the level of 

matotenance of railroad property. 

As described below, i conclude that tiie divestitunj. trackage rights or otiier 

reUef to be requested by NYCEDC to its responsive appUcation wUl not propose 

operaUonal changes that woitid exceed any ofthe appUcable thresholds. 

SpecificaUy. Uie divestiture or trackage rights to be requested to Uie responsive 

appUcaUon wiU not result in: 

A. Any diversion of trafflc from rati to motor carriage. As such. 

neiUier of Uie tiiresholds described at 49 C.F.R § 1105.7(e)(4)(iv)(A) or (B) wtil be 

exceeded. 

B. An tocrease to rati tiafflc of at least 100% (measured to gross ttm 

mUes annuaUy) or an tocrease to 8 Uafris per day on any segment of rati Une affected 

by Uie proposal, pursuant to 49 C.F.R. § 1105.7(e)(5)(i)(A). or an tocrease over Uie 

50%/3 iratiis per day Uireshold for Clean Afr Act non-attatiunent areas under 49 

C.F.R. § 1105.7(e)(5)(U)(A). Accordtog to Uie 1995 Uaffic data submitted by the 

AppUcants. Uie Conrail and Metio-North Une from New Yoric City to Albany Uiat wtil 

be Uie subject of NYCEDC's responsive appUcation handled between 21 and 146 

trains per day during Uie stiidy year. See AppUcaUon, Vo'ume 3(A). page 447. 

NYCEDC anticipates no more Uian a one (1) or two (2) ti:ato per day tocrease on Uie 

Une and Utis would not trigger the thresholds set forth above. 

C. An tocrease to rati yard activity of at least 100% (measured by 

carload activity), or an tocrease over Uie 20% Uireshold for Clean Afr Act non-

attatiiment areas, pursuant to 49 C.F.R. §§ 1105.7(e)(5)(l)(B) and § 1105.7(e)(5)(U)(B). 

862471-1 , 3 



D. An tocrease ta truck trafflc of more than 10% of the average 

daily trafflc or 50 vehicles a day on any affected road segment, pursuant to 49 

C.F.R. § 1105.7(e)(5)(i)(c). 

E. The transportation of ozone depleting materials. 

Given that the responsive appUcation wtil seek divestiture, trackage 

rights or other reUef that, once exercised, wUI resttit to only a mtafrnal tocrease ta 

rati fieight operaUons. there wiu be AIO abandonment of service or plans to dispose of 

or alter properties subject to Board Jurisdiction that are 50 yeara old or older, and 

there should be Uttie or no related Unpact on the level of necessary taUroad property 

matotenance. As such, NYCEDC's responsive appUcation meets Uie standard for an 

historic reporting exemption under 49 C.FJR. § 1105.8(b)(1) and (3). 

On the basis of the foregotog. I conclude that under the appUcable Board 

rules, no envtionmental or historic documentation is requfred to connection with 

NYCEDC's responsive appUcation. 
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Vgrification 

State of New York ) 
) 

City of New York ) 

~z , being duly swom, deposes and says that she is quaUfied and 
authorized to file this Verified Statemen, and tiiat she has read the foregoing statement, knows tiie 
contents tiiereof, and tiiat tiie same are tnie as stated to tiie best of her knowledge, information and 
belief 

Shirley Jaffe / 
Senior Vice President 

Subscribed and swom to 
before me this 
day of S p i » / n K > ^ 1997. 

Notary Public 
OCBOfUMAMCGOVERN 

NoMry PubHc Sutt of N««v Yo(k 
No 01MCS0764S9 ^ 

_ Qulifad in OuMos Couniy/AAQ 
CommiMion lixpirw April 21. ' 

My commission î xpires: 
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CPRTIFICATF. OF SKPVy^ff 

I hereby certify Uiat on October 1. 1997. a copy of Uie foregotog New York City 

Economic Development Corporation's Verified Statemem of Shfriey Jaffe Concemfrig 

Envfronmental and Historical Reportfrig Requfrements (NYC-7) was served by hand 

deUvery upon the foUowing: 

Tne Honorable Jacob Leventhal 
Administrative Law Judge 
Federal Energy Regulatiiry Commission 
888 Firet Street, N.E. 
Suite I IP 
Washington. D.C. 20426 
John M. Nannes 
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher 

& nom L.L.P. 
1440 New York Avenue. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20005-2111 
Samuel M. Sipe. Jr. 
Steptoe & Johnson L.L.P. 
1330 Coimecticut Avenue. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20036-1795 

Richard A. AUen 
John V. Edwards 
Zuckert Scoutt & Rasenberger. L.L.P 
888 Seventeenth Street N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washfrigton, D.C. 20006-3939 
Dennis G. Lyons 
Drew A. Harker 
Arnold & Porter 
555 12Ui Street N.W. 
Washfrigton, D.C. 20004-1202 
Paul A. Cunningham 
Harkins Cunningham 
1300 Ntoeteenth Street N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washington. D.C. 20036 

and by first class mafl. postage pre-paid upon aU oUier Parties of Recoixi to Utis 

proceeding. 

le Palter Reimert Ukl 
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OF COUNSEL: 
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1224 Seventeenth S t r e e t , NW. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

THE STATE OF NEW YORK BY .\ND 
THROUGH ITS DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
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Washington, D.C. 20036 
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BEFORE THE 
SORFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

THE STATE OF NEW YORK, BY AND 
THROUGH ITS DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION — TRACKAGE RIGHTS 
OVER LINES OF CONSOLIDATED 
RAIL CORPORATION AND DECLARATION 
CONCERNING TRACKAGE RIGHTS 
RESTRICTIONS ON LINES OF METRO-
NORTH COMMUTER RAILROAD COMPANY 

Finance Docket No. 33 388 
(Sub-No. 69) 

VERIFIED STATEMENT 
OF 

JAMES A. UTERMARK 
CONCERNING ENVIRONMENTAL AND 

HISTORIC REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

My name i s James A. Utermark and my o f f i c e address i s 

1220 Washington Avenue, Albany, New York 12232. I am Director of 

the Freight & Economic Development Division of the New York State 

Department of Transportation. I am authorized to submit t h i s 

Statement on behalf of the State of New York, acting by and 

through i t s Department of Transportation. 

I am making t h i s Statement pursuant to Decision No. 12 

and Decision No. 29 i n the primary proceeding (Finance Docket No. 

33388), which require New York, as a Responsive Applicant, e i t h e r 

to prepare and submit a Responsive Environmental Report pursuant 

to applicable Board rules, or to demonstrate that the transaction 

that i s the subject of New York's Responsive Application i s 

exempt from environmental and h i s t o r i c impact reporting 



requirements. Based upon my review of the record assembled thus 

far i n the primary proceeding, and other information c u r r e n t l y 

available to me, i t i s my conclusion tnat New York's Responsive 

Application q u a l i f i e s under the exemption set f o r t h at 49 C.F.R. 

Part 1105.6(c)(2), and that as such, an Environmental Report i s 

not required. Likewise, I conclude that the subject transaction 

i s exempt from h i s t o r i c impact reporting requirements, i n 

accordance with 49 C.F.R. Part 1105.8(b)(3). 

New York's Responsive Application 

The Responsive Application to be f i l e d by New York on 

October 21, 1997 w i l l seek the imposition of the f o l l o v i n g 

conditions on approval of the Primary Applicants' proposal f o r 

the d i v i s i o n of Conrail: 

1. F u l l service trackage r i g h t s i n favor of a r a i l 

c a r r i e r u n a f f i l i a t e d with the Primary Applicants, to be 

designated by New York, over the lines of Conrail between points 

of connection with the Delaware & Hudson Railway ("D&H") at CP-

160 near Schenectady, New York and Selkirk Yard nepx Selkirk, New 

York, and CP-75 near Poughkeepsie, New York; and 

2. F u l l service trackage r i g h t s i n favor of a r a i l 

c a r r i e r u n a f f i l i a t e d with the Primary Applicants, to be 

ciccignated by New York, over the lines of Conrail between the 

point of Conrail ownership at Mott Haven Junction ("MO"), New 

York and the point of connection with '^e 2ines of the Long 

Island Railroad near Fresh Pond ("MONT"), Nev York, via the 
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Harlem River Yard. 

In a d d i t i o n , to the extent necessary to allow the 

trackage r i g h t s t o be used to provide e f f e c t i v e competition f o r 

r a i l f r e i g h t service proposed under the Primary Application to be 

provided by CSX t o shippers located east of the Hudson River and 

south of Albany, New York w i l l seek a declaration that Metro-

North Commuter Railroad Company roay negotiate and grant trackage 

r i g h t s to another r a i i c a r r i e r to provide f r e i g h t service between 

CP-75 and Mott Haven Junction, New York, notwithstanding any 

contrary l i m i t a t i o n s a r i s i n g under agreements between Metro-North 

and Conrail. 

Given the purpose that would be served by the foregoing 

r i g h t s and conditions, i t i s not possible at t h i s time to 

forecast precisely how many t r a i n s would operate over the subject 

l i n e s . Ultimately, t r a i n frequency w i l l be determined by 

shippers' demand f o r seirvice. I n i t i a l l y , however. New York 

estimates that the l e v e l of a d d i t i o n a l f r e i g h t t r a f f i c over the 

subject lines i s not expected to exceed one (1) or two (2) t r a i n s 

each day on any of the involved l i n e segments. 

B. Environmental and H i s t o r i c Reporting Exemptions 

Under 49 C.F.R. Part 1105.6(c)(2), an environmental 

assef.sment need not be prepared i n connection with a Responsj.ve 

Application seeking trackage r i g h t s , i f the granting of the 

requested r i g h t s w i l l not r e s u l t i n changes i n c a r r i e r operations 

over the subject l i n e s that exceed the thresholds established i n 
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49 C.F.R. Part 1105.7(e)(4) or ( 5 ) . Likewise, 49 C.F.R. Part 

1105.8(b)(3) provides t h a t h i s t o r i c impact r e p o r t s w i l l n-)t be 

r e q u i r e d f o r trackage r i g h t s a p p l i c a t i o n s "which w i l l net 

s u b s t a n t i a l l y change the l e v e l of maintenance of r a i l r o a d 

p r o p e r t y . " 

As described below, I conclude t h a t the trackage r i g h t s 

and other r e l i e f t o be requested oy New York i n i t s Responsive 

A p p l i c a t i o n does not propose o p e r a t i o n a l changes t h a t would 

exceed any of the a p p l i c a b l e t h r e s h o l d s . S p e c i f i c a l l y : 

1. I t i s not expected t h a t e x e r c i s e of the trackage 

r i g h t s t o be requested i n the Responsive A p p l i c a t i o n w i l l r e s u l t 

i n any d i v e r s i o n of t r a f f i c from r a i l t o motor c a r r i a g e . As 

such, n e i t h e r of the t h r e s h o l d s described a t 49 C.F.R. Part 

1 1 0 5 . 7 ( e ) ( 4 ) ( i v ) ( A ) or (B) w i l l be exceeded. 

2. According t o 1995 t r a f f i c data r e l i e d upon by the 

A p p l i c a n t s , the C o n r a i l and Metro-North l i n e s t h a t are the 

s u b j e c t of New York's Responsive A p p l i c a t i o n handled between 21 

and 146 t r a i n s per day d u r i n g the study year. See A p p l i c a t i o n , 

Volume 3(A), page 447. ^ p r o j e c t e d i n i t i a l increase i n r a i l 

f r e i g h t t r a f f i c of only one (1) or two (2) t r a i n s per day does 

not exceed e i c h e r the 100%/eight (8) t r a i n s per day general 

t h r e s h o l d of 49 C.F.R. Part 1 1 0 5 . 7 ( e ) ( 5 ) ( i ) ( A ) , or the 50%/three 

(3) t r a i n s per day t h r e s h o l d f o r Clean A i r Act non-attainment 

areas under 49 C.F.R. Part 1 1 0 5 . 7 ( e ) ( 5 ) ( i i ) ( A ) . 

3. Given t h a t the Responsive A p p l i c a t i o n seeks 

trackage r i g h t s which, once exercised, are expected t o r e s u l t 
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i n i t i a l l y in only a minimal increase in r a i l freight operations, 

there should be l i t t l e or no related impact on the level of 

necessary railroad property maintenance. As such. New York's 

Responsive Application meets the standard for an historic 

reporting exemption under 49 C.F.R Part 1105.8(b)(3). 

On the basis of the foregoing, I conclude that under 

the applicable Board rules referenced in Division No. 29 in 

Finance Docket No. 33388. no environmental or historic 

documentation i s required in connection with New York's 

Responsive Application. 
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V e r i f i c a t i o n 

State Of New York 

County of ^LC/^A^i' 

SS : 

James A. Utermark, being duly sworn, deposes and says 

that he has read the foregoing Statement, knows the contents 

thereof, and that the same are true as stated to the best of his 

knowledge, information and b e l i e f . 

BS A. utermark 

Subscribed and sworn to before 
me t h i s a i f ^ d a y of September, 
1997 : J7 ''-̂  

RICHAKO P. GLOB T^~^^~^y^^ ) 
Hour* PMIc St«»e «l HM Yorfc / ^ 

Q I H M M in Erie County 
Wo. 4731427 ao 

Conunisston Expires May 3 >, \9tm 

Notary Public i n and for the State 
of New York 

My Commission Expires "7^c^>^ 3 / ^ 
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Certificate of Service 

I hereby c e r t i f y that I have t h i s 1st day of October, 

1997, caused copies of the foregoing document t o be served by 

ii-rst~cla,ss mail upon Administrative Law Judge Leventhal and upon 

a l l p arties of record, as l i s t e d on the o f f i c i a l service l i s t 

issued by the Board on August 19, 1997 i n Decision No. 21. 
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TROUTMAN SANDERS LLP 

T T O R N E Y 

1100 1 STREET. N W 

SUITE SOO EAST 

WASHINCTON D C :0OOS-)JI4 

T E L E f H O N E : 0 . 274.2«S0 

FACSIMILE 202 .Z74 .2»»4 

Sandra L Brown 

September 30, 1997 

The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street NW 
Room 711 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

^r/-.,/^;iT^r''''^° ^^^^^J ^^^^''PO^^'^'on and CSX Transportation, Inc. 
NorfoU Sou hern Corporation and Norfollc Southern Railway Company - Control and 
Operatmg Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail CorporZ ! 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

f tK "^^e ^'""^ ^^""^ captioned docket are the original and twentv-five conies 
I d r ? " A , ' ^ r r "'̂ '̂ c ''^"'^""^^ ^""P^" (NYSE&G-13) for New vTrl L t e ^ l S ? 
and Gas. Also enclosed is a 3.5-mch diskette containing the text of this pleading. 

for our filef ' " ^ ^ """^ '^^^ P'^^'"8 " 'nes^nger 

Sincerely yours. 

y^^CA^uOL^YV^y ^ — 
Saildra L. Brown^ 
Attomey for New York State Electric & Gas 

Enclosures 
cc: The Honorable Jacob Leventhal 

All Parties of Record 
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CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

VERIFIED STATEMENT OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

WILLIAM A. MULLINS 
SANDRA L. BROWN 

TROUTMAN SANDERS LLP 
1300 I STREET, N.W. 

SUITE 500 EAST 
WASfflNGTON, D.C. 20005-3314 

202 274-2950 (PHONE) 
202-274-2994 (FAX) 

ATTORNEYS FOR NEW YORK STATE ELECTRIC AND GAS 

September 29,1997 



BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (Sub No. 35) 

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

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

.VERIFIED STATEMENT OF NO SIGNIFTPANT IMPACT 

My name is Alfred O. Beers and I am a Project Environmental Specialist at New York 

State Electric & Gas. (NYSEG). I have prepared this Verified Statemem in comiection with the 

request under Decision No. 6, served May 30,1997 in this proceeding, for infomiation 

conceming the effect of NYSEG s Respc nsive Application on the environment 

Based on the infomiation available to me at this time, it is my judgment that the raii 

traffic reasonably likely to be associated with NYSEG's Responsive Application will not result 

in any significant changes in operations ofthe lines at issue, as described in the Description of 

Anticipated Responsive Application submitted as NYSEG-6 in this proceeding on August 22, 

1997. The trackage rights transaction requested by NYSEG is only a replacemem of currem 

service and does not in any way increase or change the current service on the rail lines at issue. 

Furthermore, any environmental impact information dealing with the overall result of this control 

transaction and required by the Board may be obtained from Applicants' environmental 

documentation. 

Pursuant to Decision No. 6. in this proceeding, served May 30,1997,1 certify that the 

transaction described in NYSEG-6 will not involve changes that exceed the thresholds 

established in 49 C.F.R. § 1105.7(e)(4) or (5). Specifically. I certify that the transaction 



NYSEG-13 

described in NYSEG-6 will not involve either the diversion from rail to motor carriage of more 

than (A) 1,000 rail carloads a year, or (B) an average ot 50 rail carloads per mile per year for any 

part ofthe affected line (49 C.F.R. § 1105.7(eX4)) on the one hand, or (A) an increase in rail 

traffic of a* least 100 percem or an increase of at least eight trains per day on any segment ofthe 

affected line, (B) an increase in rail yard activity of at least 100 percent, or (C) an increase in 

truck traffic of more than 10 percent ofthe average daily traffic or 50 vehicles a day on any 

affected road segmem (40 C.F.R. § 1105.7(eK5)). on the other hand. See 49 C.F.R. § 

1105.6(c)(2). 

The trackage rights transacUon proposed in NYSEG's Description of Responsive 

Application will not result in changes in carrier operations that exceed the above-listed 

thresholds. In addition, enviromnental documentation is not normally required for trackage 

rights transactions. See 49 C.F.R. § 1105.6(c)(4). Therefore, no additional enviromnental 

documentation is required for NYSEG's Responsive Application to be filed October 21,1997. 

S^ Decision No. 6 in this proceeding, served May 30, 1997. 

Transactions involving trackage rights actions which will not substantially change the 

level of mamtenance ofthe railroad property are exempt from the historic reporting requirements 

of49C.F.R.§ 1105.8(a). Sê 49 C.F.R. § 1105.8(b)(3). Since the rail traffic reasonably likely 

to be associated with NYSEG's Responsive Application will not result in any significant changes 

in operations ofthe lines at issue, NYSEG does not reasonably believe that the level of 

maintenance ofthe railroad property will substantially change. Therefore, a historic report is not 

required to be filed with NYSEG's Responsive Application to be filed October 21,1997. See 49 

C.F.R. § 1105.8. 



VERIFICATION 

STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF BROOME 
SS. 

I . Alfit:d O. Beers, being duly swom, state that I have read the foregoing statement, that T 

know its contents and that those contents are trae as stated. 

Subscribed and swom to before me this dL^"" day of September, 1997. 

Notary Public 

My commission Expires: / ^ - j / - (/ 

MMIA A. EVANS 
Nottrv Public, Slata of NMV Yoric 

No. 4727382 
llMiding in Breem* County ^ 

My cOfnmiMlon expirm Otc 31, H ^ l 



CERTinCATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing "Verified Statement of No Significant 

Impact" (NYSEG-13) was served this 30* day of September, 1997, by fecsimile transmission to 

Applicants' representatives, and by first-class mail, postage prepaid, to Judge Leventhal and aU 

parties of record in STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

^atLIAM A. MUtlXjivIS 
SANDRA L. BROWN 
TROUTMAN SANDERS LLP 
13001 STREET, N.W. 
SUITE 500 EAST 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3314 
202 274-2950 (PHONE) 
202-274-2994 (FAX) 

ATTORNEYS FOR NEW YORK STATE 
ELECTRIC AND GAS 
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FIMANCB 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 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 36) 

TRANSTAR, INC. AND 
ELGIN, JOLIET AND EASTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

CONTROL --
INDIANA HARBOR BELT RAILROAD COMPANY 

VBRIFZBD STATBMBHT OF 
HO SIGNIFICANT gMVTRQmnqrrAL IMPACT 

O«ic»ofth«s«wtanr 

OCT - ' W? 
r n Partof 
L5J PublicR«?>rd 

Robert N. Gentile 
Colette Ferris-Shotton 

Transtar, Inc. 
135 Jamison Lane 
P.O. Box 68 
Monroeville, PA 15146 
(412) 829-6890 

William C. Sippel 
Kevin M. Sheys 
Thomas J. Healey 

Oppenheimer Wolff & Donnelly 
Two Prudential Plaza, 45th Floor 
180 North Stetson Avenue 
Chicago, I l l i n o i s 60601 
(312) 616-1800 

ATT0RHS7S FOR TRAHSTAR, IHC. 
AHD BIiGm, JOLIBT AHD BASTBRH 
RAI2:.W>.x C0UPAH7 

Dated: September 30, 1997 


