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SURFACE TRAKSPORTATION BOARD 
Waabington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Louis Stokes 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washingion, DC 20515-3511 

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

Dear Representative Stokes: 

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

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential envii onmental impacts 
specific to your State can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
contains SEA's preliminary recommendations for mitigat.ng potential environmental impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmental impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible aliemative mitigation measures to address the cn\ ..onmentai ctTects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

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

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of En* '-onmentai Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Waabington, DC 20423 

Section of Environm ital Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Jack Quinn 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515-3230 

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

Dear Representative Quinn: 

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

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

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

Sineerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Waabington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Edward A. Pease 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington. DC 20515-1407 

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

Dear Representative Pease: 

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

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

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

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Waabington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Robert Menendez 
IJ.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515-3013 

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

Dear Representative Menendez: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporaiion (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corpwration (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Bv̂ 'urd (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SL.\) has prepa'-ed a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) 
lo evaluate and consider the potential en\ ironmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on Decc.nber 12, 1997, and public comments are due lo the Board 
by February 2, 1998. 

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

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton. SEA's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-i 530 or me at (202) 565-15 S. 

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Waabington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable David M. Mcintosh 
U.S. House of Represenlatives 
Washington, DC 20515-1402 

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

Dear Representative Mcintosh: 

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

in mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts 
specific lo your State can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
contains SEA's prelimin iry recommendations for mitigating potential environmental impacts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the prtential environmental impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmental effects of t.he Proposed 
Acquisition. 

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

Sineerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Waabington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23. 1997 

The Honorable Ron Klink 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washingion, DC 20515-3804 

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

Dear Representative Klink: 

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

In mid-December. SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification ot potential environmental impacts 
specific lo youi Slate can be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
contains S* A's preliminary recommendations for mitigating potential environmental impacts 
associated wiih the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for putiic 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmental impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible aliemative mitigation measures to address the environmental elTects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

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

Sineerelv. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Waabington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Eleanor Holmes Norton 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515-5101 

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

Dear Representative Norton: 

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

In mid-I.»ecember. SEA mailed to you a copy of the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts 
specific lo your State car be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of he Draft EIS 
contains SEA's prelirninary recommendations for mitigating potential environmental impacts 
associated with the f roposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
review and seeks comments on the potential environmental impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmental effects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

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

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

WaabiEC'ton, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, .997 

The Honorable Luis V. Gutierrez 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515-1304 

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

Dear Representative Gutienez: 

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

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

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

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Waabington. DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Paul E. Gillmor 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515-3505 

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

Dear Representaiive Gillmor: 

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

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

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

SincereK 

Elaine I ' . Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analvsis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Waabington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Barney Frank 
U.S. House or Representatives 
Washington. DC 20515-2104 

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

Dear Representative Frank: 

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

In mid-December, SEA mailed to you a copy oi the Draft EIS for your review and 
comment. A discussion of SEA's analysis and identification of potential environmental impacts 
specific to your State cin be found in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS 
contains SEA's p-elinunary recommendations for mitigating potential environmental imparts 
associated with the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. SEA is circulating the Draft EIS for public 
'eview and seeks comments on the potential environmental impacts, the proposed mitigation, and 
possible alternative mitigation measures to address the environmental effects of the Proposed 
Acquisition. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mike Dalton, SE.A's Program Manager 
for the Proposed Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-153'* or me at (202) 565-1538. 

Sincerely, 

^ / 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Waabington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Honorable Philip English 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515-3821 

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

Dear Representative F̂ n̂glish: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board seived the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary2. 1998. 

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

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

Sincerely, 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Sect'on of Environmental Analysis 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Waabington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

December 23, 1997 

The Ho:iorable Michael N. Castle 
U.S. House of Rcpresenmiivcs 
Washington, DC 20515-0801 

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

Dear Representati\'c Castle: 

As you may know, on June 23, 1997 CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southem 
Corporation (NS) jointly applied to the Surface 1 ransportation Board (Boaro) for authority to 
acquire Conrail Inc. and subsequently divide Conrail's assets. The Board's Section of 
Emvironmental Analysis (SEA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impacv Statement (Draft EIS) 
to evaluate and consider the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Conrail Acquisition. 
The Board served the Draft EIS on December 12, 1997, and public comments are due to the Board 
by Febmary2. 1998. 

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

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

Sincerely. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
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.Seneca Regional Planning ( ommlssion 

Seneca Count\ Courthouse 
103 S W aMiiniiton Street 
hf fm. Ohio 44883 

Dccvmbor iO. 1997 

()fticc of the Sc-crctary 
Case Control Unit 
! inanco Docket Nt» ?.".̂ SS 
Surface I ransportation Hoard 
1925 K Street. NW\ Room 500 
Washinaton DC 20423-0001 

DOCU: 
{lUfpswu hpsom com reyn)nal 

~ * e-mail srpc </hpsom com 
Phone f a \ (419)443-7936 

Attn i:laine k Kaiser 
Chief. Section of l n\ironmental Analysis 
I n\ironmental filing 

Dear l .laine 

I am wnting in regard to the prop<ised met.'ct ofCSXC and Conrail. and specificalK rei;ardinu the impact 

to sal"et\ of I osii.ria. ()hH) 

Manx numbers ha\e been quoted as to the increase of train tralTic on the l -W corridor throut-h ! ostona 
and Seneca Counl\, reyardiess ofllie actual nviibc^s that we are lo expect CSX will add to an alread\ lite 
threate!i:n'j safelx situation in I ostona AlthouL-h the impact of this increase will be felt count> uide. it is 
our mam concern that ! ostona be given special attention to improve safetv and preserve the lluid flow ot 
traffic through the Citv 

I he Pla..n;'iL; Commission supports tail related development as it is our most viable industnal based 
transponutum svstem out of or into Seneca Countv We do however have concerns iner the saletv ha/ard 
this pron>sed merger will hrini.' to 1 ostona 

We urt-e vou to consider ti.e requests ot I ostona to have two overpasses .on.structcd at locations that arc 
mutuallv beneficial to I ostona. the surrounding townships, and CSXC. 

In a ctnnmon interest, 

Mark R /immcrman 
1 \ecutive Director of Planninsi 

c C'ltv of I ostona 
i.oudon township Irustees 
.lackson lovuiship 1 rustees 

Mis'.ion li> pr«viJc 11 /M iiulpniikni ^luulntuv lor I>K- planning <'•)</ Jvvi'lopm 
.111,1 . . .>r.>ii (Ji '.>>• " I . M. m , , ,1 . / . . . II. I I ' \<. I t i i r , - , , l I . •.,'.'< 

'and toe. ;n/rm/n,i.'i<'i 
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S y r a c u s e M e t r o p o l i t a n T y < « n s p o r t a t i o n C o u n c i l 

iSMTCENVIR tENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

100 Clinton Square 
126 N Sal. ia Street, Suite 100 

Syracuse N e * York 13202 
Phone(315)422-5716 

Fax 1315)422-7753 

Dcccnibcr 8. 1997 

\ ernon .\ V\ iliiams 
Sec ret a r \ 
Surface I ran.sporiaiion Hoard 
1925 K Street. NW 
Washington. IX' 20423 

kl ; P!\)posed ( SX. NS and Conrail Transaction; SIB finance Docket No. 3.̂ 388 

Dear Secretar\ Williams: 

The Syracuse Metropolitan Tr.in>portation ( ouneil (SMIC) Miieerelv appreciate^ the 
opportunity to address the Surface ! ransportation Board on the pending joinl acquisition ot" 
( onrail hy C SX and Norfolk Southern Corporation, ihe SM IC is the Metropolitan Planninu 
Organization tor the Syracuse ar.d Onondaga t oLinl\ area. We wish to otter our support tor the 
proposed acqLiisitiuii ot ( oniail b\ ( SX and Nortblk Southern with the following reser\ations: 

l ir^t. under tlie terms ot the acquisition agreement. CSX will acquire Conrail's assets in Central 
New "I'ork Although we lecogni/e the henefits this merger will have on freight mobilitv and 
economic growth m our region, we alsii view passenger rail service as a critical part (>!'the owr-
all niulti-niodal transportation system in Cen'ral New \'ork. Recentl\ the \'ice Chairman ot 
SMK initiated a statewide l:nipire Corridor task f orce to examine and develop strategies to 
imjtlement incremental higher speeds in the Corridor. There is nothing in the published 
()peratmg i'lan eonceining anv plan ( S.X has to work w ith the State ot' New ^•ork or anvone else 
m d''\eloping higher passenger train speeds in the New r-L-Albany-Buft'alo corridor. 
Ilistoricallv. CS.X has opposed improved pa senger irall'ic on its lines, and has a poor on-time 
perl'ormaiice record in mov ing .Amtrak trains 

it has long been the de sire of the State of New Wnk to incrementally increase speeds along the 
highl\ populated l inpire Conidor west of .Mbany. CSX in its Operating I'lan states onlv that it 
will honor existing contracts and is silent on the issue t)f working vMth the State or .Amtrak to 
im|->ro\ e passenger ser\ ice. l o date. New York State does not ha\ e an adopted high-speed rail 
plan for CS.X to review; h(n\ever. it is anticipated that the State will develop such a plan in the 
fiituie. in anticipatK)n of improved rail passenger service. i f lias endorsed S20 million of 
federal and state funds for the dev elopment ot" a new intermodal I ransportation Center facilitv 
which will serve as the new terminal tor .Amtrak, (irevhound and iiailwavs. This t'acilitv is now 
unoer construction with a scheduled completion of l all 149S ! he investment of these public 
funds makes it imperative that CSX a .ree not only to continue existing rail passenger service 
contracts, but ti^ al.so pledge its affirmative support tor the improvement ot such service in the 

T h e M e t r o p o l i t a n P l a n n i n g O r g a n i z a t i o n 

Office ot tlie Mayor • Syracuse Conmion Council • Syidcuse Pianiiing C.^mmission • Meti poiitan De ^.nent Association • New York Stale Department 
of Transportation • New York Stale Depamient ot Environmental Conservation • New York t a'e Depanment of Economic Development • New York State 
Tfiruway Autfiority • Office ot tfie County Executive • Onondaga County Legislatr e • Onondaja County Planning Board • Central New York Regional 
Tra aportation Autt.^.ily • Central New York regional Planning and Development fDoard • Federal Transit Administration • Federal Highway Administration 



future, it IS aKo equalK important for CS.X to commit to running Amtrak Hmpire C orridor trains 
on-time 

Secondly, the Operations Plan submitted to the Surfaoe Transportation Board makes no mention 
ot interaction between the c.xpanded-C SX and the shortline and regional railroads. The success 
and strength of the shortline industry is critical to freight movements throughout C entral New 
York. In years past, as Conrail shed itself of marginal lines, the short line railroads stepped in 
and became kev developers of local traffic, and in manv cases rev ersed the loss of traffic trend 

are confident that C S.X recogm/es the importance ot their shortline connections, but 
nevertheless we would appreciate a thorough review of the impact this merger w i i ! hav e .)n these 
lines and have CS.X commit to enhancing traffic development with their shortline partners It is 
important that the public investment in transportation infrastructure be protected. 

i inallv, as the two expanded-railroads create a competiti\e market in some • eas ot the east, 
resultim; in smaller market shares for each in those areas, we are concerned that an effort w ill be 
made to balance (or offset lost) revenues by increasing tiie cost of service to the shippers in areas 
like Syracuse v\here no such railroad competition v ill exist after the merger. Increases to the 
cost of shipping goods from and through the Syracuse market could have negative impacts on 
C entral Nev\ "N'ork's fragile economy. .Assurances, "on the record" from CSX. that their 
Operating Plan does not encourage such a scenario would be most comforting. 

Recogni/ing the importance of these issues to Central New ^'ork, SMTC requests that these 
matters be further explored and addressed dunng the review process. SM IC" looks forward to 
working closely with C S.X in the future to help build a strong and healthy tail industiy in ( entral 
New York 

Roy A Ik'riiardi, SM I C" Policy Committee Chairman, Mayor of Svracuse 

\\ illiani I-,. Santoid, SM IC Policy Committee \'ice Chairman, C hairman Oi.ondaga Countv 1 egislature 

Nicholas ,1. Pirro. Onondaga C ounty I-.xecutive 

\ incent C ook. Chairman, C entral New 'l ork Regional transportation .Authority 

Joseph l i Hoardman. C ommissioner. New York State Department of Transportation 

.lohn R Plati, l-.xccutive Director, New York State Thruway .Authority 

Susan I I . Panek, President. Syracuse Common Council 

Royden Parratt. Chairman, Onondaga County Planning Board 

iiwin Davis, President, Metropolitan Development .\ssociation 

Bruce liexlc^. C hai. nian. Central New York Regional Planning & Development Board 

.lohn P. Cahill. C ommissioner. New York State Department of l-.nvironmental Conservation 

Charles Ciargano. Commissioner. Pinpire State '\welopment 
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North Carolina i \ ,997 
Department of Administration 3, ^'^^ ' -r\ 

james B. Hunt )r., Governor 

Ms. I'laine K. Kaiser. Ciiiel' 
Ollke ol'tlie Secretarv 
Case Control Unit 
S i H I iiuince Docket No, 33388 
V)l^ K Street. N.W. 
W ashington. D.C. 20423-0001 

Dear .Ms, Kaiser: 

December 2. 1997 
Katie G. Dorsett, Secretary 

DOCUMENT 

Re: I'inance Docket No 33388-CSX and Northern Southern-Control and Acqui.sition-
Coiirail: Distribution List of lirvironnicntal Docuiiients 

Thank you for your letter regarding the distribution of the Draft 1-nv ironmental Impact 
Statement within North Carolina of the above referenced Impact Statement. The North 
C arolina State Clearinghouse serves to coordinate env ironmental document rev ievvs 
carried out under the National (and Stale ) I jivirrinmental Policv .Acts. It vvould simplity 
matters it yctur oftice vvould send twenty (20) copies of this document directly to this 
otTice .'.nd we v\ili distribute the document to the appropriate state agencies which vvould 
include tiiose agencies indicated on vinir list. 

in order to insure lhat all affected parlies have the opportunity t(t rev iew this document, it 
is reijitested that, in addition to the 20 copies requested abov e, a cî pv of the document be 
included for the county managers in those counties affected by this action. Please include 
a listing of ihese counties ;ind tiiis office wi ransmil the document to the managers 
tlirough ihe Regional Clearinghouses serv ing those t:ounlies. 

IT, ink V ou for > our attention and cooperation in this matter. Should you have any 
additional questions please call me at (919)733-7232. 

Sineerelv. 

M ;. Chrv s Baggetl. Director 
N.C. Stale Clearingliouse 

/eb 

116 West Jones Street • Rpieigh, North Camlma 2760J-8003 • Telephone 919-733-7232 
Stare Courier 51-01-00 

An Equal Oppoitunity / AffirmMiw Action Employer 
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^ 1̂)1 I WWKl ^ *̂  

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
Ci rV OF NKWAKK 

•^20 KIkton Road P O H.ix '190 .N. wark Df lawarc 197I.5-0.39W .102 ;W»i Tn.Ki Fax :10>. t6«-71fi(l 

Novemlier 7. iSJ 

Elaine K. Kai.ser, Chief 
Section of lunironmenta! .Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1201 Constitution Avenue. N\S' 
Room 3219 

Washington, D.C. 2()423-(MM)l 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 
1 have enclosed for your in.ormation a copy of a Res(>lution unanimously approved hy 

the Cily of Newark. Delaware Council al its meeting i>f October 27, 1997, concerning the 
proptised reorganization of the CSX'Norfolk Southern and 'ONRAll. railroads. 

As you can see. Council has IM ihis Resolution uriied the Surface Transportation Board 
to require as pari of any final ruling the follow ing conditions: 

1. If at any time the dai'y total average trains carried on the CSX line, regardless 
of the operating railroad, exceeds a 1.9 train daily increase over the number of 
trains now operated on the CSX, ihe Surface Transportation Board will require 
an environmental impact study; and 

2. Because of the current significant impact on Newark resulting from CSX rail 
traftic. ttie Bo .̂rd will require that prior to completion of the rail reorganization 
the Nevsark at-grade rail ciossuigs will he upgraded to the best available 
technology. 

A Councii-MaBafier f ' l ty 



Thank you for your assistance with this matter. If you have any questions concerning 
this Resolution please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

RHL:mc 
Enclosure 
cc: U.S. Senator William V. Roth, Jr. 

U.S. Senator Joseph K. Biden 
U,S, Representative Michael Castle 
Secretary Anne Camhy, DelDOl" 
Carl r . Luft, Cily Manager 

Roy U./I.opata 
Planning Director 



CITY OF NEW.\RK 
DELAWARE 

RESOLUTION NO. 97-S 

RAIL REORGANIZATION 

WHEREAS, the United States Surface Transportation Board has issued its Final Scope 
of the Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed CSX, Norfolk Southern, and Conrail 
Rail Reorganization; and, 

WHEREAS, the Surface Transportation Board has indicated that the Environmental 
Impact Statement, to be prepared by the Board's Section of Environmental Analysis, will include 
analysis of the environmen.al impact on safety, transportation systems, land use. energy, air 
quality, noise, socioeconomic effects, historic buildings, and related environmental areas; and. 

WHEREAS, the Surface Transportation Board has established a threshold of an increase 
of 50% in freight rail or three trains daily for the required environmental analysis; and 

WHEREAS, the applicant railroads have submitted a plan indicating that the maximum 
increase in daily trains through the City of Newark on the CSX rail lire will not exceed an 
average increase of 1,9 total trains d'dily during the three-year period cov ered by their submitted 
pian, and, thereby not exceeding the threshold requiring an Environmental Analysis; and 

WHEREAS, the Mayor and Cily Council, area Stale Legislators, U,S. Senators William 
Roth and Joseph Biden, and U.S, Representative Michael Castle, Secretary of Transportation 
Anne Canby. 'he City's Western Newark Traftic Relief Committee, Wll.MAPCO, olher City 
Officials, representatives from local businesses, community groups and organizations, the 
University of Delaware, and interested citizens have expressed in writing their concerns about 
the significant environmental impact anv increase in rail freight traffic will have on the three 
CSX at-grade crossings in the heart of Newark-al-grade crossings thai handle thousands of 
vehicles and pedestrians daily; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE !T RESOLVED that the Council ot the City of Newark urges 
the Surface Transportation Board to require as part of its final ruling on the proposed rail 
reorganization the following conditions: 

1) If at any time the daily total average trains carried on the CSX line, regardless 
of the operating railroad, exceeds a 1.9 train daily increase over the number of 
trains now operated on the CSX, the Surface Transportation Board will require 
an environmental impact study; and 



2) Because of the current significant impact on Newark resulting from CSX rail 
traffic, the Surface Transportation Board will require that prior to the completion 
of the rail reorganization the Newark at grade crossings will be upgraded to the 
best available technology. 

RESOLVED at a Regular Meeting of Council on October 27, 1997. 

VOTE: 7 to 0. 

Attest: 

City Secretary 
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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: /r/?;//f^ 
DOCUMENT' a M 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Office of Congressional 

and Public services 
(202) So: 

.November 14, 199"; 

Ms. .\nn Petrus Baker 
1010 Elm wood Road 
Rocky River OH 4411o 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 

ENv 

DOCUJMENT 

Dear .Vis. Baker: 

President Clinton has Torwarded your letter to him dated October 1. 199" to me tor reply. 
Your comments will be fonv.irded to our environmental section to become pan of the record . \ 
tiiis docket that penains to env iionn-iental rev iew. 

Let me assure you that the Board is very concenied about all of the safety aspects of this 
proposed acquisiaon of Conrad by CS.X and Norfolk Southem. In response to a request trom 
the U.S. Depanment of Transponation's Federal Railroad-.-Kdministration. vvc have extended the 
time tor levievv of the proposed acquisition and required the applicants to submit a saiety impact 
pian to address issues such as increased tratTic in your area. The final decision on the acquisition 
has therefore been post]:,oned to July 23. 1998. 

\\'e huvc received man '̂ pleadings and comments about the increiise in traffic in your 
area, not only trom concerned citizens, but also from the c '̂ attorneys for many of the 
communities involved and firom the elocted of'ficials who represent your interests. \'our concems 
will not be ignored. 

I hope you find this intbniu'ion helpful. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate 
to call inc. 

Suiccrelv. _ 

N,tncv R. Bcitcr 



• 'Cf, 
.\nn Petrus Baker 
!010 Flmwood Rd. 
Rockv River, Oil 441 Id 

October 1. 1997 

President William J. ("Imton 
The White House 
UiOO Pennsylvania .Xve 
Washingion DC 20500 

Dear Presideni Cliiiton, 

In June of 1998 the Surface Transportation Board will make a decision regarding the merger 
of Norfolk Southern and (\SX Railroads with Conrail railroad. .As written in the railroad 
companies propo.sal, this merger will result m a tripling of tram traffic through our town 
(Cleveland- West shore communities) from 12 to 38 trains per day. all day, every day. I 
have contacted our rnayor and ;iur Representative Dennis Kucinich who are both fighting to 
prevent this from happening. I am also enciiuraging my neighbtirs and friends to write letters 
of protest as well. 

1 am concerned hov^ever about where the interests of the STB lie and what good a letter 
writing campaign will do. 1 have information that a representative fnnn cme ot the railroad 
companies is winmg and dining members of tlie S I B 1 thought that the S TB represented the 
people's interest - not mullibillion diMlar corporations. I've enclosed an article trom our local 
newspaper with quotes from a STB lawyer that seem awfully sympathetic vv ith the railroads 
profits. This is very disturbing. 

rhrouglumt your terms as president I have remained a Democrat and although I am more 
cvnical about governmeni, I still believe that you are a defender of people's interests and 
rights to a decent quality of life. Please help us win this battle. There are alternative routes 
their trains could go - please encourage them to u.se those in areas lhat are less populated than 
ours. 

linclosed are diKumenis that explain why our community is unique in that the effect of 
increased train traffic would be devastating. \ou are a parent - you wouldn't want to see 
anything increasing the risk o\ injury to your child. 

PI l ASi. HIT POI R ( oM.Mi Nirii.s::: IHOUSANDS U\ i i \ i s ARI. AI RISK: 

Tluiik \oulor>,oui time. Smcerelv, 

P. Hakc! 



Ann Petrus Baker 
1010 I Imwood 
Rockv River. OH 441 lh 

.September 10. 1997 

Linda Morgan 
Chairwoman. Surface Transportition Board 
1925 K Street. NW 
Washington DC 20403 

Dear Chairwoman Moriu'ii, 

This letter is m reference to FD#33388, the proposed merger of Conrail and Norfolk 
Southern Railroads and the resulting rtplmg of train traffic through several communities m 
Northeastern US including my area (Rocky River. Lakewood, W. Cleveland and Bay 
Village). Our Congressman. Dennis Kucinich has asked the STB to conduct local hearings on 
this proposal. In response to this request, Rudy St. Louis replied, "it would impractical for 
the board to hold hearings it: the multitude of communities .. that could seek them because ot 
increased train traffic in densely populated areas. Lvervone would nave an argument for 
density." He also said. "The railroads need M increase traffic to make monev to pav off the 
merger." Please see enclosed newspape- clipping. 

Has your board already made their decision'.' 

What happened to the hearing scheduled for June. 1998 in which you wt)uld hear the people's 
case about the deirimental effects of this traffic' 

I misimderstood that the Surface Transportation Board was :o represent the people's interest.. 
Since It appears that NS and Conrail have been more succesiful it; winning your sympathies, 
let me describe the situatuMi in terms that you may understand. Imagine lhat your neighbor 4 
houses awav from vou stole SSCOOO from you ( home equity), held a loaded gun against 
your child's head (instead of bullets it is sulfuric acid that would melt and burn your child's 
skin off), woke you up every 45 minutes every night, and bkicked your driveway so vou 
couldn't drive your father who is hav ing a heart attack to the hospital until it was too late. 

II H was a neighbor 1 ci>uld call mv local police department and have them arrested. Since it 
is the railroad companv. I was misled to think I could turn to you. But we are onlv pei>ple. 
thousands of people whose lives will be endangered, whose life savings will be destroyed 
(which would take decades to make up - unlike a multibillion dollar company), whos- da> to 
day existence would be made miserable. We are not a powerful multibillion dollar 
corporation . Since I question where the STB's interests lie, I intend to send this letter to 
Secretarv of rransporiatioii Pcna and President Clinton. Do not underestimate the power ot 



citizens or the "multitude of communities throughout the northeastern US' 

Sincerely, 

Ann Petrus Baker 

c: President William I. ( Imton 
Secretary ol I'ransportation Pena 
The Washington Post 



j\ucimcn seeKS 
local heariMs 
on train trairic 

By THOMAS J. QUINN 
PLAIN OFAUH KTH.-rrH 

Rep. Denni.s Kucinich tias 
asked the federal Kovernment to 
scliedule local hearings on a con-
:roversiai proposal to triple the 
lumber of daily freight trains 
hrough Cleveland's northwest-
-•rn subiirb.s. 

While no decision has been 
nade on Kuci iich s request, a 
ederal ofricial said yesterday 
hat local hearings conducted by 
he federal government would be 
inlikely. 

In letters tliis week to the Fed-
•ral Surface Transportation 
toard and the Federal Railroad 
Vdministration, Kucinich wrote 
hat the hearings would allow res-
dents to testify on the plan to in-
rease the r,jmbcr of freigh' 
rains from 14 to 38 a day 

Kucinich told the federal agcn-
ies lhat the proposal "would 
reak havoc on these residential 

ommunities ' 
Kucinich is spearheading ef-

irts by the suburbs to defeat the 
roposal subnutted b'- Norfolk 
outhern Railroad as , n of its 
ian to acquire and divide Con-
ail's as.sets with CS.X Transpor-
ifion. 
The proposed merger must be 

pproved by the transportation 
3ard, which is to hold public 
tarings next year in Washing-
m, D.C. The suburbs have begun 
.'aring up for those hearings 
Thomas Jelepis, Bay Village 
ayor and chairman of a suburbs 
eering committee fighting the 
eight traffic e.xpansion, said 
at holding local hearings 
vould play a huge role in build-
g our case " 
Rudy St LOUIS, a staff attorney 

Ith the transportation board, 
id Linda Morgan, transporta-
in board chairwoman, could de-
Je on Kucinich's request as 
riy as next week 
But St Ixuis said it would be 
practical foi Ihe board to hold 
arings in the multitude of com-
inities throughout the north-
stern United States that could 
}k them because of increased 
iin traffic in densely populated 
•as 
'Kveo'one would have an argu-
•nt for density." he said. 
)n the other hand, he said, the 
iroads "need to increase traffic 
m.-ikc niotie>- to pay off tlie 

If Kucinich's request is denied. 
St. I^uis said. Kucinich could 
conduct his own local hearings 
and submit the testimony to the 
board. 

In addition, he said, the Federal 
Railroad .Administration, which 
reviews safety issues, can submit 
information to tht board on Ihe 
local impact of the merger 

In his letters, Kucinich detailed 
the impact of the increased 
freight trains on Lakewood, 
Rocky Kiver, Bay Village and 
V\'estlake 

He sa'd Lakewofjd, fhe most 
densely populated city between 
New York and Chicago, has only 
one north-south underpass where 
vehicles would not be stopped by 
train. The city has 2~ railroad 
crossings. 

"This could ha\e a devastating 
impact on the city's ability to pro
vide emergency serv ices, particu
larly firefighting. policing and 
medical emergency trarspora-
tion." Kucinich said. 

Fie said the other suburbs 
would face a. similar situation. 
: \ \n ( i this is to say nothing of the 
noise, dirt, increase in hazardous 
materials being transported 
through the communities, and de-. 
valuation of property near the-
tracks," Kucinich wrote 

ON THIS DATE 
20 YEARS .AGO 

T he Fo'-d Motor Co. 
fired a fifth em

ployee, who was also a 
United Auto Workers offi-
cull, in connection u'ifh u 
job-buyin;^ scandal at its 
Brook Park, complex. 
Thrre days earlier. i'AW 
Local 125Q had removed 
the individual from its 
Joint Apprfnticeship 
Council. Three Ford per
sonnel fVt'riifirt'.s and an 
hourly worker liad been 
fired previously after an 
undercover security offi
cer unearthed a scheme 
m wnich jobs weie being 
sold for $300 to $500 
each 

•OJ 

3 
O 

< 



DENNIS J . KUCINICH 
l O ' M OlS in icT, O M I C 

1 7 3 0 LONGWOBTVI QfFlCE BvlLOlNG 

WHSMINGTON, t X 2 0 5 1 5 

(?02) 225 5871 

1 4 4 0 0 DFTBCIT AVENUE 

L W E W O C D . G M I C 4 4 1 0 7 

Committees; 
Government Oversignt 
Education and Labor 

Congre!e;s( of tde n̂tteb States; 
ôu5<e of BepreftentatibeK 

Fi}»htin<4 Train I raffic 
— \ Time Line — 

Early August, 1997 -

Early August, 1997 

Au«;ust 25. 1997 

September 5. 1''97 --

St'ptcmhrr 13. 1997 

September 20. 19'̂ 7 --

September 21, 199'' -

Norfolk Southem announces a proposal to nearly triple the number 
of trains, trom 13 to 38 trains per day, through Cleveland and the 
West Shore area, including L.ikevvood. Rocky River. Hay \'illai:e 
and Westiake. Noriblk Southem is attempting to increase train 
traffic as a result of its proposed merger with Conrail, 

Several mayors and representatives of '̂V est Shore area meet to 
begin to organize opposition to Norfolk Southem proposal. 

Congres.sman Dennis J. Kucinich sends a letter in opposition to 
Norfolk Southern's proposal to the federal Surface I'ranspcrtation 
Eoard and the Federal Railroad .•\dministration (FR.-\). Kucinich 
calls for local hearings to be held in the 10th Congressional District 
to ailow lor testimony from local residents. 

Federal Railroad Administrator Jolene .Molitoris replies to 
Kucinich's reque.sL agreeing to come to the West Shore 
area to hear residents" testimony. 

Kucinicn. working with West Shore mayors, begins petition drive 
against Norfolk Southern's train traffic proposal. 

I . ' :al residents, serv ing as "train monitors."" reveal data which 
indicates that Norfolk Southem has already begun increasing train 
traffic. 

Local residents. West Shore mayors and other elected of'ficials. 
police and fire chiefs, hospital and emergenc\ medical oflkials. 
and local business representatives testify bet'ore Federal Railroad 
.Administrator Molitoris and Congressman Kucinich. The FR„\ 
and Kucinich will submit testimony for the of ficial record to the 
Surface I ransportation Board, the agency which will oversee the 
train merger proposal. 

® 



TUESDAY. AUGUS"̂ ! 

Lawmakers fight 
train plan 

By GREGORY KORTE 
Morning journal Wnter 

Two area congressmen said thev will trv to 
derail Norfolk Southern Railroad s attempts to 
tr iple traffic along its route from Cleveland to 
Vermilion 

Just two months ago. No.-folk Southern was 
will ing to abandon the line, reismg hopes ol com
munities along fh< tracks that the rigbt-of-wav 
might someday b u s e d for a commuter rail line 
inking Lcrain, Avon Lake. Bav Village and 

Westlake with downtown Cleveland 
Now, the railroad savs. it wil l have to triple t n -

traffic on the line — ;ts mam corrido.- for east-
west train traffic-

"1/ they re serious, it raises questions about 
heir competency II they're not. it raises ques

tions about their agenda," said U.S. Rep. Dennis 
Kucinich. D-Ukewood nvi iat a way to run a r l i l -

The-congressman who made his name going 
_a ter Cleveland's utilities accused the railroad of 
heavy-handed' tactics, and pron.isec a full-scale 

probe into the railroads plans. The proposal is 
.part of a maior railroad realignment t.-.at must be 
approved by the Surface Transportation Board 
by r.ext June 

Norfolk Southern, which :s asking federal reg J-
lators for permission to carve up Conrail wi th 
rival CSX. denies any hidden agenda It says the 
ir.creaicd traffic v.-ill be ."ecescary because CSX 
will get the Water Level Route froni Cleveland to 
Willard. leaving Norfolk Southern to reiy on a 35-
rr.ile stretch ot the Penn Route to carry all its 
traffic. 

"Our plan is based on operational soundness." 
said Norfolk Southern spokeswoman Susan 
Terpay "We have no hidden agendas Everything 
we do IS out in the open We don't engage in 
activities which would endanger the public's 
health, safetv or welfare " 

Kucinich — flanked by mayors, lire chiefs and 
other officials from three lakefront communities 
— held a news conference in Bay Village yesier-
GaV to voice tTicir o j icct ions iu i i ie pian 

• Police, fire and other emergency vehicl<-s 
could get tied up at rail crossings more oiten 

• More traffic means more rail cars carrying 
hazardous materials througn densely populated 
areas, makinr a derailment more luely 

• An increasec risk oi collisions between trains 
and cars, trucks and pedestrians 

• Diminishing quality of life tor people living b> 

See T R A I N , 3age 04 

"O From cage 

the tracks — with the nuisance 
causing decreased property 
values 

I'.S. Rep, Stierrod Brown, who 
represents ttie Lorain County 
port ion ot the railroad s path, 
added one more objection 

"I'm real concerned about 
what that ultimately means for 
passenger service into Lorain 

County," said Brown. "There's a 
real need for commuter service 
as the area gets more and more 
populated, especially in the the 
eastern part of Lorain County 
and this will weaken our 
cr.ances of getting commuter 
.'aii," 

L'.S Rep. Paul Gil lmor K-Port 
Chnton. did not return a phone 
cali seeking comment yester-
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Towns cringe 
as train firms' 
plan clianges 
By KEN PRENDERGAST 
staff Wntef 

An anticipated tripling of freight 
tram trafDc on the Norfolk South
em Railroad line west of Cleveland 
would derail more than some re
cent pians 10 star, commuter rail 
service. 

U also wo; Id d e i ^ the serenin-
of some suburbs, their housing val
ues and public safety, according to 
otQcials in these communities. And 
those same ofliaals are looking at 
banding together to do their owm 
derailing. 

Ongmally. Norfolk Southern 
Corp. considered vacating its 
tracks through Cleveland's West 
Side, Lakewood, Rocky River. Bay 
Village and Avon Lake as pan of a 
deal to spht up a competing rail
road company. NS and CSX Trans
portation seek to di\ide Ccnrail 
Corp. in a Sli; billion transacuon. 

Earher plans to remove all 
freight trains on the line west of 
Cleveland bolstered the Regional 
Transit Authonty's longstanding 
desire to put commuter trains on 
those tracks. 

But that plan appears to have 

been reversed, according to a 
15,000-page operations proposal 
submitted by NS ana CSX to the 
Surface Transporacon Board, a 
federal regulator/ body 

In that plar., NS instead expects 
to mcrease trafDc on its line, from 
14 freight trams a day to 38. 

The NS operauons plan proposes 
rerouting 24 trams a day from a 
(Conrail route through Berea. While 
that line has two main tracks, the 
NS West Short line has just one, m 
most places, though it used to have 
two tracks as recently as 1993. Both 
lines contmue west to Chicago. 

The change is due to the desire of 
NS cfGciak to assign different 
freight traffic to difleren: routes. 
The NS line is slated to receive 
slow, hea\T freight, such as coal 
trains, while the Conraii route 
would see hghter. 70 mph trains 
earring loaded truck trailers and 
ocean-shippmg containers. 

"We realize it's a terrible mcon-
vemence to these commumtie' " 
saidPatnck .McCune. vice presideat 
for the Ohio-Pennsylvania region. 
"It's just a proposal We're running 
the added trains between the East 
Coast and Chicago on the NS line 
because of the lacK of a good (track) 
connection on the east side tof 
Cleveland). We continue to look at 
places where we car. .make connec
tions." 

He said .N'S has identified about 
I Gve trains that can be aetoured 

from the .NS line t̂  a Conraii route 
through Canton Furher the total 
num.bcr of trains is based on opti
mistic freignt traffic projections 
from East Coast markets 

RTA has been discussing alterna
tives with .NS officials, including a 
proposal to put all freignt traffic on 
the Conraii Une through Berea. 
which NS will acquire as f.art of the 
deal with CSX. That would require 
building a track connection in 
Cleveland to permit as many as a 
dozen commuter trains between 
downtown Cleveland and Lorain. 

"We're looking for some creative 
rerou'dng proposals." said Rich 
Enty, a long-range planner for 
RTA. "It could mean the railroads, 
the state of Ohio and communities 
would work together to reroute the 
freight trains." 

"RTA would have beer, an oovi-
ous successor, had we abandoned 
thit line." McCane said. "But Be
rea is such a congested focal point 
nght now." 

No cost estimates for the 
Cleveland.'Lorain track connection 
have been determined Also, no 
sources of funding have been iden
tified, either. 

"NS is aware of this '.proposal) 
and we're oeginnmg to oiscuss this 
with them," Enty said. "The other 
side of It IS. if there is no other way 
we may look at expanding capacity 
(of the NS line). There s a tremen
dous amount of interest locally and 
at the state level in this " 

"I'm not upset — I'm livid." Bay 
Village Tom Jeiepis said "We will 
do everjthing possible to stop this 
There's no way we're going to aj 
cept triple the num.ber of freight 
trains. This isn't 'jst a safety issue, 
m terms of moving trains It'3 a 

See T R A i r j page A7 
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health issue, with coai dust coming 
off the trains, and it's an econcmic 
issue, because of long •, iins biock 
ing traffic and the noise afre':t:ng 
property values." 

He s.Tid .'esidents and businesses 
in each communit:/ should worn to
gether and -^ith RTA tc "trade" t.ie 
freight trair.s for commuter trains 
Jelepis said he wants the commuter 
trains tc Link up with Bay s corr. 
mercial distnct at Dover Center 
Road. 

.McCune said he has been visiting 
most mayors along the route to in
form them of .NS's proposa: ! 

" I did appreciate them stopping j 
by, but I don't appreciare the addi- i 
tional trams," Rocky River .Mayor I 
Don Umeriey said. "Our council • 
will want us to do something to f.nd 
a soiuaon. It would make sense t.".at 
we do it in concen with the other j 
cities (on t.he .NS line)" j 

Rocky River, Lakewood and Bay 
Village are taking stepr- -o partici
pate m STB aeanngs this winter in 
Washington, D.C. The board in
tends to issue a decision June 8. 
1998, but the deadline !'cr filing an 
intent to participate is today 

"We're concerned with the in
creased volume of trains coming 
through the community, the quai-
ity of life, and any environmental 
implications." said Stephen FitzGe-
raid. LakewQod's co.mmiinity rela-
:ions coordinator 

Yet, FitzGerald said he recog 
nizes It will be difficult for a city 
having only 50.000 residents to turr. 
back not just one large company — 
.Norfolk Southem — but rwo, which 
includes CSX Transpor.anon. 

"We've got rwo multi-biUion-dol-
iar corporauons here." he s 
"We re the David against rwo Goli-
aths. We re looking at ways to le
verage our effo.i-ts and mobilize the 
residents" 

Avon Lake .Mayor Vince Urbin 
has not been notified by NS about 
Its pians to mcr-ase freight traffic. 
He saiC the additioi.a; trains would 
biock busy roads mto Avon. 



N E W S FROM 
LAKEWOOD CITY HALL • 1 2650 DETROIT A VENUE 

MADELINE A. CAIN. MAYOR 

September 12, 199" 

NOAC.A AND CLE\ ELA.M) .fOI.N U FST.SHORE COALITIO.N'S HGHT .AGALNST 
PLA.N r o TRIPLE FREIGHT TRAINS 

R£GIOI^-AL CONCERN IS ABILITY TO RESPOND TO EMERGENCIES 

Lakewood. the most denseh' populated cirv benveen New York and Chicago, and other 
Westshore suburbs are fighting Norfolk Southem Railroad's plan to triple the number of freight 
trains that pass through and divide Lakc.voi^d and other cities virtua!l>' in half 

Today, the Westshore coalition's concems were reviewed and endorsed by the Nonhea t̂ Ohio 
Areawide Coordinating Agency (NOACA), which represents the interests of 2.1 million 
reridenis in five counties of Northeast Ohio, the 20th largest metropolitan area in the U.S, 

At this morning's meeting of NO.AC.A's Coveming B(wd. the agency unanimouslv adopted 
Resolution 97-073 to register concems regarding the railroad's plans and the impact it will have 
on communities" abilities to respond to police, fire and medical emergencies. During the same 
meeting, the City of Cleveland joined the coalition's fight, requesting and receiving status in the 
resolution as a concerned party. 

"We welcome this strong support from NOACA and th-; City of Cleveland." announced 
Lakewood Mayor Madeline .A. Cain. " I f we're to be successful in fighting the railroad's unsafe 
plan and protecting onr communities, tlien we must leverage every local, regional and state 
resource adversely impacted. The final decision on this plan will be made in Washington, so 
our voices must be highly credible, clear and many, if we are to be heard." Mayor Cain chairs 
the coalition's Safer>' Comminee. 

Tlie railroad's pian wiil be approv.̂ d oy the U.S. Surface Transportation Board, NOACA's 
Governing Board has 3" members. 

Media contacts: Lakewood Director of Planning & Development Paul Wingenfeld, 
.Assistant Director Christine Nelson, or Community Relations Coordinator Steve FitzGerald: 
all can be reached at 521-7580. 

### 

NEED MORE INFORMATION ? CALL COMMUNITY RELATIONS AT (216) 529-6652/6650, 



A D \ ^ R S E IMPACTS OF T H E NS-CSX PROPO.S.AL. NOW BEFORE 
THE FEDERAL SURFACE TRA.NSPORTATION BOARD I N 

WASHINGTON. ON LAKEWOOD. OHIO 

The joint appLcation tiied by Norfolk Southern (NS) and CSX with the US Surface 
Transportation Board includes a proposed n-ar-tnpling of the daily number of NS 
train runs through the westside of Cle ve. and and its westshore suburbs, which 
include Lakewood, Bay \'illagre. Rocky River, and Avon Lake. The most immediate 
and adverse impacts of .\'S' plan for its Cleveland-Vermihon Line on Lakewood's 
66,000 residents, employers and emplovees wdl be: 

• -'\ny increase of freight trams will interfere with the ability of Lakewood's pohce 
and fire safety forces to directiy and timely respond to fires, crime and natural 
disasters. 

• -Any increa.se of freight trains will signiii:ar.tly interiere with the ability of 
Lakewood Hospital, its ambulances and fiaramedic squads to directlv and timely 
respond to medical emergencies from any and all causes - a matter cf Life and 
death, whereby minutes iii response time can often mean the difference. 

• -A.ny increase of freight trams will adversely impact the ability of all t\-pe£ of 
coordinated emergency response team= b- t̂ween Lakewood and other westshore 
communities to best use each others' medical facilities and fire and pohce forces 
and equipment in a predictable and timely fashion. 

• Any increase of freight trams will increase the hkehhood of deradments and the 
risk that hazardous materials will be released. This woidd also increase the 
Iikelibr od for evacuating residents within two to four mUes of the tracks (an 
evacuation range that encompasses all of Lakewood's .--esidentsi for safety and 
health reasons. 

• Lakewood is a community of neighborhood schools. There is no bussing in 
Lakewood: the vast majority of Lakewood's 9.000 prt-school and school aued 
children walk to their schools using system-planned ana comprehensive walking 
patterns based upon the safety and security considerations of parents and 
children. .-Vny increase of freight trains increases the risk to our school chddren. 

Prepared by the City of Lakewood. Plana; \ .' ^..^ 
Coininuiiity Rcla:^ . 

paec I of 2 



The potential dismissal of RTA'.s recent proposal tc run commuter trains cn the 
rail line through Lakewood and the westshore suburbs means a loss of potential 
economic development in Lakewood. especially with regard to future plans for 
the growth and development of downtown Lakewood, 

Lakewood is pnmarUy a residential community that is highly dependent on 
north-south traffic pattern.s across the NS tracks. Aside from the safetv, 
pollution and noise concerns, any increase m freight trains will severely restrict 
traffic movements in our community and back up traffic on numerous 
residential streets. Additional freight trains wdl also isolate the northern 
residential areas from Lak-; wood's southern commercial areas and downtown. 

For Lakewood (the most densely populated community between New York City 
and Chicago), any increase of freight trains will negatively affect property 
values, increase vehicular and pedestrian congestion, increase levels of emitted 
pollutants, strangle its commercial health, and generally lower the quality of Ufe 
in our community. 

-- Lakewood has the most highway crossings per mile in the United States: 27 
crossings in three mdes. 

-- Lakewood has only one underpass whereby travelers may cross the city m a 
north-south direction without rail interruption. 

-- The already NS-owned and operated Cleveland-Verm.ilion Line bisects the 
heait of Lakewood's residential neishbor'noods. 

' La'aciLOod PUnumg & Dcielopment Department and 
Comni:. • : '..itions Office 

page 2 of 2 



CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: _ _ _ _ _ _ 
DOCUMENT H 

S L RF.xcE TIANSPORTATION BOARD 

Office of Ccngressicnci !,202) 565-1 592 

and Public Services 

November 14. 1997 

Ms. Tracey Canale 
12S1 Brockley .Avenue 
Lakewood OH 44107 

Rc: Finance Docket No. 33388 

Dear Ms. Canale: 

President Clinton has forwarded your letter to him dated October S. 199" to me for n.p!v. 
Your comments wi'l be fonvarded to our environmental section to become part of the record in 
this docket that pertains to environmental rev iew. 

Let me assure you that the Board is ver. concerned about all of the safety aspects of the 
proposed acquisition of Conrail by CSX and Norfolk Southem. In response to a request from 
the U.S. Department of Transportation's Federal Railroad .-Xdniinistration. we have extended the 
time for review of the proposed acquisition and required the appiicants to submit a saiety impact 
plan to address issues such as increased traffic in your area. The final decision on the acquisition 
has therefore been postponed to ,Iuly 23. 1998. 

We have received many pleadings and comments about the increase in traffic in your 
area, not onlv from concerned citizens, but also from the city attomev s for many of the 
communities involved and from the elected ot'ficials vho represent your interests. Your concems 
will not be ignored. 

1 hope you tlnd this information helpful. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate 
to call me. 

1 

Nxincv R, Bcitc; 



tyib:^ • .^•p v' 

( ctoher S. logy 

President Bill ( Imton 
lf:''»0 l*enn,svhania -Xvenue 
VVashinyU)n D C . 2u5oo 

l')ear .Mi President 

i am writing sou vMth the hopes that vou can help mv communitv I think perhaps vou 
are the only person m this counin who can and vour time to read this letter would be 
appreciated Not onlv bv me. hut hv the nb.uuO other persons who call Lakewood Ohio 
then home 

:im N ou visited the perimeter ol our ( leveland. Ohio suburb durin- the last election hut • ...„ 
not aware that vou ever came mto Lakewood Mrs Clinton did and spoke at Lakewood 
Hospital regarding heath care management 1 stood with mv one vear old (ust to see her 
Bv vinue ot where she was. she has seen l akewood. and perhaps remembers what a ureal 
looking communitv we have 

I reah/e vou are a veiA busv person and cannot read all of vour mail However 1 am 
nop-nu that vour staff who d.K-s uili bring this letter to vour attention 

Our citv. and the other West Shore communities ot Clev eland, are in leopardv of beir<' 
destroved bv the merger ot Norlolk Southem Railroad and CS.X Railroad I hev. Norlolk 
Southem. ha.: a proposal now before the Surface Iransponatu^n Board lo split up 
Conrail between themselves and CS.X Lakewood would also he split up NS has 
proposed to mcrease rail traftic through our citv bv at least three times I sav 'at least" 
because one of their lobbvists told me personally that it could be more than three times 
V\e are talking at lea.st 3b freight trains per dav Fremht trains câ T̂ n̂u hazardous waste 
and even nuclear waste not >Zu feet trom mv house I live emht houses from the tracks 
Some people live nght next to the tracks and the onlv distance span from the tracks and 
trains is the uidth ot their drivevsav Perhaps vou can now hetnn to see whv 1 am wntinu 
to vou sir 

Lakewood is a suburb of C leveland OH It is the most denseiv populated communitv 
between Neu York ( itv and c hicasio Lakewood has the most hmhwav( sidestreet) 
crossings per mile in tfie I S I here are 2 - sidestreet crossinus in three miles Nortblk 
Southem tracks completely bisect the citv of Lakewood 1 he tracks cut otl those ot us 
thai liv e north of the tracks trom emergencv serv ices from our hospital. Hre equipment and 
police services There are two elementarv schools and one middle school north of the 
tracks 1 hese schools would be cut otl from the above mentioned services I hat means 
there would be children's lues in danger .Mv child, .Mr Clinton 



Safety is the kev issue here, sir Lakewood children. ̂ >.000 pre-school and school aged, 
walk to school We are a communitv without school buses I he children walk to school 
and manv ot them must cross the railroad tracks to get to and trom school hspeciallv the 
middle school and high school children Anv increase in rail trathc puts even, ingle one 
of these children ir danger I hev would also be at risk trom other things like increase in 
air pollution. pos.sible hazardous matenals spills with no way to evacuate the schools, and 
a general decline in our communitv 

I grew up here, this is mv hometown and I have chosen to raise mv children here Fhis 
issue means a great deal to me Hvervone i have spoken to trom the railroad to citv 
othcials tell me that we don't have a chance to stop this increase in freight trafric I hev 
have said that the STB rubber stamps its okav on every proposed merger tnat has come 
before it I nave to believe this wih not happen this time You can appoint another 
member to the Surface i ransportation B( .ird who is truly concerned with the public 
interest and safety as the S I B is suppose fo do You can help Madam C hairvvoman Linda 
.Morgan see fhe importance of her decision regarding this merger Please ask Ms Morgan 
to come to Lakewood and see tor herself what our citv is and wants to remain being .Ask 
her to conduct public interest heanngs in our citv and others that would be affected bv her 
decision The people of this communitv want to be heard as should be done in a 
democracy 

\ f r Clinton. I am but one person and realize that Nortblk Southem is a HLCJH 

corporation with alot of monev. lobbvists and influence However. 1 believ e in the ideas of 
our democracy I believe that through mv one voice and the voice of others in this towu 
we can make this large corporation find altematives to plowing down the place we call 
home 

I'his IS a very grassroots efforts to make Nortblk Southem understand thev cannot do 
wh.it ever thev want to our citv I beg vou to help us I have enclosed a letter that we 
sent home to all of the children :n the fwo elementarv schools nonh of the tracks and manv 
were returned signed with family photos i hese letters were sent to .Ms .Morgan bv our 
congressman. Dennis Kucinich He has promised to help us right this increase in rail 
traffic Mr President. I hope vou will help us too 

1 have always believed. Mr Clinton, that vou were the tvpe of President who cared about 
the little people in this countn You convinced be of that two times and i voted lor vou 
I feel grateful vou are the person to whom 1 am wntinu this letter I know you are verv 
busy and have things like world peace and the ( ongress to deal with But I - all of us 
iiviniz on the Norfolk Southem tram tracks - appreciate anv time vou can give this matter 

Sineerelv 

i racev ( anjle 
12S1 liiocklev \venue 
Lakewood, ()H 44 
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IJ S .Siirt.ico transportiiliori Ijoard 
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VVashineton. IX 

Uc;ir .Sirs 

.\h ctiildirciii .iticnd \1>.Kinle\ (-lomcni.irv SCIKKII in Lake\NOod. Ohio 
Sonic ot itie children attending McKinlcv IIIUM cross ihe tracks al least i\\o limes a dav lo gel to and Irom 
sch(X)l 

1 tee! stroneh aiiaiiisl NS iiicrc.isiiii: mil iriillic h\ itirec iinic or more II iii.iv be more \Ir F.n Met line, 
\T. Public Affairs tor NS C orporation. s;iid he could not miaranicc Ihal rail traffic would not exceed the 
railroad's proposcxl .ivcr.'iiie ot '1 to i<) Ir.iiiis per d.i\ As Ns's business incrcises it is more than likely 
the above numtxrs ot trains Ihrouijli l.akewtx»d ;ind ihe West Shore .area \M1I increase also 1 his is not 
acccplable 

t ollouini; lire ihe reasons we, as a conimiiniiv cannot allowed (his to occur 

1) Saletv - lor our ctiildien who cross ihe tracks daiiv lo so to scfiool. Ihe librarv. and parks 

2) t aminu ol ha/.-irdoiis x.vjic - includmiz nuclear waste- would theorelicallv increase from the present 
number ot JS4 ,si4 i_-;irs (x-r \e,ir (alre.idv kx) hieh ol .i niiiiiber itiroiiiih our conimuniiv i lo over ~(i4.iiit(i 
cars per ve.ir hach car a potential threat to our children A studv done bv the Aucncv lor Nuclear 
Froicvts. Niicle.ir Waste Ollice. Nev.ida l\iscd numbers Irom ihc I .S Dep.iriment ol hnerav and compiled 
Ihe tollowum statistic lor the state ol Ohio shipments ot hieh level nuclcir waste trom nuclear 
plains and iiiiclc.ir we.ipoii dis,iMii,imciu will ir.nci ihroiii'li (.Iliio- 2.0<)J of thusc shipments are liket> to 
go thntugh l.akewiMtd and the NVesit Shore area of C leveland .Norlolk Southern has ;i pre-aiireement 
v ith the hederal (iovernment to carrv the alxi\c nuclĉ ir waste there are two routes through nonhem 
()hio ()ne lH,'inu throimh our communitv 

3) A tnplinn ot trams through Lakewixxl would increase air pollution .SIMI ions per \e,ir \1osi ol the 
poliiiiani hcinu nitrogen ovide 

(iilier issues ol sirong concern arc 

Evacuation ol ihe schcmls uoriti ot ihc ir.icks slKHild a tram dcr.iil and spill hazardous cargo 1 here are no 
school buses in l,akcwo(xl iherclorc, there would be no was lor the children to gel out ol the citv A 
dcvrease ol propenv \alue which would also he a dcvrease tax base lor our schools .And a flight of 
families from Lakewood which would mean a izeneral decline lor our conimunirs 

I his issue IS one ol grc;ii concern to all ol us that live in l .ikcwood Ple;ise be assured ihe citi/ens ot tlie 
West Shore area are closelv monitoring the s I H proceedines I am concerned about ihc saleiv issues and 
how in\ child (rent will be attecied 

Smcerelv. 
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^ipffict ot tl)i Chairman 

j^urfacE (SratiBportation Moarh 
Vaatiirgton. CO). 20423-0001 

Edward Rose 
1212 Hathaway 
Lakewood. OH 44107 

November 19, 1997 

DOC 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388, 'SX and Norfolk Southem - Control and Acquisition --
Conrail 

Dear Mr. Rose: 

Thank you for your recent con esp indonce concerning the potential safety effects of the 
proposed changes m train traffic in Lakev ood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CSX m acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transporfation Board' (Board) Section of Environmental .Analysis (SE.A) is 
conducting an env ironmental review of the nolential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail acquis:tion and will prepfcre an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). .\% part 
of its environmental review, SEA will addrc >s several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, trai.:portation systems, land use, energy, air quality, noise, biological resources, water 
resources, environmental justice, and cultura' and historic resources. In analyzing potential 
safely impacts, SEA w ill consider accident n k̂ and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysis of the increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due to increased tram traffic. Further. SEA will examine local 
truck traffic increases attributable to increased intemiodal activities, and safety issues associated 
vvith the integration of differing rail operating systems and procedures. In addition SE.A will 
address potential impa-ts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result of the proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concern to the residents of the west side 
of Cleveland and its westem suburbs .A representative of SE.A attended the public meeting held 
in Lakewood on September 21, 199'̂ , in ordei to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspection of the N'S route through l akewood as w ell as neighbonng communities. 
WTiile the Board and SEA do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs. you can be 
assured that your views will be carefully considered along w ith all othei comments that have 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board. SEA plans to issue the 
Draft EIS in late December 1997, w ith a 45-day public review and comment penod. After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental information 
available to da;e, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Beard, in its 
final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
partit s to call to obtain information about the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process. Infomiation is also available on the Internet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at www conrailmcrger.com. 

I have made your letter a part of the public docket for this proceeding. If you have 
additional questions conceming the EIS process, please contact Elaine K.. Ki'iser. Chief SEA, or 
Mike Dalton, SEA's Projeci Manager for this transaction, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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Ms. Linda .1. Morgan. Chairwoman 
U.S, Surface fransportaiion Board 
1925 K Street N.W,. Room 820 
Wa.shington. DC 20423 

Mr, Gus A. Owen. Vice Chair 
U.S. Surface Transportation Board 
' 925 K Street N. W., Room 850 
vVashington, DC 20423 

Re; Increase of Train I raffic throut;h Lakewood. Ohio 

Dear Madame Chairwoman and Mr, Owen: 

This letter is being written in response to Norfolk Southern's proposal to increase train traffic 
through Lakewood and the West Shore area of Cleveland to an av erage of 38 trains per day. Becaus e 
we take pride in our city and are interested in preserv ing the health and safety of our citizens, we ask 
that the Surface Transportation Board consider the following requests: 

1) Visit Lakewood to conduct an on-site inspection ot Norfolk Southen tracks 
that are routed through our community: and. 

2) Conduct a public interest hearing to address ou. safely concerns. 

With a population of approximately 60.000, Lakewood is the most densely populated city 
between Manhattan and St. Louis, vvith the tracks div iding the north and south sides of the city. Our 
community is opposed to an increase in rail iraffic tor the following reasons: 

Safct> Concerns 

1) "Travel to and from Schools. Parks. Library 

We are particularly concerned about the safety of our children. Many school-age children 
cross the tracks dailv to go lo school, the library and the parks. 

2) .Access lo Hospitals. T ire, and Police Departments 

An increase in train iniffic will severely limit access to emergency service to indivdiuals 
who are localed on the north side of the tracks. The closest and largest fire departmeni. the police 
depanment. and the onlv hospital in l akewood are localed south of the tracks. .A sloppea or slow-
moving freight train could prevent emergency services from reaching our children in an acceptable 
length of time. This delay could cost a child or loved one his or her life. 

3) Carrying of Hazardous Waste 



Additional train traffic w ill increa.se the number of trains cany ing hazardous waste from 
254,834 cars per vear to over 764.000 cars per year. Each car is a notenlial threat to our safety. The 
Agency for Nuclear Projects, Nuclear Waste Office in Nev ada conducted a sludy using data from 
the U.S. Department of Energv . The Agencv compiled the follow ing statistic for the state of Ohio: 

2.733 shipments of high-lev el nuclear waste from nuclear plants and nuclear vNcapon 
disarmament will travel ihrough Ohio. Of those 2.733 shipments. 2,063 shipments 
are likely tu travel through Lakewood and the West Shore area of Cleveland. 

4) Evacuation from Schools 

There are no school buses in Lakewood. Should a train derail and spill hazardous cargo or 
another disaster occur, there is no easy way for our children to get out of the city. 

Other Issues of .Major Concern 

1) Continued Increase of Rail Traffic 

Mr. Pat McCune. V P.. Public .Affairs for Norfolk Southem Corporation said .ic could not 
guarantee that rail traffic would not exceed the railroad's proposed aver ige of 38 trains per day. As 
Norfolk's business increases, il is more likely than not thai the number of trains through Lakewood 
will continue to rise. 

2) Property Values 

An increase in rail iraffic will decrease property v alues and the lax base for our schools. An 
eventual fiighl of families from Lakewood will result in a general decline for our community. 

This issue is one of great concern lo all of us who live. work, or hav e childien attending 
school in Lakewood. Please consider v isiting our comniunilv so we can share vvith you our 
concerns. 

cc: The Honorable Madeline Cain. Mayor. Cily of Lakewood 
Congressman Dennis Kucinich 
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A B E R D F i E N 
P O BOX 70, ABERDEEN, MARYLAND 21001 

CHARLES R BOUTIN. Mayor 
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November 17, 199/ 

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

DOCUMENT 
' 9 ,997 I 

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

RE: Notice of Intent ft) Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and 
Request for Comments on Proposed EIS Scope. 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

The city of Aberdeen was notified of the above referenced subject ihrough Harford 
Coui)f> Cnnernnienl. Since the cily has CSX and Amtrak rail line running ihnmgh our 
bo': .daries, it is appropriate lhat we comment on both the existing and potential impact of 
additional rail traffic. 

Pre'ienlly, CSX i'^ operating in a manner thaf is conducive to traditional business and 
community pallerns by concenlr.iling its tram schedules during the lale evening hours aixi 
early morning hours. The ai-grade crossings on West Bel Air Avenue and l ann Road have 
have been operating well and there have been no accidents that I'm aware of for at leas; the 
past eleven vears. There is a verv offensive noise when the trains approach the crossing and 

ABERDEEN 

AI-AinerlcaCity 

l l l l l f 

1997 



Page 2 
Ms. Kaiser 
November 17. 1997 

sound their warning (horn) systems In the quiet of the nighl (11:00 P M and 3:30 a.m.) a 
very loud noise is heard for at least a half mile distance. Some residential homes are within 
f itly feet of the rail line, while a siring of homes line the rail line the entire length of the line 
Ihrough the city. There needs to be some type of noise elimination or drastic reduction 
through improved technology development, operating methods or operating p'Mices. 

Naturally, the city is concerned about certain types of materials and ^̂ roducts being 
transported through the city and the potential for an accident/derailment. While no well 
fields are localed along the CSX rail line, a water recharge area is located along the rail 
lines. There are wells localed along the Amtrak litie. Al times, freight lines use ihe Amtrak 
lines for certain industries in Harford Ciiuniv While Harford County Government and the 
City have Emergency Operations Plans, we are unsure of CSX's plans, 

CSX operates a "maintenance yard' m the heart of the Cily along West Bel Air 
Avenue. This property is poorly managed and presents an unsightly appearance to residents 
and travelers along a major transportation artery - West Bel Air Avenue. A historic train 
depot building is unkept and is in a dilapidated condition. The "vard" contains supplies, 
debris and trash that is hapha/aidiv stockpiled. There is environmental problems with soil 
cimtaminalion on the site .\ Phase I environniLiiial study was performed in the early 1990's 
and identified soil contamination. Mtniitoring wells have fieen installed and we presume are 
being monitored. We have not received anv information on thj status oi soil contamination. 
Our water f ield recharge area is located in this area and we have concerns wilh potential 
contamination. Water test have revealed trace amounts of chloroform, benzene, 
bromodichloroinethane. dibroinochloroniethatne and bromoform that is leaking into our well 
.sources. While we can't pinpoint the location oi the entry of these chemicals, we have to be 
on guard for known historical uses that had or have the poieniial lo contribute contaminated 
products into the recharge area. 

The cily has been negotiating w ith CS.X for the purchase of the maintenance yard and 
to dale we have been unsuccessful in acquiring the properlv. The historic train depot is of 
significant historic value to the community and we would like lo preserve it as part of our 
heritage, 

I would like to tequest that the city be included in the review process of the 
Environmental Impact Statemenl and any regulatory requirement involving the future use of 
both the CSX rail line and CS.X properly within the cily. 
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Ms. Kaiser 
November 17, 1997 

Should yv.u require additional information or wish lo speak to me please contact me at 
the above number. 

Peter A Dacey 
Cilv Manager 

PAD/do 

cc: Mayor and Council 
Ms Phvllis Brock, Director of Planning 
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COMMO:sWEALTH of VJRQINJA ô...o, s.re. 

cxander W ,sc. Jr. Dueclo. Richmond, \ ,r̂ m>a 2.̂ . 
Department of Historic Resources 

November 4. 1997 '* 
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V 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief. Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washingu.n, D C. 20423 

Re: F-inance Docket No 33388 
CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and Acquisition - Conrail 
DHR File No, t^7-0190-F 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank you for your letter of October 23, 1997 concerning the referenced projeci. Based on the 
information provided, we are unable lo concur that the project w ill have no effeci on historic 
resources. We understand that the decision as lo whether the Glade Spring passing track is lo 
be included in the project he's not yet been made. If the passing track is expanded, the project 
may have an effect on the Glade Spring Historic District and the prehistoric site described in 
your letter. Once the projeci has been defined and the nature of the improvements in the area 
of the two historic properties is known, it w ill be possible to determine what the effeci of the 
project on historic resources is likely to be. 

We look forward to working with you further on this project. Please contact Cara Metz at (804) 
786-4517 if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

David 11. DuitoT 
Director, Division of Projeci Review ENVIRuî iweivJAL 

DOCUMENT 

TELEPHOSE: (804) TDD i.W) 7/t6-l934 FAX: (S04) 4261 

.4r F.qual l)ppoii. inn .4gem 
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St'pkriilvi .'J \')'>/ 

I.'S Siiil.icc I t,iiis|M)rl.ilioii lio.iiil 
A N N SI \ - l iii.mcc Docket < < iX.S 
l'>-'^ K Siicci NW 
W . i s l i i n c K i i i i ; ( . W > i 

ENVIRO. . -MTAL 
DOCUMENT 

I ) i . ; i i MIS 

Mv Lh i l ddcM) .illcnd McKinlcv l lciitoiil.in Sduml m I :ikc\\(HKl \ >hio 
Some ol llic childfcn .illciuliiif ^lckmk•^ iiiii'-i tioss ih«.- ii;icks .il IciM Iwo IIIIKV , I cl,i\ lo ccl lo .iiu) Irom 
SLIIOV>I 

I k i l Mioiii'lx ;iv.amsl \S mLH.';isiiii' i.iil icilla h\ lliicc IIIIK oi moic II m.n IK inmr \1i I'.ii \ I L ( IIIIC. 
\ l ' . I'iit>lic All.iirs lor NS ( oi|K)ialion s.ii(l lie could iiol iiii.iianicc llial rail li illic u< ild rioi c-vcccd llic 
I ; I I I IO ,KI \ proposa! axci.ii'i.' ol ' I lo io ii.iiiis (vi (l,i\ As NS's l>iismcss ukn isrs ii is more lliaii likciv 
llic alHuc iiiimlKis ol iraiiis iliroiicli I .ikcvxtxKl ;md Ihc Wtsi Shore area v i l l iiMe:i'-e .ilso I Ins is ri(<l 
acccpiahic 

IolliUMiii! .ire Ilie icisons we ;is ,i commimih laniuil ,ill()\\ed lliis lo (KCIM 

I) S.ileiN - loi our cliildieii who cross the ii.ieks d.iilv to no lo school, llie lihi.i;\ -.tin', p.irks 

21 ( . i i iMiii ' ol ha/.irdoiis wasie - iiiLhidiii!; nuclear w.isic- would llicorelic.ilh iiure ise Ironi Ihe present 
iiiiinlvi ol ."'1 ens |)ei \CMI laire.idv |IH> hmli ol a niimtvr Ihronel oiii coiiimmiiu i lo o\cr '̂oa.doo 
ens |)ei \e,ir l.a-.li car a jK)leiiiial threat lo our children A smdv )iie h\ ihe .Aeeiicv lor Nuclear 
I'loieels Niicle.ir W.tsle Ollice Nevad.i hased miinlKis iroiii ilie I s I )c|iaiiiiieiii ol I iterirs ,irid compiled 
Ihc tollouim; sialisiic lor Ihe siale ol Ohio 2. i i <, shipmeiiis ol hiuh le\cl nuclear waste Irom niirle.ir 
plains and nuclear weaiwn dis.irinanicrii will ii,i\el ihroimh ()liio- 2.0<.J ot (host- shipments art- likolv to 
t;o throiiuh I akr^wNMl :in<l Ihe West Shitrc area of ( li-M-land Norlolk Soiiiheni has ,. pre-aereemeiil 
xMlh ihc I eck'Ml (Hneiiiiiieiil lo ciiiv ilie ,ilH)\e nucle.ii vvasie I hc'V are Iwo routes llironjih noillicrii 
()liio < )ne beiim ihioni:li oiii coiimiiiiiiu 

' I \ liiplni!' ol irims iliioii!:li l.,ikew(HHl wiMild inciease ait (Hilliilion .snii loiis pel \e;ir Most ol Ihe 
polliii.iiil heiiii! mln>!Vjii ovule 

Oiliei iss'ies ol siioiii-eoiieem aie 

I v.icu.ilioii ol the scliools south o f ii;,-ks should ;i iMin dei.iil .IIKI spill li.i/atdoiis ^ait'o I liete are no 
school hnses in I akew<Hxl iherelore. there would I K no wa> lor Ihc children lo uei out ol Ihc ciiv \ 
decrease ol pio|K!ls \;ilue which would ,ilso IK' , I decie.isc i.iv base ior oi i vhoojs Viid a Kitilii ot 
lauulies lioiii I akewinxl which would iiieaii .i ueuer.il decline lor om conuuuiii'\ 

I Ins issue is one ol ureal concern to all ot iis ih.ii Ine in l akewtyxl PIc.ise K .issmed Ihe cili/cns ot Ihe 
West Shore area .ire closeK iiioiiiioriiu; the S I H proccedin.us I am concerned .IIKMII ihe s;ilel> issues and 
how m\ child ireii) will iH .ilkvled 

Siiiceieh. 

PAUL HUGHES 
AORIA HUGHES 
1334CRANFORD 
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107 
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l>e.ir Siis 

\ 1 \ chikl(ieii). 

rr \ v^. 

. iilieiid Mekinlev l leineni.irv SCIUHII in I ,»kewo<vt ( .WHO 
S<Miie ol Ihe children allendm>; McKmlcv niust cross the Ir.icks at least two times a dav to >:ei to .lud Irom 
schcK>l 

I leel siion,i;l\ ,i);ainst NS iiicie.isiii^ r.iil iiallic ()\ lliree lime or more II \\\,\\ K more Mr I'al Mc( une 
VP, Public Allairs lor NS ( orporation, s;iid he could not guarantee that rail ir.illic would riol cveccd Ihe 
iailro.id's pro[iosed .iveraiie ol * l o i(> Ir.uns per da\ As NS's business iiK ie.ises ii is more than likciv 
the .itxne iiuml)ers ol Itams throauh I akewiKKl and Ihc Wesi Shore area will increase also Ihis is not 
.icccpiable 

IDIIOWIIII; ,ne the re.is<iiis we as .1 communis t annul .allowed this to occur 

1) S.ilelv - IOI our cluldien who cioss the tracks d.iils lo i;o lo SCIKKII. Ihe lil>i,ii\ .iiid p,irks 

2) ( aiiMim ol h.i/.irdoiis waste includiii!' iiuck-.n waste- would IheoielicilK iiicre.ise Irom the present 
number ol 2^4.SM cars |Kr \e.ir (.ilreads loo hii'h ol a iiuiut>er lliromih our commimilv) lo over '()4.IMMI 
cars per sear l .ich car a ixitenlial Ihrcil to our children A sludv done b. Ihc Ai'cncv lor Nuclear 
Proiecis NuclcMi Wiisie (llliee Nes.id.i based numbers Irom Ihe I S IX-|viiimeiil f>l I iieriis and compiled 
the lollowine si.uisiic lor the st.ile ol Ohio 2. /^ ' shipments ol hiuh le\el niicle.ir waste liom niieleai 
plants and nuclcir wea|X)!i disarm.inieni will travel thr )u,uh Ohio- 2,»(>J ol those shipments arc likelv lo 
go Ihrouuh l.akewtMHl and Ihc Wesi Shore area trf ( leveland Norlolk snuihcm has ,1 prc-aereement 
Willi Ihe I edei.il (lovemmenl lo cam Ihe atxne nuclcir w.isie I here .lie Iwo routes Ihrough noilhcrn 
()|iio (luc wiiif; through our coniinimii\ 

') A liiplin.n ol liains ihioiiirli l .ikcwood would incrci.sc an |X)lhilion Mm loiis per vear Most ol Ihe 
polhil.ini belli!', niiiouen ovidc 

C)iher issues ol siront; eoneerii .ire 

I vacu.iiioii ol the scli(X)ls .south o f ir.icks should .1 li.nn dei.iil ind spill ha/.ndous carco I here arc no 
sciux)l buses in l akewcxxl . iherelore there would be no wav lor Ihc children lo >;cl oui ol ihe cilv A 
decrease ol pro|x.'rl\ \ahie which would als<i Iv a decicise tax base lor 0111 S^IUHIIS And ,1 llitihi ol 
l.'iimlics Irom I akewtxxJ which would mean .1 yenei.il decline lor our communis 

I Ins issue is one ol great concern lo all ol us thai Ine in l.akewo*xl I'kase IK.- assured the cili/ens ol Ihe 
Wesi Shore area are clo.sciv momiorini; the SI H puvccdings I am coiiccined alxMii the s<atel> issues and 
how nn child (leii) will Iv .illecled 

Sinceieh. 

1 
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PAAW.â t̂ivfwUudL. 
o(^^sJ'^odM.^Ji ^A\0> 
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\-A \o Ovoliĵ  Icvn^x,. lA' -^T^ x> r̂e 

eouAA ^\tx amtfme cr Afr̂  Xf̂^̂iW 

-AVVCVCAVC LX̂OVA. A or UjÔ xr Aimi. f\ei5: 
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.A7v\<i\X Cf{o-\an M\ chi ldneii) f r m i l i \ ( \ X . \ .TT«>-\«n ,illend McKinlev I lemeiil.iiv SCIKHII in l,akew(Hxl Ohio 

Some ol the children atlcndiiin Mcl\inle> must cross the Ir.icks al least two tunes a da\ to ficl to .and Irom 
SCIKKII 

I ke l siioniiK aLMinsi i i ic icicinc i.iil l i . i l l ic ! i \ lli iee lime or more II m.iv he moie Vir I' d \1c( une. 
\ I'. I'lihlic Al lairs lor NS ( or|X)taiioii. s;ud he could nol fiuaranlcT Ihal i.nl I M I I K would nol esceed the 
t.iilio.id's pio|H)sed average ol i | lo Itaias \ K I d.i\ As NS's hiisine-s increases il is more than likciv 
Ihe .ilxne numt)ers ol trams Ihioiinh l.,ikcw(X)d and Ihc West Shore area wil l iiicie.ise also Ihis is not 
.icccpl.ihle 

Iollow i i i i ; are the le.isons we as a comniuiuh cannot .il lo\\cd this lo occur 

1) S;ilel> - lor our children who cross Ihe Hacks d.nlN lo ):o lo SCIKK)! Ihe I I I I I ; I I \ ,III<I p.irks 

2) ( . i r r \mi ' ol ha/.irdons waste - i i ic ludini ' IHK le.ir w.isie- would Iheotelit. i lh mere.ise Irom the present 
nunilKr ol 2s4 .Si4 cars (Kr ve.u (,ilre,id\ KHI hii:h ol .i numtxr Ihroimli (>ur LOI I I I I I I I I I IU I to over 7(I4,0<MI 
cars per >car l-.ach car a potenlial Ihrcal lo out children A siiid> done In the Ayenc\ lor Nuclear 
Froiecis Nuclear Waste Ollice Nevada based nunihc-is i iom the I - S Dcp.irimeni <>l I uert;\ and compiled 
Ihc lol lowmi; slaiislic lot Ihe sl.iie ol Ohio 2 / ( i shipments ol luuh level niicle.ir waste Irom nuclear 
plants ,iiid iiiicle.ii we,i|xin dis.iriii.imeiii wi l l ir.ivel l l i iouel i Onto- 2.0(.J ut ihiist- shipments are likel> lo 
Ko throuuh l,akct««KHl and Ihe Wesi Shore area ol ( le\eiand Norlolk Souiliem has a pre-ayreemcni 
Willi llie l edeial (loveirimeni lo carrv the ,itx)\e nucle.ii waste I heie aic Iwo ionics ihtoiitih northern 
( Uiin ()iie heiii j: ihroiifih out coiiMnunilv 

U A li ipl in^i ol ir.iins ihiou.i:h l akewcxxl vsoiild iiiciease an |X)lliiiioii Xmi Utiis \ K I ve.n 
pv>lhii.ini IK-II IU iiitrofien ovide 

Most ol the 

Ol lk i issues (i| sironi; coiicein are 

I v.ieu.ilion ol the scluxils s o u t h o f tr;icks should ,i i i . i in derail :uul sjiil l l i . i / irdoii', c.irc.o I here .irc no 
sclux'l buses III l,akeu(xxl . iherelore. there would Ix; no wav lor Ihe children lo i;el out ol Ihe c i l \ A 
decrease ol pro|x;i l \ value which would also fx: a decrease lav base loi OUT SJI<X)IS And a l l i i ; l i i ol 
lanulies Irom I ;ikcw(Kxt which would mean ;i .f.cncr.il decline lor our conuiiMniu 

I Ins issue IS one ol fircai concern lo all ot us thai live in l.akewtxxl I'lease I K assured the ci l i /ei is ol Ihe 
West Shore area are closelv inorutorini' ilie S I H i)r(veedini;s I .irn concerned .IIHXII the s.iletv issues jitid 
how mv child ( le i i i wi l l be .illecled 

Sinceielv, 
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Tracy A Carroll 
1220 C ranford A\ enue 
Lakewood. OH 44107 

October 28. 1997 

U S Surface 1 ransportation Board 
.Attn SEA-Finance Docket 33.̂ 88 
1925 K Street NW 
Washinuton. DC 2042.1 

ENV. 

D 

Dear Sir or Madam. 

I am a resident of the city of Lakewood, Ohio i live in a rental duplex on a quiet, tree lined street 
filled with children, pets, and people of all ages .About a quarter of a mile down, there are a set of 
railroad tracks that carrv the Norfolk Southern Corporations rail traffic I am writing because of mv 
concern about Norfolk Southein s plan to triple traffic on these tracks 

I must cross these tracks several times d?ilv on my way to work, where I am a first grade teacher, on 
my vsay to graduate school, and to run errands in the communitv The travel inconveniences are 
obvious l.ooking deeper, howevei. there are many serious concerns 

Because I live so close to the tracks. I hear them at all hours of the day and night Whenever I hear 
the trains. I always wonder what if I needed to get to the hospital, across the tracks, or if I had 
another type of emergenc\ ' What would happen if mv elderlv neighbor needed an ambulance, which 
could not get across the tracks'* I live in an older home What would happen if a fire started, and 
the trucks could not get across the tracks in time'' 

As a teacher of voung childien. 1 am aware of the risks which railroad tracks pose fhe lure of the 
sounds and sights can be powerftil Tripling the ratVic would assert that much more of a risk to the 
many children on my street 

I hope the Surtace fransportaiion Board takes into account the safety concerns when deciding on 
Norfolk Southern s expansion plans 

Thank You. 

Tracv A Carroll 
CC Madeline Cain. Mayor. City of Lakewood, Dennis Kucinich, Congressman 



September 2^. J W 

US Surface Innsponaiion Hoard - J ^ C f ^ i t 
A l tN ShA-t-mance Uc^kci H ;«8 
|y2.s K Sirecl NW 
Washington. D< 2042 < 

Ucar Sirs 

My child(ren).^<^ i ^ /C^ /y^-iL^-'' ' ancnd Lirtcotn Elementarv school in l-akcwood. Ohio 
Lincoln is north of the Norlolk Southern railroad tracks Some ol the children attending Lincoln must 
cross the tracks at least two times ;i dav to fic\ lo and Irom school I here arc 4^0 children that attend 
Lincoln t-.lcmenlarv 

Lakewood Hospital. Ihc closest and laitest lire depanmeiii and the Police station are all localed south ol 
Ihe tracks I hus, a stopped or slow mov ing trcight train could prevent emcie.encv servites Irorn reaching 
our children in an acceptable length ol tune I his delav uMiId cosi a child their lile II conjd be mv child 
1 his IS why I Iccl stronglv against NS increasing rail trallic bv three time or more It rnav be more Mr 
Pat McC unc, VP. Public Affairs for NS Corporation, said he could not guarantee that rail tr.iffic would 
not exceed the i-ailroad's proposcxl average of »l lo <(> trains per dav As NS's business increases it is 
more than likcl'. the above numbers ol trains through Lakewood and the West Shore area will increase y 
also 1 his IS noi acceptable O^'/Uc- ^ /'U9'-^ r A'^ ^V-^-^-^^ f ^- ^ ^ 

following arc the reasons we. as a commimitv cannot allowed this to occur / ' ' 

) > .Saletv - tor our children w ho crosj Ihe tracks dailv to go to school, ihc librarv and parks 

2) C arrving ol ha/iirdous waste - including nuclear waste- would it'eorciicallv increase Irom the present 
nunitKr ol .'s4,«S4 cars per vear (alreadv loo high ot a number through our coimiiunitv i tv> er 764.(XX) 
cars per year tach car a potential threat to our children A study done bv the Agencv lor Nuclear 
Protects. Nuclear Waste (Mike Nevada based numbers Irom the Ki S Department ol hnergs and compiled 
the tollowing statistic lor ihe state ol (.)hio 2 shipments ol high lc-\el nuclear waste Irom nuclear 
pl.ants and nuclear weapon dis;iniiament will travel ihrough Ohio- 2,t»6J of those shipments arc likelv to 
go through l.ahewmMf and the West Shore area of Cleveland Norfolk Southeni has a pre-agreement 
with Ihe l-cdera' Ciovcrnineni lo carrv ihe above nuclciir waste there are two routes Ihrough northern 
Ohio One bein j through our u)mmunit> 

3) A tripling ot trains through Lakewood would increase air pollution «<Ki tons per >car Most ot the 
pollutant being nitrogen oxide 

Other issues ol strong concern are 

Hvacuation of Ihe schools north of the tracks should a train derail and spill hazardous cargo there are no 
school buses in l^kewoixl iherelore there would be no wa> for the children to eel out ot the citv A 
decrease ot proivnv value which would also be a decrease tax base lor our schools And a llighl ot 
lainilies Irom Lf kewood which would mean a general decline tor oui commuiiuv 

i his issue IS one ol great concern to all ol us thai live in Lakewood Flease be assured the citi/cns ol the 
West Shore area aa- closelv momtoring ihe S I B prtxccdings I am concerned about the saletv issues and 
how mv child (rem will be altcxted 

Sineerelv. 

/At cL/r AX. /YJL4^ 
- • - / ^ : A . . 



.September 2^, i W7 

U S Surface I nnsportalion Hoard 
A I I N ShA-l inance Dtxkc i > < 
IV2S K Street NW 
Washington. LX 2042 * 

Dear Sirs 

My ch i l d ( ren ) , / 2 i i iA I X X ^ - ^ ^ ^ ' ^ ^ ^ A ' anend Lincoln l.lcmentan School in L-ikewood. Ohio 
Lincoln is north of the Norlolk Southern railroad tracks Some ol the children attending Lincoln must 
cross the tracks at lc;jsi two times a dav lo gci to .and trom school 1 here .ire 4S(i children lhat attend 
Lincoln Klemcntarv 

attend L i 

l.akewood Hospital, the closest and largest tire departmeni and the Police station are all locatc-d souih ot 
the tracks I hus. a stopped or slow moving freight tram could prevent emcrgcnc-> services from reaching 
our children in an acceptable length ot lime I his delav could cost a cluld iheir hie It could be my child 
this IS why I leel stronglv against NS increasing rail trall ic bv three time or more li mav be more Mr 
Pat .McC une. VP Public -Xllairs tor NS Corporation said he could nol guarantee that rail trallic would 
not exceed the railroad's proposed average ol U lo Mi trains per dav ^s NS's business increases it is 
more than likel;. the above numbers ot trains through Lakewood and ihe West Shore area wi l l increase 
also I his IS no! acccpt.ablc 

hollowing arc t i e reasons we as a communitv. cannot ;.ilowcxl this to occur 

1) Saleiy - lor our children w ho cross the tracks daily to go to school, the library and parks 

2) C arrymg ot hazardous waste - including nuclear waste- would theoretically incrc;ise trom the present 
numtvr ol .'s4,S>4 cars per vear (alreadv loo high ol a numlx'r through our comnuinitv i to over 'n4,(n»0 
cars per year Lach car a potential threai to i>ur children A studv done bv the Agencv for Nuclear 
Prpicxis. Nuclear Waste Ollice Nev ada based numbers Irom the S Depanment ol hnergv and compiled 
the tollowing statistic lor the state ot Ohio 2 7<< shipments ol high icvel nuclear waste Irom nuclear 
plants and nuclear we,ip<Mi disamianieiii wi l l iravei ihrough Ohio- 2,(K)3 of those shipments are likely lo 
go through l.akewood and the West Shore area of C leveland Norlolk Southern has a pre-agreement 
with the Kederai Government to carrv the al)ove nuclear waste I here are two roules ihrough nonhem 
()h\o One bcu i i ihrough our commumiy 

M A tnpl ing ol ttains through 1 akewoixl would increase air pollution XCH) tons per year Most ol the 
pollutant being nitrogen oxide 

Other issues ol strong concern arc 

hvacuation ot the schools nonh of the tracks should a tram derail and spill haziirdous cargo I here are no 
school buses in 1 .akewoixl iherelore. there would be no way tor the children to get out ot the city A 
decrease ol pro|x;ny value which would also be a decrease tax base tor our schools And a ll ight ot 
taimlies trom Lakewood which would mean a general decline lor our community 

This issue IS one ot great concern to all of us that live in Lakewcxxl Please be assured the citizens ol the 
West shore area arc closelv monitonng the S I B pioceedings I am concerned about the saletv issues and 
how mv child (rc'ii) wi l l tv alteclcd 

Sineerelv. 

cx Jpit K •X/)Cl 



September 2 ?, 1V97 E< 
U S Surlacc I rinsportation Hoard 
A I IN: ShA-l-inancc Docket < i iH8 
192.*! K Street NW 
Washmgton. Dt 2(t42 < 

CL.. 

Dear Sirs: 

Mv child(rcn). . ^ . attend Lincoln l.lcnienlar^ school in Lakewood t)hio 
Lincoln is north of the Norlolk Southem railroad tracks Some ol the children attending L incoln must 
cross the tracks at least two times a d.iy to get to and Irom school I here are 4.'iu cluldren that attend 
Lincoln LIcmciilary 

Lakewood Hospital, the closest and largest lire department and the Police station are all located south ot 
the tracks I hus, a stopped or slow moving Ireighl tram could prevent emcrgencv services trom reaching 
our children in an acceptable length ol iinic I his delav could cosi a child iheir lite It could be my child 
I his IS why I leel stronglv against NS increjising rail trallic bv three time or more It mav be more Mr 
Pat McC une. VP. Public Allairs tor NS Corporation s;nd he could nol guaranlec that rail trallic would 
not exceed the railroad's proposcxl average ol < I to <t) trains per day As NS's business increases it is 
more ihan likcl;. the above number- ot trains through Lakewcxxl and Ihe West Shore area will increase 
also I Ills IS no: acceptable 

hollowing are the reasons we. as a communitv cannot allowed this to occur 

1) Saleiy - lor our children w ho cross Ihe tracks daily to go to school ttie librarv and parks 

2) ( arrving ol hazardous waste - including nuclear waste- would theorelicallv increase Irom the present 
number ol .!-'4.>;u cars per vear (alreadv too hiL'h ol a number through our community) to over VM.IMM) 
cars per year hach car a poicniial threat to our children A study done bv the Agencv lor Nuclear 
ProHXis. Nuclear Waste Ollice Nevada tvised numbeis trom the i, S Department ol Lncrgy and compiled 
the tollowing statistic lor the slate ol Ohio 2 7^1 shipments ol high level nuclear waste irom nuclear 
pl.anis and nuclear wciipon disarinamcni will travel ihrough Chio- 2,063 of those thipments are likely lo 
go through Lakewo4Nl and th* West Shore area of C leveland Norlolk Southern has a pre-agreement 
with the t-edera! Ciovemment to cany the above nuclear waste I here arc two routes through nonhem 
Ohio One bcini; through our communitv 

A tnpling ot trains through Lakewood would incicase air pollution m> tons per vear Most ot the 
pollutant being nitrogen oxide 

Other issues ol strong concern are 

h\ acualion of the schools north of ihc tracks should a tram derail and spill hazardous cargo There are no 
school buses in Lakewood therelorc there would be no wav for the children to gel out ot the city A 
decrease of proix-nv value which would also be a decrease tax base lor our schools And a llight ot 
families from Lakewood which would mean a general decline tor our community 

I his issue IS om ot great concern to all of us that live in Lakewood Please be assured the citizens ot the 
West Shore area are closelv monitonng the SI B proceedings 1 am conc-emcd about the saletv issues and 
how mv child (reii) will be illcx-tcd 

SirKctelv. 



,September 2.̂ , 1997 

U S Siirliace Trmsportation Hoard 
A I IN .Sfc.A-1 inancc Docket < < iK« 
1V25 K Street NW 
Washington. LX 2042 < 

Dear Sirs: 

Mv child(ren), - attend Lincoln 1 lenienian School in L.;ikewood Ohio 
Lincoln is north of the Nortolk Southem railroad tracks Some ol the cl.ildrcn attending Lincoln must 
cross the .racks at least two times a day to gel lo ,ind trom school I here arc 4^0 children that attend 
Lincoln hlemcntary 

Lakewood Hospital, the closest and largest lire department and the Pohce station are all located south of 
the tracks I hus. a stopped or slow moving freight train could prevent emergency services Irom reachinu 
our children in an acceptable length ol time I his delav could cosi a child their lile It could be mv child 
I his IS why I feel strongly against NS increasing rail trxilic bv lliicv time or more It mav be more Mr 
Pat McCune. VP. Public Allairs lor NS Corporation, said lie could nol guarantee th.ii rail trallic would 
not exceed the ailroad's proposed average ol U to trams per day As NS's Ousiness increases i. is 
more than likel;. ihc above numbers ol trams througti Lakewood and the West Shore area will increase 
als(< I his IS no! acceptable 

Following are tlic reasons wc as a community. cannot allowed this to occur 

1) Saiety - lor our children who cross the tracks aaily to go to school the librarv and parks 

2) ( arrving ol hazardous waste - including nuclear waste- would theoreiically increase trom the present 
number ot .'s4.>;^4 cars per vear (aLreadv loo high ol a number through our community) to over 7o4 IMK) 
cars per year Lach car a potential threat lo our cluldren A studv done bv the Agenc-v tor Nuclear 
Protects Nuclear Waste Ollice. Nevada based numbers Irom the IJ S Department of hnergy and compiled 
the tollowing statistic tor the slate of Ohio 2.7^^ shipments ol high level nuclear waste trom nucfcar 
plants and nuclear weapcMi disamiameni will travel through Ohio- 2.(»63 of those shipments are likely lo 
go Ihrough 1 akewcKKl and the West Shore area of C leveland Nortolk Soulheni has a pre-agreement 
with the hcderal Ciovemmeni to carry the above nuclear waste there are two routes through nonhern 
Ohio One bein? through our community 

:i) A tnpling ol trams through I akewood would increase air pollution 800 tons per vear Most of Ihe 
pollutant being nitrogen oxide 

(Jther issues ot strong concern are 

hvacuation of the schools north of the tracks should a tram derail and spill hazardous cargo I here are no 
school buses in IwikewovxJ therefore there would be no way for the children to get . , ot the city A 
decrease ol projxrtv value which would also be a decrease tax base lor our schools And a Might ot 
lamilies from Liikewood which would mean a general decline for our community 

I his issue IS one ol great concern to all of us that live in LakewiKxl/ Please be assured the citizens ot the 
West Shore area arc closelv monitonng the S I B proceedings I am concx'mcd about the salietv issuo and 
how mv child (rem will be altcxtcd 

. .A! . 
Smcerelv, 



September 2^, :997 EM 
LJ S Surlacc I nnsportalion Hoard 
A l I N ShA-l inance Docket < < iX8 
I W K Street NW 
Washington LM 2042 < 

Dear SKS 

n 
My chi ldtrcnl . iy^Ol- / ~ 7 t A attend Lincoln hicmentary School in Lakewood Ohio 
Lincoln is north of the Nortolk Southern railroad tracks Some ot ihe children attending Lincoln must 
cross the tracks at least two times a day to gel to and Irom school I here are 4.M) children that attend 
Lincoln hiemcntarv 

Lakewood Hospital, the closest and largest lire department and the Police station are a'l located south ot 
the tracks I hus, a stopped or slow moving freight tram could prevent emergcnc-v servicc-s trom reaching 
our children in an acceptable length ol time I his delav could cost a child iheir lite It could be my child 
I his IS whv I lc:l stronglv against N^ increasing rail trallic bv tlircx lime or more It mav be more Mr 
Pal McCune VP Public Allairs lor NS Corporation said he could nol guarantee that rail trallic would 
not exceed the ailroad's proposed average ol U to <b trams per day As NS's business increases it is 
more Ihan likcl. Ihe above numbers ot trains through Lakewood and the West Shore area will increase 
also I his IS no: acceptable 

hollowing are the reasons we as a communitv. cannot allowed this to occur 

1) .Safety - for our children v o cros' the tracks daily to go to school, the library and parks 

2) ( arrving ol hazardous w.ts'e - including nuclear waste would thcxireiically incrciise trom the present 
number ol .'•>4.>;U cars per vear (alreadv too high ol a number through our communitv i lo over 764.(MM) 
cars per year Lach car a potential threat to our children A studv done bv the Agencv lor Nuclear 
Proicxis, Nuclear Waste Oflioc. Nevada based numbers Irom the IJ S Dcp;irtmcnt of Lnetgy and compiled 
the tollowing statistic lor the stale ol Ohio 2 73^ shipments ol high level nuclear waste from nuclear 
plants and miclcar weapon disarmameni will travel through Ohio- 2,(>63 of those shipments arc likely lo 
go through Lakewood and the West Snore area of C leveland Nortolk Southern has a pre-agreement 
with the Federal Ciovemnient to carry the above nuclear waste I here are two routes through nonhem 
Ohio One bemj through our community 

?) A tnpling ol trains through Lakewood would incicasc air pollution m i tons per vear Most ot the 
pollutant being nitrogen oxide 

Other I'sues ol strong concern arc: 

hvac'-ation ol the schools north ol the tracks should a train derail and spill hazardous cargo I herc are no 
schjol buses in lakewood therefore there would bt no way lor the children to get out ol the citv A 
decrease ot proixnv value which would also be a decrease tax base lor our schools And a flight ol 
lamilies from Liikewood which would mean a general decline lor our community 

t his issue IS one of great concem to all of us that live m Lakewood Please be assured the citizens of the 
Wesi shore area arc closelv monitonng the S I B procccxlings I am concerned aboui the safetv is.sues and 
how mv child (rc-ni will be attecied 

Smcerelv, 



Sepiembcr 2.^, ; V97 

LI S Surtace Transportation Hoard 
A I T N Sh.A-Firiancc Docket H < >K8 
1925 K Street NW 
Washington. D( 20423 

Dear Sirs 

My chiid(ren). nd Lincoln hicmentary School in L.akewood. Ohio 
Lincoln is nonh of the Nortolk - ^ i h c m railroa'd tracks Some ol the children ancndmg Lincoln must 
cross the tracks at Icasl two times a dav lo gel to and from school There are 4.'«0 children that attend 
Lincoln hiemcntan . 

l ^ e w o o d Hospital, the closest and largest fire dcpanmciii and the Police station are all located south of 
the tracks Ihus. a slopped or slow moving freight tram could prevent emergency services from reaching 
our children in an acceptable length ot t ime i his delay could ccsi a child their lite It could be mv child 
1 his IS why i f&;l stronglv against .NS increasing rail traflic by three time or more II mav be more Mr 
Pat McCune. VP. Public Affairs for NS Corporation, said tie could not guarantee thai rail trattic would 
not exceed the ailroad's proposed average of * l to traias per dav As NS's business increases i i is 
more than likely the above numbers of trains through Lakewood and the West Shore area wi l l increase 
also I his IS no acceptable 

Following are the reasons we as a communitv cannot allowed this to occur 

1) Saletv - lor our children who cross the tracks daily to go to school, the library, and parks. 

2) C arrying ol hazardous waste - including nuclear waste- would theorencally mcrease trom the present 
number ol 2.S4.S34 cars per vear (already too tugh ol a number through our community) to over 4,()0(i 
care per year ,i-.ach car a potential threat to our children A study done bv the Agency tor .uclcar 
Protects. Nuclear Waste OlTicc Nevada based numbers from the U S Department of hnergy and compiled 
the tollowing statistic lor the state of Ohio 2.7.33 shipments of high level nuclear waste from nuclear 
plants and nucieai weapon disamianicnt w i l l travel through Ohio- 2.063 of those shipments are likely to 
go through Lakewood and the West Shore area of Cleveland Norfolk Southem has a pre-agreement 
with the Federal Ciovemmeni to carry the above nucle;ir waste ITiere are two routes through nonhem 
Ohio One bcin s through our commumty 

3) A tnpl ing of trains through Lakewood would increase air pollution 8(K) tons per vear .Most ot the 
pollutant being nitrogen oxide 

Other issues ot strong conecin are 

hvacuauon of the schools north of the tracks should a train derail and spill fiazardous cargo There are no 
school buses in lakewood therefore, there would be no way for the children to get out of the citv A 
decrease ot pro|xny value which would also be a decrease tax base tor our schools Arid a ll ight of 
families from Lakewood which would mean a general decline for our commumty . 

I his issue IS one of great concern t.) all ol us that live in Lakewood Please be assured the citizens ot the 
West Shore area are closelv monitonng the S I B proceedings I am concerned about the saletv issues and 
how my child (rem wil l be attcxrted 

Sineerelv. 
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i 
W W WEST VlR(i IMA DIVISION OF 

CULTURE AND HISTORY 

November 3, 1997 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environniental .Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, DC 20423 

RF:: Railroad Control A p p l i c a t i o n , Finance Docket No. 33388 
Norfolk Southern/CSX/Conrail Railroad Acquisition 

FR# 97-302-MULTI 

Dear Ms. Kaiser, 

We have received the above referenced project for review as required 
by Section 106 of the National H i s t o r i c Preservation Act of 1966, as 
amended, and i t s implementing regulations, 36 CFR 800: "Protection 
of H i s t o r i c Properties." 

Your l e t t e r dated August 8, 1997 states that a c q u i s i t i o n r e l a t e d 
a c t i v i t i e s are l i m i t e d i n West V i r g i n i a to increased r a i l r o a d t r a f f i c 
along the Point of Rocks, MD to Harpers Ferry, WV (CSX), WD Tower to 
Ri v e s v i i l e (CSX), El.uore to Deepwater (NS) , Fola Mine to Deepwater (CR) 
and Harrisburg, PA to Riverton, VA (NS) r a i l l i n e segments. The 
increased t r a f f i c i s l i m i t e d to e x i s t i n g trackage except f o r the 
possible a d d i t i o n of a si d i n g vrithin the Elmore to Deepwater r i g h t of 
way. No other ground disturbance or physical a l t e r a t i o n s 
to existir\g buildings or structures would be required for A c q u i s i t i o n -
related a c t i v i t i e s . 

Based upon our review of Volume 6B, Part 2, Section 23.0, the project 
w i i l cross o i be adjacent to several h i s t o r i c d i s t r i c t s located i n 
Mullens. Shepherdstown and Harpers Ferry. However, no d i r e c t impact 
w i l l occur. Should the referenced siding be b u i l t , i t i s u n l i k e l y that 
i t w i l l impact previously undisturbed archaeological resources w i t h i n 
the r a i l r o a d r i g h t of way. Therefore, we concur that the proposed 
a c q u i s i t i o n as described w i l l have no e f f e c t on c u l t u r a l resources 
l i s t e d on or e l i g i b l e to the National Register of H i s t o r i c Places. You 
may wish to contact Donald Campbell, Superintendent of the Harpers 
Ferry National H i s t o r i c Park, regarding the increased t r a f f i c through 
t h i s h i s t o r i c d i s t r c t . 

THECULTLIRALCENTER • N00K.AN.AWH.AROULE 'ARD.E.AST • CH,-\RLESTON,\X'EST VIRGINI.A25305-03v)0 
THLEPHĉ NH 304-̂ 5S-0:20 • EAX '04-'i5S-:77̂  • TDD 304-55S-35O2 

EEC),.AAhMPLOYtR 



Page 2 
Elaine Kaiser 
November 3, 1997 

The October 1. 1997 notice regarding the f i n a l Scope of the 
Environmental impact Statement requests r o t i f i c a t i o n i f you do not wish 
to receive the DEIS or FEIS. In an e f f o r t to conserve resources, 
please l i m i t f u r t h e r correspondence with our o f f i c e to the ininimum to 
document compliance I t i s not necessary to provide our o f f i c e w i t h 
the DEIS or the FEIS unless the scope of a c t i v i t y changes w i t h i n our 
st a t e . 

We appreciate the opportunity to be of service. I f you have ar^y 
questions, please contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Susan M. Pierce 
Deputy State H i s t o r i c Preservation 

O f f i c e r f o r Resource Protection 

cc: Carole Peter, Dames and Moore 
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A taJiewood Hospital 
Paramedic Unit is delayed by 
a train at Summit Avenue. 
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DOCUMENT 

U S Suii'ace Transportation Board 
1Q25 -K " Street. N W 
Washington. D C 20423 

Attention: SEA - Finance Docket 33388 

20^4 Warren Road 
Lakewood. OH 44\07/s^. 

November 7, 1997 

Gentlemen/l .adies: 

As a 32-year resident ol the City ot l.akewood. I atn deeply concerned about a proposal 
before you from Noifolk Southem and C SX tiiat would sienificantK increase train traffic through 
heavily residential west shore communities bordering the C itv of C le\ eland 

Is it possible that the bu.siness ad\ antag.- gained by such action is worth the loss of human 
life or pcmianent impairment due to delayed treatment * Surely that will be the lesuh 

In I akewood. many of our elderly residents l i \ e north of the railroad tracks Man\ ol 
our young children walk to schools north of the tracks Our local emergency medical seiA ice 
system is based south of the tracks at l.akewood Hospital Hie conclusion is ob\ ious 

Imagine your Uned one in a life-threatening situation waiting foi the ambulance, police car 
or fire trtick lialted-siiens muted-b> \et another thundering tiain at a railroad crossing 1 pra> u 
won t be my grandchild. 

Please do not put our health and safetv at furthei risk by sanctioning more trains slicing 

our communit) apart. 

Sincerely. 

Irene Madasz ; 
(Mrs. Gerald Madasz) 



ENV!HC:;riSENTAL 
DOCUMENT ' . "'7 

U.S. Surface Transportation Board 

ffiA Finance Docket 333?'8 

1925 K St, -.-.W. 

Washington B.C. 201)23 

I vrritc) to exnres.s nj- opposition to the proposed increase i n tlic nunber 
of trains sc-ieciulad on the I .'or folk-Mouthers tr--cks throuj^h Lakoirood, 
Rock:.̂  River, .?ay V i l l are, and Avon Ohio. 

Tlie noucpapcrs cvD-rcst that the munber of trains per day w i l l increase 
from less t.han 20 to 36 or UO, That woulo r e s u l t ' i n one t r a i n ever\-
30-liO minutes. 

I l i v e about 200 yards .'̂ ron the tracks. About 3sOO iu, -..-jek or so a-o 
I v/as auokonod by an cntnusiastic t r a i n enr-ineer blowin- l;is hovf^ alnost 
continously f ron one end of Lakevrood to the ot?ier. This happens f a i r l y 
o f t en , Increasin.c t r a f f i c , of course, would increase the nunber of 
la te night trains liootinc and r a t t l i n ^ : tlirouf^}; our c i t i e s . 

great concern, nc. -ver, i s f o r the e f fec t of so nany trains on 
the deplo^Tient of Police, Fire , l iedical , -md other safet- forces. 
Man;y' of the trains presently using the tracks are veiy lonn, and they 
block nany streets fo r considerable periods of time. 

Also, we do not know i f hazardous carfroes are car-ied throuc'h these towns, 
but i f thoy are, nncreasinr- the number of t rains would increase the 
hazard. 

Anot.'ior urjcnô -.-n i s the e f fec t of a lar.-c increase i n t r a f f i c on real 
estate values the area. I believe the e f f ec t vrould be detrimental. 

There ;Tust bo .alternate options to sue.'; a Jrast 'c increase i n t r i f f i c 
nlonf the Ivortl-: fihore. 

Than}p<7ot̂  f o r youtf o^ii^deration, 

Pxib-rt Welty / 
1233 Overlook M . 
Lal-cewood, Ohio iialO? 



DOCUW.ENT 

430 Pellet! Dnve 
Bav Village OH 44140 
November I . !W7 

1 ederai Surface 1 ran.sporiation Board 
.Section ol l.nvironmental .Analysis 
10:s K Street NW 
Washington 1) f 2042.1 

Gentlemen 

I ' l I , A S I " NO IN( Ri AS! IN NOKIOI K SOI I I I I KN RMl IRAII I ' H I R O I CIH Ol R Wl SI 
SMCRi; C O V I M I M H I S Ol- I.AKI VV(M)I.V R(){ KY RIVl R. BAY VlLl .AGK, ETC " ' l ! would create 
r i RRIHI.I-. problems f")r the whole area 

\ er\ irulv vours 

Judiih .1 Bulloch 
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Commonwealth of Pennsvlv,ini,i 

Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission 
Bureau tor Historic Preservation 

Post Oftice Box 1026 
Haisi-sburg, Pennsylvania 17108-1026 

November 5 

Elaine K, Kaiser 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
O f f i c e of the Secretary, Cast 
Finance Docket No, 33388 
1925 K S t r e e t , N,W, 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

C o n t r o l U n i t 

Re: ER 97-0776-042-K 
STB Docket No. 33388: CSX C o i p o r a t i o a and CSX 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n , Inc., N o r t o l k Sou^-hern C o r p o r a t i o n a 
N o r f o l k Southern Railway Company--Control and Operat 
Leases/Agreements-Conrail, I n c . and Consolidated Rai 
Co r p o r a t i o n : F i n a l Scope of the Environment Impact 
Statement 

nd 
i o n 
1 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

The Bureau f o r H i s t o r i c P r e s e r v a t i o n (the State H i s t o r i c 
P r e s e r v a t i o n O f f i c e ) i s rev i e w i n g the above named p r o j e c c i n 
accordance w i t h Secuion 106 of the N a t i o n a l H i s t o r i c P r e s e r v a t i o n 
Act of 1966, as amended i n 1980 and 1992, and the r e g u l a t i o n s (36 
CFR Part 800) of the Advisory Council on H i s t o r i c P r e s e r v a t i o n . 
These requirements i n c l u d e c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the p r o j e c t ' s poten-
t - i a l e f f e c t upon bo t h h i s t o r i c and a r c h a e o l o g i c a l resources. 

We are i n r e c e i p t c f your l e t t e r of October 1, 1997 
concerning the development of the f i n a l Environmental Impact 
Statement f o r the above l i s t e d p r o j e c t . The Bureau f o r H i s t o r i c 
P r e s e r v a t i o n i s the o f f i c e of the Stat e H i s t o r i c P r e s e r v a t i o n 
O f f i c e r i n the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, We are not an 
" i n t e r e s t e d p a r t y " . We have w r i t t e n t o your agency concerning 
t h i s p r o j e c t numerous times concerning the l a c k of adequate 
c o n s u l t a t i o n on t h i s p r o j e c t . The m a i n l i n e of tne C o n r a i i crack 
through Pennsylvania i n v o l v e d i n t h i s p r o j e c t has been determined 
e l i g i b l e f o r r.h'=' N a t i o n a l R e g i s t e r of H i s t o r i c Places as the 
former Pennsyl - l i a R a i l r o a d Main Line. This and ot h e r N a t i o n a l 
R e g i s t e r resources i n c l u d e d m t h i s p r o j e c t have not been 
adequately addressed i n any of the docu?ientation r e c e i v e d t o date 
by our o f f i c e . Unless the f i n a l EIS i s expp.ided t o address these 
resources, i t i s our o p i n i o n t h a t S e c t i o n IOD review i n 
Pennsylvania i s not complete. 



Page 2 
E. Kaiser 
Nov. 5, 1997 

I f you need f u r t h e r information i n t h i s matter please 
consult Susan Zacher at (717) 783-9920. 

Sincerely, 

Kurt W, Can, Chief 
D i v i s i o n of Archaeology 

and Protection 

cc: Advisory Council on H i s t o r i c Preservation 
KWC/smz 
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Surface aranaportation iBoarb J / ^ - .3 3 ^ ^ ^ 
Waahtnaton. B.d. ?a423-nDDl 

(.©trui ot %t (rtiairman 

November 13, 1997 

Mr ,'\rlycc Ryan 
1280. Hathaway 
Lakewood, OH 44107 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388. ( 'S\ and Norfolk Southem -- Control and .Acquisition --
Conrail 

Dear Mr Ryan: 

Thank you for your recent correspondence conceming the potential safety effects of the 
proposed changes in train traffic in Lakewood resulting from the proposal oy Norfolk Southem 
(NS) and CS.X to acquire Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Hnvirontnental Analysis (SE.A) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated w i h the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and will prepare an Environmental 'mpact Statement (EIS). .As part 
of its en\ ironmental review, SE.\ will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safety, transportation s\stcms, land use. energ\. air quality, noise, biological resources, uater 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and historic resources in analy/ing potential 
safety impacts. SE.A will consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysis of the incre;ised probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous materials due to increased train traffic. Farther. SE.A w ill examine local 
truck traffic increases attnbutable to increased intermodal activities, and safety issues associated 
w ith the integration of differing rail operating systems and procedures. In addition, SE.A will 
address potential impac'.s on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due lo increases in rail-related operations as a result of the proposed Conrail 
acquisition. 

SE.A is fullv aw are that these issues are of major concem to the resident:, of the west side 
of Cle\ eland and its westem suburbs. .A representative of SE.A attended the public meeting held 
in Lakew ood on September 21.199". in order to hear those concerns first hand, and also 
conducted a'- inspection of the NS route through Lakew ood as w ell as neighbonng communities. 
While the Board and SE.A do not expect to conduct an\ additional public hearings, you can be 
assured that >our views u ill be carefully con.=idered along with all other comments that have 
been received in this matter. 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SE.A plans to issue the 
Draft EIS in late December i957, with ? 45-dav public review and comment penod After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, review ing a!! cnvironmertal information 
available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the Board. In its 
final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
conments. the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten decision in 
July 1998. 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotline (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
parties to call to obtain infomiation about the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process. Information is also available on the Internet on SE.A's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at www.conrailmerger.com. 

I have made your letter a part of the public docket for this proceeding. If you have 
additional questions conceming the EIS process, please contact Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief, SE.A. or 
Mike Dalton, SEA's Project Mana.ter for this transaction, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sineerelv, 

Linda J. Moman ^ 

-2-



Ctioirwonian Linda J Morgan 
Surface Transportriuon Board 
1925 K St Northi West. Rm 82Q 
Wastiington, DC, 2(D4c'3 

Dear Madam Chairwoman, 

Thin letxer is tx) request that tne Surtace Transportation Board cxime to Lakewood inspect 
Norfolk Southern Railroad's route in my cumniuinty '"f^ 

I am also requesting the Surface Transportation Eocrd to conduct a public safety heanng 
in Lakewood 

The reasons for this are as follows 

1 Any increase of freight trains will interfere with the ability of Lakewood s police and fire 
safety to directly and timety respond to fires, cnme and natural disasters 

2 Any increase ot freight trains will significantly inter^err with the ability of lakewood 
Hospital. It s ambulances and paramedic squads to directty and timely respond to medical 
emergencies from any and all causes • a matter of lite and death, whereby minutes in 
response time can often mean the difference. 

3 Any increase of freight trains will adversely impact the ability of all types of coordinated 
emergency response teams fx^twi .en Lakewood and other westshore communities to 
best use each others medical facilities and tire and police forces and equipment in a 
predictable and timely fashion. 

4 Any increase of freight trains will inct^ase the likelihood of derailments and the nsk 
th.qt hazardous matcial will be released This would also increase the likelihood for 
evacuating residents within two to four miles of the tracks [an evacuation range that 
encompasses «//of Lakewood s) tor safety and health reasons 

Please advise me of your decision in writing 

Respectfully, 

o 
a: «-> tn 

cr 
—1 

tn 
cr 

a-' 
X - o 

- C 

O . r-
->o 

,/7 

Arlyce fliyan 

1280 Hathaway 
Lakewood, Ohio 44107 
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Surface CTraneportatinn iBoarb y ' - / f t / C 
Baeliington. CC, 20423-0001 

/ 
- f > 

(Offitr at ttit ([hairman 

November 13. 199' 

The Honorable Dan Brady 
Ohio House of Representatives 
3466 Boswortli Road 
Cleveland, OH 44111 

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

Conrail 

Dear Representati\e Brady: 

Thank \ou for your recent correspondence outlining vour concems and those of your 
constituents reuardinu the potential safety etTects of the proposed changes in tram traffic in 
Lakewood resulting from the proposal by Norfolk Southem (NS) and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

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

The EIS also will present an analysis of the increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous materials due to increased train traffic Further. SEA will exannne local 
truck tratTiC increases attnbutable to increased intermodal activities, and safety issues associated 
w ith the integration of difTenng rail operating systems and procedures. In addition, SE.A v ill 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due to increases in rail-related operations as a result of the proposed Co-irail 
acquisition, 

SE.A is fully aw aie that these issues are of major concem to the residents of th.' w est side 
of Cleveland and its westem suburbs A representative of SEA attended the public meeting held 
in Lakewood on September 21. 199"̂ . in order to hear those concems first hand, and also 
conducted an inspeclion of the NS route thiough Lakewood as well as neighbonng communitiev 
While the Board and SE.A do not expect to conduct any additional public heanngs, you can be 
assured that your view s will be carefully confid'̂ '-ed along with all other comments that have 
been received in this matter. 

3 3 3 ^ 



Under the revised procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA plans to issue the 
Draft EIS in late December 1997, with a 45-day public reviev and comment penod After 
conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental information 
available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all public 
comments, SEA plans to issue in May 1998 a Final EIS for cons-deration by the Board. In its 
final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including all public 
comment',, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten decision in 
July 1998 

SEA has established a toll-free environmental Hotlme (1-888-869-1997) for interested 
parties to call to obtain infomiation about the proposed Conrail acquisition and the Board's 
environmental review process. Infomiation is also available on the Intemet on SEA's "Conrail 
Acquisition Web Site" at www .conrailmcrger.com. 

Thank you for your interest in this matter I w ill iiave your letter made a part of the 
public docket for this proceeding. If you have additional questions conceming the EIS process, 
plea,se contact Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief. SFA. or Mike Dalton. SEA's Project Manager for this 
transaction, at (202) 565-1530. If 1 can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact 
me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



6̂  
1466 Bosworth Road 
Olevelana, Ohio 44111 
216) 252-1718 - Home 
614) 466-3454 - Office 
1-800-252-0253 - Toll Free 
614) 644-9494 - Fax 

Ms. Linda J. Morgan, ("hair\*oman 
I . S. Suiface 1 ransportation Board 
1925 K Stieet. NW 
W ashington, DC 20423 

RE: Kinance Docket 3J388 

DAN BRADY 
STATE REPRESENTATIVE 

17th House Distnct 
Cuyahoga County (part) 

October 5, 1997 

COfl^MITTbES: 
Judiciary and Criminal Justice 
Economic Development and Small 

Business 

o 
3 : 

3r 

Dear Ms. Morgan 

I am the elected State Representative for the 17th Ohio House District. The 17th District, is composed of the 
entire city of Lakewood, as ;vell as neighborhoods on Cleveland's v%eM side. The district is the most denseU populated of 
ail 99 house disti icts in the State of Ohio. 

The increase in rail traffic anticipated as a result of fhe proposal b> Norfolk-Southern ( orporation v*ould create 
inconvenient and potentialK dangerous conditions for thousands of citizens in both Lakewood and Cleveland. In both 
communities, street after street feature railroad crossings. In fact, l.akewood has the most railroad crossings per mile of 
any communitv in the entire country. 

The C itv of Lakewood is one of the finest communities in Ohio, People choose to raise their families in 
Lakewood because it has a reputation for providing a high qualitv of life for its l esidents. Our citizens have invested their 
life savings in this community, and we have a responsibility to do all v,v can to protect their interests. 

More imports tl>, however, I am concerned about the impact of this proposal on safetv. The ability of police, fire 
and emergency medit . service to leach their destination in time is critical. As you are aware, a few minutes may make 
thv different^ hetv.cc;-, life and death ir. ar. cir.vrgcr.c;. :,:iaat:cr.. 

During the school year thousands of children walk to school in Lakewood; during the summer many of these 
same children are playing and riding bicycles in their neighborhoods. It would be a mistake to minimize the risk to these 
children that may bt caused by increased rail traffic. 

I am pleading to you and the Surface Transportation Board to conduct a public hearing on this vital issue in our 
community. I am begging you to do all you can to protect us from the impact of this proposal. Please work with us to 
seek alternatives that will not upset the delii ate balance that exits in this congested urban setting. 

Sincerely, 

Dan Brady, State Representative 

cc: Mayor Madeline ( ain. Lakewood 
Ignited States Senator. John Glenn 

77 South High Street, Columbus, O H 43266-0603 
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DAVI I5M B I - * S I > Y (1IAIK.MA.N 

• R i a i . ^ D A K<XSlVO.M 
STATt: THHASlKfcJt 

h.AKI i ' K MOMHIS IK 
coMnvoij m ,)f-.\>.»Ai 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

^tittc IBubgrt anb Control iBoarb 
()KH( K. OF STATK Bl IXJKT 

u w L- IILZI 4 1 fc2 1.ADY SIVKi-n^. 1 Zni HOOK 
IXX.UMBIA. S r x i l l CAHOt INA 29201 

(W3) 7W-221C 

C110«(* S DOtIN, JK 
DOthCTt* 

JOHN D f l f M M O V D 
ClIAIkMAS SKNATF PISA-NCT. COMMTTtW. 

OIAIRMA.N. WAYS AND KA,NS COMMmW 

LLTH^J) r CAKTEi t .— 

hjo-n -nvK QiHi.:Cr̂ .̂  ^ 

November 5, 1997 

Ms. Hlaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Hn\ ironmental Analysis 
Case Control Unit,. STB Finance Docket No,33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K. StreeL N- W. 
Washington, D. C. 20423-0001 

Project Name- CSX Ct>rporation & CSX Transportation, Inc. Norfolk Southern 
-C\)rportation & Norfolk Southern Railway Company control and Operating 
Leases/Agreements- Conrail Inc. 

Projert Number: SC-jyoS] 1-172 

Dear Ms. Kaiser, 

The Office of State Budget, has conducted an intergovernmental review on the 
above referenced activity as provided by Presidential Executi\ e Order 12372. All 
comments receiveci as a result of the review are enclosed for vour use. 

The State Application Identifier number indicated above should be used in any future 
correspondence with this office. If vou have anv questions call me at (803) 734-0485. 

Sineerelv, 

7^ 
RodnA P. CiriM'Ie 
Grai/ts Services Coordinator 

Y n (X03) 734-0645 



Budget & Control Board: Office of 
State Budget 
South Carolina Project Notification and 
Review System 
1122 Ladv Street, 12th flcor 
Columbia. vSC 29201 

State Application Identifier 
SC970811-172 

Suspense Date 
9/27/97 

Dr. James A. Timmerman, J r . 
South Carol ina Wildlife and Marine Resources Department 

Tho Ofrice of State Budget is authorized to operate the South Carolina Project 
Notification and Review Sy.stem (SCPNRS). Through the system the appropriate 
.state and local officials are given the opportunity to revdeuC comment, and be 
involved in efforts to obtain and use federal assistance, and to as.' ess the 
relationship of proposals to their plans and programs. 

Plea.̂ e review the attached information, mindful of the impact i t ma', have on your 
agency's goals and objectives. Document the results of your review in the space 
provided. Return your response to us by the suspense date indicated above. Your 
comments v\all be reviewed and utilized in making the ot^cial state recommendation 
concerning the project. The recommendation will be forwarded to the cognizant 
Icderal agency. 

Should you have no comment, please return the form signed and dated. 

If you have any questions, call me at (803* 734-0494. j liD^ney Gnzzle ^ 

I I Project IS consistent with our goals and objectives. 

I I Request a conference to discuss comments. 

•
Please discontinue sending projects with this CFDA# t 
i iur otfice for review. 

I Comments on proposed Application is as follows: ^ 

re: Signature: 

Title: - S i t C 

Date: 

Phone: 



Budget & Control Board: Office of 
atate Budget 
South Carolina Project Notification and 
Keview System 
1122 Lady Street, 12th floor 
Columbia, SC 29201 

State Apphcation Identifier 
SC970811-172 

Suspense Date 
9/27/97 

Joel T. Cassidy 

South Carolina Employment Security Commission 

^ ^ S ^ Z n ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ the South Carolina Project 
state and local officials arfg^v^n the opport " ' ' ' ' ' "^ appropriate 
involved in efforts to obtain nnHn JI r ^ review, comment, and be 

provided Return your resnonse to hv " " ^ "^1° ' " ' ' " ^ " ^ '^e space 
comments will be r e 4 w e S utn^zed in m^̂ ^̂  " j ^ ' " T''*'^"'^'^ Your 
concerning the project The recomS ""^"2' '/T""'"''"^^'^"" federal agency. recommendation ml , be forwarded to the cognizant 

Should you have no comment, pl.ase return the form s.gned and dated. 

If you have any questions, call me at .803) 734-0494. H . R 4 < . M i L i J ' E ] ^ 

J I-

ective^''''"^^ - • A . u Liuu^gv 

Request a conference to discuss comment '̂ 

Project is consistent v̂ qth our goals and obj " ' " ' 

• 
• 
• 

m i f n f f i ^ i^ r ' ' ^ ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ^^''^^"^ P^^J '̂ts With ':his CFDA# to our oiTice tor review. 

Comments on proposed Application is as follows: 

j Signature: 
Dntr - 9/" '^97 

Title: Executive Di rec to r 
Phnr^p- 803-737-2617 



State Application Identifier 
SC970811-172 

Suspense Date 
9/27/97 

Budget & Control Board: Office of 
State Budget 
South Carolina Project Notificanon and 
Review System 
1122 Ladv Street. 12th floor 
Columbia, SC 29201 

Earl F . Brown, J r 
South Carolina Human Affa i r s Commission 

The Office of State Budget is authorized to operate the South Carolina Project 
Notification and Review System (SCPNRS). Through the system the appropriate 
state and local officials are given the opportunity to revnew, comment, and be 
involved in efforts to obtain and use federal assistance, and to assess the 
relationship of proposals to their plans and programs. 

Please review the attached information, mindful of the imp,ict it may have on your 
agency's goals and objectives. Document the results cfyour re-vqew in the space 
provided. Return your response to us by th e suspense date indicatod above. Your 
comments will be reviewed and utilized in making the official state recommendation 
concerning the project. The recommendation will be forwarded to the cognizant 
federal agency. 

Should you have no commenr, please return the form signed and dated. 

If you have any questions, call me at (803) 734-0494. Rodney Gnzzlc 

0 
• 
• 
• 

Project IS consistent with our goals and objectives. ' ^̂ ^̂ ĉr 

Request a conference to discuss comments. 

Please discontinue sending projects with this CFDA# to 
our ofRce for review. 

Comments on proposed Application is as follows: 

F . . ^ u u . r . ( ^ . ^ ^ ~ r..r.- ? ^ M " T ? 

Title: A i ^ ^ - ^ -A ̂ ^ ^ J '^^^ : ^ A r ^ . Phone: 7 ^ ^ / 



Budget & Control Board: Office of 
Stat e Budget 
Souin Carolina Project Notification and 
Review System 
1122 Ladv Street. 12th floor 
(\)luinbia. SC 29201 

St<ite Application Identifier 
SC970811-172 

Suspense Date 
9/27/97 

Steve Davis 
S.C. Department of Health and Enviromental Control 

The Office of State Budget is authorized to operate the South Carolina Project 
Notification and Review System (SCPNRS). Through the system the appropriate 
state and local officials are given the opportunity to review, comment, and be 
involved in efforts to obtain and use federal assistance, and to assess the 
relationship of proposals to their plans and programs. 

Please review the attached information, mindful of the impact i t may have on your 
agency's goals and objectives. Document the results of your review in the space 
provided. Return your response to us by the suspense date indicated above. Your 
comments will be reviewed and utilized in making the official state recommendation 
concerning the project. The recommendation will be forwarded to the cognizant 
federal agency. 

Should you have no comment, please return the form signed and dated. 

I f you have any questions, call me at (803) 734-0494. ztiet-

Project is consistent with our goals and objecftveSi. 

Request a conference to discuss comments. • 
• 
I I Comments on proposed Application is as follows: 

' ' t- uuDGET 

Please discontinue sending projects with this CFDA# to 
our office for review. 



State Application Identifier 
SC970811-172 

Suspense Date 
9/27/97 

Budget & Control Board: Office of 
State Budget 
South Carolina Project Notification and 
Review System 
1122 Ladv Street, 12th floor 
(\)lunibia, SC 29201 

George Bistany 
South Carolina Department of Commerce 

The Office of State Budget is authorized to operate the South Carolina Project 
Notification and Review System (SCPNRS), Through the system the appropriate 
state and local officials are given the opportunity to review, comment, and be 
inyolved in efforts to obtain and use federal assistance, and to assess the 
relationship of proposals to their plans and programs. 

Please review the attached information, mindful of the im.pact it may have on your 
agency's goals and objectives. Document the results of your review in the space 
provided. Return your response to us by the suspense date indicated above. Your 
comments will be reviewed and utilized in making the official state recommendation 
concerning the project. The recommenv*ation will be forwarded to the cognizant 
federal agency. 

Should you have no coi.iment, please return the form signed and dated. 

If you have any "uestions, call me at (803) 734-0494. Rodney Grizzle 

[ I Project is consistent with our goals and objectives. 

I I Request a conference to discuss comments. 

• 
• 

Please discontinue sencMng projects with this CFDA# to 
our office for review. 

Comments on proposed Application is as follows: 

Signature: ^Jy^ '^f^- Date: '/ '^^ '^^ 

Title: ^l^^wT^^ Phone: ^'^^"^^"^^^ ] J jggj 



Budget & Control Board: Office of L c ^ f c ^ i T J ^ ^ ' ^ ^ ' 
State Budget T J E C E l V E r ^ SC97081M72 
South Carolina Project Notification and j X - " I South Carolina Project Notification and I V Suspense Date 
Review System . 9/27/97 
1122 Lady Street. 12th floor I - - l i i i 
\)lumbia, SC 29201 ^ ^^... .CDPC 

SC DEPT OF COMMERCE 
DIV. OF AERONAUTICS 

William Carl is le 
South Carol ina Dept. of Commerce- Division of Aeronautics 

The Office of State Budget is authorized to operate the South Carolina Project 
Notification and Review System (SCPNRS). Through the system the appropriate 
.state and local officials are given the opportunity to review, comment, and be 
involved in efforts to obtain and use federal assistance, and to assess the 
relationship of proposals to their plans and programs. 

Please review the attached information, mindful of the impact i t may have on your 
agency s goals and objectives. Document the results of your review in the spacie 
provided. Return your response to us by the suspense date indicated above. Your 
comments wil l be reviewed and utilized in making the official state recommendation 
concerning the project. The recommendation wil l be forwarded to the cognizant 
federal agency. 

Should you have no comment, please return the form signed and dated. 

I f you have any questions, call me at (803) 734-0494. liodney Gnzzle 

I I Project is consistent with our goals and objectives. 

I I Request a conference to discuss comments. 

• 
1 ^ I Comments on proposed Application is as follov. s:. 

Please discontinue sending projects with this CFDA# to 
our office for review. 

G 

Signature 7.A I w . . . ' C ^ i i . U ^ J Date: "f /^ ' / ^ ^ 

Title: fic^..^^ D L ^ ^ ^ Phone: ^ 2. Z, - :gf-00 2.LZ-



September 10, 1997 

Ms. Elaine K, Kaiser 
Chiel, Section ot Hnvironmental Analvsis 
Case Control Unit,. STB Finance Docket No..33388 
Surtace Transportation Board 
1925 K. Street, S.W. 
VVashington, D C. 20423-(K)i)l 

Protect Name: CSX Corp oration &; CSX Transportation, Inc .Norfolk Southern 
-Corportation & Nortolk Southern Railway Companv control and Operating 
Leab;»s/Agreements- Conrail Inc. 

Project .Number: SC970811-172 

Dear Ms. Kaiser, 

The Office of State Budget, has conducted an intergovernmental review on the 
above referenced activity as provided by Presidential Executive Order 12372. All 
comments received as a result of the review are enclosed for vour use. 

The State Application Identifier number indicated above should be used in any future 
correspondence with this office. If you have any questions call me at (803) 734-0485. 

Sineerelv, 

Rodney P Grizzle 
Grants Services Coordinator 



* f 

Budget & Control Board: Office of 
State Budget 
South Carolina Project Notification and 
Review System 
1122 Lady Street. 12th floor 
Columbia, SC 29201 

L. Chr i swe l l Bick ley , J r 
L o w c o u n t r y Counc i l o f Governments 

State Application Identifier 
SC970811-172 

Suspense Date 
9/27/97 

The Office of State Budget is authorized to operate the South Carolina Project 
Notification and Review System (SCPNRS), Through the system the appropriate 
state and local officials are given the opportunity to review, comment, and be 
involved in efforts to obtain and use federal assistance, and to assess the 
relationship of proposals to their plans and programs. 

Please review the attached information, mindful of the impact i t may have on your 
agency's goals and objectives Document the results of your review in the space 
provided. Return your response to us by the su.spense date indicated ab e. Your 
comments wil l be reviewed and utilized in making the official state recommendation 
concerning the project. The recommendation will be forwarded to the cognizant 
federal agency. 

Should you have no comment, please return the form signed and dated. 

I f you have any questions, call me at (803) 734-0494. Rodney Grizzle 

I I Project is consistent with our goals and objectives. 

I I Request a conference to discuss comments. 

•
Please discontinue sending projects with this CFDA# to 
our office for review. 

I I Comments on proposed Applicaticn is as follows: 

Signature: . Date: 

Title: Phone: 
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CHAMBEr. C? 

October 28, 1997 

U.S. Surface Transportation ffoard 
ATTN: sea Finance Docket 33388 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Wastiir.gton, D. C. 20423 

Dear Board Members: 

On betialf of the Lakewood, Ohio, Chamber of Commerce, I am writing to express our strong opposition to the 
currently proposed acquisition and allocation of the assets of Conrail, Inc bv Norfolk Southern and CSX 
Corporation. Under the proposal, Norfolk Southern plans to divert as many as twenty-five (25) trams or more 
to its currently owned westshore line that runs through Lakewood. 

This proposal is totally unacceptable to our Community and poses a serious threat to the saf'3ty and health of 
the residents and businesses of Lakewood. Specifically, the current proposal fails to recognize the following 
critical factors unique to Lakewood: 

• Lakewood has twenty-seven (27) crossing in three miles and only one underpass on the far west side of 
town whereby travelers may cross the City m a north-south direction without rail interruption; 

• Lakewood is the most densely populated community between New York and Chicago, and any increase in 
daily freight tram traffic would create serious health and safety risks by interfering with the ability of 
Lakewood Hospital, its ambulances and paramedic squads, to directly and timely respond to medical 
emergencies for any and all causes, whereby minutes in response time can often mean the difference 
t ' i twt ien life and deaiii, 

• . ny increase in daily freight trains will interfere with the ability of Lakewood's police and fire safety forces 
to directly and timely respond to fires, :rime and natural disasters; 

• Any increase in daily freight trains will adversely impact the ability of ail typeb u: coordinated emergency 
response teams between Lakewood and other Westshore Communities to best use each others' medical 
facilities and fire and police foices and equipment in a predictable and timely fashion; 

• The potential increases m the transporting of hazardous materials raises grave concerns for health and 
safety in the event of a derailment, which would necessitate the evacuation of residents of Lakewood 
within 2 :o 4 miles of the train tracks, an area th-in encompasses the entire City ot Lakewood; 

• As a communitv of neighborhood schools in which the majority of Lakewood's 9.000 pre-school and 
school-aged children walk to their school any increase of freight trains increases the risk to our school 
children; 

• Any increase in freight trains will increase vehicular and pedestrian congestion, strangle the commercial 
health and generally lower the quality oi life in our City; 

LOCATED IN THE INA BUILDING 

14701 DETROIT AVENUE, SUITE 130 • LAKEWOO •. -^HIO 44107-4109 
PHONE (216) 226-2900 • FAX ^^"[Q, 226-1340 



October 28, 1997 
Page Two 

• Any increase in freight trains will seveuly restrict traffic movements anrl congest traffic on numerous 
residential streets, thereby isolating the northern residential areas from I akewood's southern commercial 
areas and downtown; 

• The present proposal before tU'j STB means the abandonment of plans to introduce commuter rail service 
to Lakewood and communitifs further west, a great loss to Lakewood in terms of positive economic 
development and improved regional transportation; 

• An increase in daily freight trains would create environmental concerns due to significantly elevated levels 
cf noise and air pollution; and 

• The Norfolk-owned and operated Cleveland-Vermiiion line bisects the heart of .akewood's densely 
populated residential neighborhoods 

For these and other reasons, we respectfully request you reject the present proposal that would triple the 
number of trains through Lakewood, Ohio and direct h'orfolk Souti^^rn and CSX Corpo'dtion to develop 
alternatives that full consider and reflect the unique position of our community 

Very truly yours, 
Lakewood Chamber of Commerce 

Susan Powers, President 

Cc: Mayor Madeline Cain 
Congressman Dennis J. Kucinich 
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Ohio Histor ic Preservat ion Office 

56:' East Hudson Street 
Columbus. Ohin . r n ' i 1030 
614 297-247C 

X 

DOCUMENT 
Oc'oher .^1, 1997 

OHIO 
lilSlORIC.M socim 
SINCt I88S 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chid. Seclit)!! ot ritivironinenlal .Analysis 
.Surtace Transportation Board 
Washington. D,C, 2042.̂  

Re: Finance Docket No, 3.̂ .̂ SS - CSX and Nortolk Southern -- Control and Acc|iiisition -
CSX Connector F r̂ojecls, Huron, and Shelby Counties. Ohio 

Dear NK Kaiser. 

This IS in response 10 correspondence trom your ollice dated Ocloher 2, 1997 (rece:\ed 
October 8) providing the Environmental .Assessment documentation tor the lour Ohio 
connector projects witli additional information received October 20. I''97. regarding the above 
rd'erenced Conrail acquisition project, with additional inlormation proMcled during a meeting 
on October 17, 1997. The coriespondence pro\ ides a compilation o! inlormalion and ic]K)rls 
of identilication !e\el su!\e\, e\aiualion, and as>essmenl ol etlects tor ihe Conrail act|uisitiiMi 
project. The comments ot the Ohio Historic Preservation Ott'ice (OHf^O) are submitted in 
accordance with provisions (M' Ihe National Historic Preservation Act ot 1966. as amemled ( 16 
I .S.C. 470 [36 CI"R HOO]); the Surlacc Transportation Board (STB) serves as the lead ledeial 
aueiKA. 

In our re\iew of the correspondence submitted with \oiir co\ei letter dated October l,*^. 1997. 
we will proN'ide a .series ot response letters because ot the extreme schedule pressure lor this 
undertaking, and ospeciall\ tor the lour .idsanee eonstiuction projects. Additional eltoits uill 
be needed troiii all panics to bring together all ol the review comments tor the undertaking 
and avoid segmenting the undertaking into several discrete projects. In this letter we 
speciticallv address the intomiation on two ol the three CSX projects: (1) Greenwich. Huron 
Counts; and i2) Sidney, Shelb\ v.'ount\. The eoirevpondence documents an intensi\e survey 
to klentily anv archaeological sites and aichilectuial iiioperties in these three project areas. 
The results of the survey include the identilication o* properties in all three areas. 

Based on the inlormation piesented in the coriespondence, we concur with \(Hir asNCssmeiit 
that no pmpertN eligible lor inclusion or included m the NatiiMial Register ol Histonc Places 
will be alt'ected by the ,proposed Greenwich pinject, and it is our opinuMi that the pmposed 
construction in Sidne> will have No ElTect on the Big Four Bridge, the B (!t O [Jridge o\er 
the Great Miami Ri\er, .md the bridge over the Miami c*̂  Erie Canal, three properties eligible 
\or Inclusion in the National Register ot" Historic " \s. If there is an agreement on the 
I'indmi: of .No ElTect and il ;in\ interesteu nart\ coii^erns have been resohed. then the Section 



Ms, Elaine K. Kaiser 
October ."^1, 1997 
Paee 2 

106 consultation i-- complete tor these two projects. Otherwise, documentation supporting the 
finding of No Adverse Etiect for the Sidney project should be sent to the Ad\ isory Council 
on Historic Preservation [36 CFR S00.8(a)] and additional coordination with this office may 
be necessary to resolve concerns. 

Any questions concerning this matter should be addressed to David Snyder al (614) 297-2470. 
between the hours of X am. to 5 pm. Thank vou lor your c()operalion. 

Sincerely. 

Mark J. Epstein. Department Head 
Resource Protection and Review 

MJE:DMS/ds 

xc: Carole W. Peter. Dames and Moore 
Barbara J. Harris, CS.X 
Barry Wharton. HDR Engineering. Inc. 
Richard Star/ak. Myia L. Frank & Associates, Inc. 
Laura Henley Dean. ACHP 



STB FD 33388 11-6-97 PUBLIC 



\ ^ \ J \ 'S ^ 5 \ t^09 ma^iA.ow.'. *1 
L'lki' uood, QU*-; 
UU107 ' 

lo Whom '^<ty Concy^in 

'"'' am w-'H-'f.i.n^ 4.0 Xe.l if"" knrw) my hone.^^ opi.r>i.nn und f i,>. A.'.uvj^ y \ 
/i','gii^d4.ny /h^. 'R<n.X i / i a f f ^ i - on i.h>? 'R'R .iiinni.n^ •• h-ioa^h L<ik<t-tv<x<)&, ifm-LO, 
Fc-iyil, my mothe./i cn Wt:^ < ^.T<'(/ Apt: ilm^.ti-^i. Thi./i 4.4 an. 
'Indc p>?ndan -i. LLVLnxf Apt fon. mo•^'^. matii'K'. people.. A^i c> c^s, the. 
na^..'^^'. 4.y} ve./iy annoyi.^(^ ana alwayA d-LAtu-ib'i A-lyf.'P.p, SV*',*?^ affe-Ct^i hcn'ti 
f*)any p<>.opA^ in ih<> </na .1 f m i,> n i < ompla i n abou* thi.yi fori e^ood ie.ay}on.. 

Si:'< ondty , y>/),'i. k Lfii^ .•. . •. •'h , any CAM.^. <, j.' v ^1,,','<.<- u'(ju<.d 
^m./tca^d^- /i4.^k towand i?.f f Lc.cQ.n t XA.fc. a v <>. 4,n <^ ,?.ffon.tA u'h4.(.h thi?. 
Cmi'ayiP.ncy Sqtiad < • • ' d^P.d-Lc.rti^.d toiuaad. 
To ^ay i'.t h/i.'.L{ • , . . . , \ ' ' ( y p f f . CO'lli) O^f. tt.'4'?/ '^A'l, tim I'lU'lNS. 

ha\-K'. a f n.i.<rnd who •ii.Vy.^.^i A,n Lah'^.wood and a f IP.W yp.a/iyi a^v 
h a d a / l a d L c t i l a s t h m a a t t a < k . t wa ^ f h , ' n •^(.•i.d < f h / j iou^ 'd h( / ' . \ . 
t . i M t e d a t t h y ' h o - ^ p i . t a J .. , ' , ' men.: .• . • .U oc/. 
Thi-i i,^ i u-i i on. ••\ •)<:mpC-. 

0 0. o.n 

Stand 4.n < . 
- i m - f t ^ . - h l J ^ i><:/t 1.̂  - I i . • 1. 

".• mrm.-'t'. Woti-id you <ike- a -loviid one.? 
i:'ai_t. ( o l a t--ii: < •••'i,.'.' '>,• v 1 b i n f " a n pa 11 ,>d 

ths' Ho-ipitai f o .1 tme./iyent.y tny><i^mcnf?. 

by L/'ui , 
p a t ^ th. , / / ) >/?o t'ltn-n a!h.i..-it <e ^'\.a<i-.-

//i o <) 0 (/-IO .<3c'm.' I h i.n ^ I 
on b^'.hii 1 f of many mi- , •• 

!>U -1 . V 

i \ ^ o p i o (.01, n t . 

Li-f i-^ J. i f c-on ce. 4.i .co y 

( 'I (.e/ie.Jy , 

'P a t 1 L( t a S t o t.'j a at 

'iakewoad 'Le.^i.de.n l and employ ^ 

ENVIfi ..ENTAL 
DOCUMENT 



September 2i. I W 

U S Surliacc Trsnsportation Ho,ird 
Al I.N StA-t'I nance Docket if i«« iu , . 

K Street NW 
VVashington, IX 20A2'^ 

Dear SIP 

M\ cliild(rcn), ^^ /Yi i i^^ S £)f-^^l i^ attend t,incoln I icnienlar> School in Lakewood. Ohio 
Lincoln is north of the Nortolk Southern railroad tracks Nome of ihc children attending Lincoln must 
cross the tracks at Icasi two ttmes a dav to get to and trom school 1 here are 4SU vtuldrcn that attend 
Lincoln hIemcntaA 

l.akewood Hospital, the closest and larttesi tire depanmeni and the Police station are all located south of 
the tracks I hus, a stopped or slow moMiig freight train could prevent emcrgencv serMces from reaching 
our children in an acceptable length ol time I his delav could tost;; c'.ild Ihcir lite It could tx: m> child 

I his IS whv I (eel stronglv against increasing nil iraflk In three time or more It mav be more Mr 
Pal Met une. VP. l>uti|it Atlairs lor N,S C orporation said he could nol guarantee thai rail tratlic would 
not exceed Ihe I'aiiroad's proposed average ol t | lo *o trains per dav ,̂ s NS's business increases it is 
more than likelv the above numt>er5 of fains through Lakew(X)d and ihe West Shore area will increase 
also 1 his IS iioi acceptable 

^ollow^Ilg arc the reasons we. as a tommunm cannot allowed this to (Kcur 

1) Saletv - lor our children who cross the tracks dailv u> uo to school the librarv and parks 

2) C airyiiig ol hazardous waste - including nuclear waste- would iheoreticallv increase trom the present 
number ol .'•>4.>;̂ 4 cars |>er vear (alreadv loo ii gh ol a numtvr ihrough our communilv) to over 764.(HH) 

cars per vear t-.ath car a potential threai lo our children A stud> done bv the Ageno tor Nuclear 
Proiecis. Nuclear Waste OlJice. Nevada teased numbers Irom the K> S Department ol hncrg> and compiled 
the following stylistic lot Ihe state ol Ohio 2 7n shipments ol high level nuclear waste from nuclear 
plants and nuclear wcapi)n disarmameni wili travel ihrough Ohio- 2.(»63 of those «hi|>ments arc likelv to 
fio throut>h Lakewood and the West Shore area of C leveland Nortoik Southeni has a pre-agreement 
with the hederal Cjovenimeni lo carry the above nuclear waste I here are two roules ihrough nonhern 
Ohio One tx-inj through our tommiiniiv 

?>) A tnplmg ol trains through l.akewwxl would iiicicase air pollution H<HI ions per vear Mo t ol the 
pollutant t<emg nitrogen oxide 

Other issues ol strong concem arc: 

hvacuation of the schools north ol the tracks should a train derail and spil. ha/aidous cargo 1 here are no 
school buses in UkewcKxl therefore, there would k no wav tor Ihc children to get out ol the citv A 
decre;ise ot proix;n\ value which would also be a decrease tax base tor our schools And a llighi ol 
tanulies trom Lakewood which wo jJd mean a general decline tor our community. 

I his issue IS one ot grctt concern to all ot us that live in Lakewcxxl Please be assured Ihe citi/.cns ol the 
West Shore area arc closelv monitonng the S I B priKccdings I am concerned about the saletv issues and 
how mv child (loiu will he atlecied 

Smcerelv. 

/^^/.:m,J/A 
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September 2.̂ , i997 

IJ S Mirlace I nnsportaijfw tjn.iTd 
AI I N St A-f inance Docket < 0»8 
IVi.*; K Street NW 
Washington D( .̂ 042 < 

Dear Sirs 

Mv child! ren). i^Tti^&**^ 
' / ^^_ aticiid Lincoln hicmentan SchcKil in L.ikewocxl. Ohio 

Lincoln is nonh of the Nortolk Southeni railroad tracks Some o' the children atlcnding Lincoln must 
cross Ihe iracks at Icasl two times a dav to gei lo and trom schcxjl 1 here are 4S() children lhat aitend 
Lincoln hiemcntarv 
l.akewooc Hospital, the closest and largest lire depanment and the Pohce station are all localed south ol 
the tracks I hu>, a stopped o. slow moving Ircight tram could prevent emcrgencv services from rcachine 
our children in an acceptable length ol lime I his delav could cosi a child ihei; lile It could be mv child 

I his is whv I tc;! stronglv against N5> increasing rail trallic bv Ihree time or more II mav be more Mr 
Pal ,Mct unc. VP Public Atl.nrs lor NS Corporation said he could not guaraniee that rail trallic would 
not exceed the iTiilroad's proposcxl average ol M to <<> trains per dav As ' •S's business increases ii is 
more ihan likel;. the above numbers ol trains llû ough Lakewocxl and Ihe Wesi Shore area will increase 
also I his IS not acccpiable 

following arc tie reastins we as a communitv cannot allowed this to occur 

1) Saletv - lor our children w ho cross the iracks dail* to go to sctKX>l. the librarv and parks 

2) ( arrving ot haAirdous wasie - including nuclcir waste- would iheoreticallv increase trom the present 
number ol 2"'4.>;U cars fx-r vea.' (i'lreadv tcxj lugh ol a number ihrough our communitv i to over -t>4 iMHi 
cars per year fcach car a poicniial threat to our children A studv done bv the Agen v lor Nuclcu 
Proicxts. Nuclear Waste Ollice N.-vada biscd numbers Irom the I S Depanmeni ol L'icrgv and compiled 
the tollowing stslistic lor the stile ol Ohio 2.7<* shipments ol high level nuclear waste irom nuclear 
plains :ind nuclear weapt>n divir iiamciu will travel ttiroiigh Ohio- 2,(K)3 of those shipments are likelv to 
jjo through Lat>ew(H>d and the West Shore area of ( Icveland Nortblk Southeni has a pre-agreement 
with Ihe federal (jovemmeni 'o carrv the above nuclear waste There aie two routes through northern 
Ohio ()nc bcin J through our communitv 

^) A tnpling ol train.': airough Lakewocxl would increase air pollution 8<K) tons per vear Most ol the 
fKillutant being nitrogen oxide 

(Jther issues of siiong concern are 

hvacuation ol the schools nonh ot ihe tracks should a tram derail and spill fui/;trdous cargo t here are no 
school buses in lakewood iherelore Iherc would be no wav tor the children lo eel oui ol the citv A 
decrease ol proiKHv value which would also be a decrease tax base tor our sthcx)ls And a llighi ot 
lamilies from Ixikewcxxl which would mean a general decline tor our commuiutv 

I his issue IS one ot grc;ti concern to ail ol us thai live in Lakewood Pluise be assured the citi/ens ol the 
West Shore area arc closelv monitonng the S I B prcxreedings 1 am concerned about the saletv issues and 
how mv child (ren) will he atlcxted 

Smcerelv, 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
WBBhlngton, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

November 5, 1997 

Mr, Larry Morrin ^ 
Area Director (Acting) . i I 
U.S. Department of the Inteiior 
Bureau of Indian AfTairs ' ' 
Minneapolis Area Office 
331 Second Avenue South 
Minneapolis, MN 55401 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem Control and Acquisition -
Comail: Agency Consultation on Constructions and Abandonments 

Dear Mr. Morrin: 

On June 23 1997, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSX); Norfolk 
Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company (NS); and Comail, Inc, and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) filed a consolidated Railroad Control Application with 
the U.S. Surface Transportation Board (Board) under 49 U,S,C, 11323-25, NS, CSX, and 
Conrail (collectively, the Railroads) are jointly seeking authority for NS and CSX to acquire 
control of Conrail, and for the subsequent division of Conrail's assets (the Acquisition), The 
Board's Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) has initiated the environmental review 
process to carefully investigate environmental issues associated with the proposed acquisition 
and its related actions, such as abandonments, constructions, and increased rail traffic over 
existing rail Hives. 

The purpose of this letter is to begin consultation with your office under the Board 
regulations at 49 CFR Parts 1 lCS,7(e)(3) and 1105,9, which require an assessment of any 
proposed rail line abandonments and constructions to determine the potential environmental 
impacts. This cfTon is being coordinated with SEA's preparation of an Environmental Impact 
Statement to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act, The Board requests your 
review of the enclosed Fact Sheet and maps that depict the location and extent of the proposed 
constructions or abandonments located in Michigan, The text and maps are accompanied by a 
brief description of the proposed abandonment and the existing land use environm-mt. 



Attachment 1 

Description of the Proposed Action 
and Existing Land Use Environment 

ECORSE JUNCTION (DETROIT) (NS) 

The Ecorse Junction upgrade and construction is located in south Detroit, Ml in Wayne County, Existing 
rail lines in the project area include a Conrail single-track connection between Conrail's River Rouge 
and Lincoln Ya-ds which parallels NS's Oakwood yard on its south side, A Grand Trunk Westem 
(GTW) double-track line crosses the existing Conrail single-track and connects with NS's rail lines 
northeast of Oakwood, before crossing the Rouge River. 

The proposed construction site at Ecorse Junctir > encompasses at. area approximately 400 by 200 feet 
(1.8 acres). The new connection would occupy an area approximately 100 by 400 feet (0.9 acre). In 
addition to the connection construction, approximately 6,000 feet of existing track would be upgraded. 
The proposed new connection is located at the northeast end of Oakword Yard. The proposed 
construc'ion of the #10 right-hand turnout crossover would begin just south of Conrail milepost 136. 
The crossover would extend west adjacent to the existing Conrail line leading to Lincoln Yard and the 
NS third rail in Oakwood Yard, The site is primarily gravel covered with dense patches of grass, weedy 
aimuals and scrub saplings. 

Proposed Action 

The proposed action at Ecorse Junction would involve upgrading an existing Conrail track from 
Oakwood Yard to River Rouge Yard and the construction and operation of a #10 right-hand turn out 
crossover. ITie design includes approximately 6,000 linear feet (1.1 miles) in upgrades to existing rail 
line and approximately 400 linear feet of new rail iine constructions. The upgrade and construction 
would not require the acquisition of new right-of-way. Upgrading would consist of adding ballast, 
replacing ties where necessary, and upgrading the rails. The proposed construction of the new #10 right-
hand tum out crossover would be in the northeast end of Oakwood Yard. Ihis new connection would 
permit efficient train movement between Conrail's River Rouge Yard and NS's Oakwood Yard via 
Junction Yard Secondary by avoiding the current need to make reverse train movements through the 
existing connection. This would improve efficiency and consistency of service between Oakwood Yard 
in Detroit and Toledo, 

Construction Requirements 

The exact labor force and duration of construction are not available, but are expected to require 10-15 
people and three to six months. Material for the project would be obtained from local sources and hauled 
to the construction site by rail or truck. 
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MDE 
M.ARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT 
2500 Brwning Hitzhwav • Baltimore. Maryland 21224 
(4101 031."!(KX) 

Parris N. Glendening 
Go\ernor 

October 28, 1997 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington DC 20423-(X)01 

Jane T, Nishida 
Secretarv 

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

RE: MDE Identification Nunber: ES971010-0049 
Project: CSX - Final Scope of the Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the above referenced project. Copies of the 
doci ments were circulated throughout MDE for review, and it has been determined that this 
project is consistent with MDE's plans, programs and objectives. 

Again, thank you for giving MDE the opportunity to review this project. If you have any 
questions, please feel free to call me at (410) 631-3656. 

Sincerely, 

./ r^/.u-
Steven Bieber 
Cleaniighouse Coordinator 

oc: Robert Summers, TARS A 

TDD FOR THE DHAF |4I()) 6.M 30tN 
"Together We Can L n Up" 



WKKKW ^ • H 
STB FD 33388 10-^9-97 K C I T I E S 



DOCUME.Vi;; 
D O I - O L A S M , C A N T E H 
• JOH.V M , C l T I . K H , , I H , 
\ V l l . I , l A M 1, H A H K A W A Y 
S T E \ KN .J, K A I . I s I I 
K A T H L E E N 1., . M A Z I ; H E 
I I A H V E Y L . R K I T E H 
D A N I E L ^ I . S W E E N E Y 

l,.\\v Ori-icKs 
itTHv, Swt:KNi:Y 8t HARKAWAY, V. C. 

t ' K . N N S Y L V A M A A V K , N . W, 

IVASHI.NOTO.N, D . C, aooofj 

lELEnioNE (ajB) a!»:i-B7io 

ORIGINAL 

B R L - 1 
.\NUHEW i' C I O L D S T E I N 

October 29, 1997 

E l a i n e K. Kaiser 
C h i e f , S e c t i o n of r n v i r o n m e n t a l A n a l y s i s 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
Room 504 
1925 K S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C, 20423-0001 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388, CSX Corp./Norfolk 
Southern Corp. — C o n t r o l and Operating 
Leases/Agreement -- C o n r a i l 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

On October 15, 1997, I submitted an o r i g i n a l and t e n copies 
of the P r e l i m i n a r y Environmental Comments of C i t y of Bay V i l l a g e , 
C i t y of Rocky River, and C i t y of l.akewood (BRL-2). Those 
comm.ents i n c l u d e d , as e x h i b i t s , v e r i f i e d statements from th',j 
f o l l o w i n g i n d i v i d u a l s : 

For Lakewood, Ohio: 

1) P o l i c e Chief Matthew N. B i s c o t t i ; 
2) School Superintendent Joseph P. Madak; 
3) Paramedic Michael J. Monahan; 
4) B u i l d i n g Commissioner Br i a n F. Moran; and 
5) F i r e Chief Lawrence E. Mroz. 

For Rocky River, Ohio: 

1) D i r e c t o r of P u b l i c Safety James R. Linden; 
2) F i r e Chief C h r i s t o p h e r M. Flynn; 
3) D i r e c t o r of Community Development and C i t y Engineer 

Robert J. Alban, P.E.; 
4) P o l i c e Chief Donald L. Wagner; and 
5) B u i l d i n g Commissioner Kevin F. Beirne. 

For Bay V i l l a g e , Ohio: 

1) F i r e Chief Gregory Jackson; and 
2) P o l i c e L i e u t e n a n t Edward Lewis. 

Jn f u r t h e r support of the requests made i n BRL-2, I am 
e n c l o s i n g h e r e w i t h the o r i g i n a l and 10 copies of t h r e e a d d i t i o n a l 
v e r i f i e d statements f o r Bay V i l l a g e , Ohio, t o w i t : 
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3) Director of Building Engineering and Inspections Farrel 
J. Cleary; 

4) Chief Administrator, Bradley Road Nursing Honir, John T. 
O'Neill; and 

5) School Superintendent Dennis C. Woods. 

While these v e r i f i e d statements speak f o r themselves, I 
would draw your p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n t o page 2 of Mr. Cleary's 
statement i n which he addresses a new to p i c , i . e . safety issues 
other than those t r a d i t i o n a l l y contemplated by STB environmental 
analyses and impact statements. Mr. Cleary reports th a t 
miscellaneous items are frequently f a l l i n g o f f Norfolk Southern 
t r a i n s . He also reports t h a t a f i r e caused by a t r a i n burned 
down two detached garages and several fences. Bay V i l l a g e , Rocky 
River, and Lakewood request t h a t the SEA consider such events i n 
the d r a f t environmental impact statement. 

F i n a l l y , you w i l l r e c a l l that I served BRL-2 only upon the 
Norfolk Southern, but t h a t I served a cover l e t t e r on a l l p a r t i e s 
of record o f f e r i n g t o provide copies of BRL-2 t o anyone so 
requesting. Three p a r t i e s of record made such a request and they 
are being served wi t h t h i s document as w e l l . Should other 
p a r t i e s request copies of e i t h e r BRL-2 or the v e r i f i e d statements 
enclosed with t h i s BRL-3, I w i l l provide such copies. 

Respectfully submitted, 
City of Bay ViJlage 
City of Rocky River 
City of Lakewood 

By: 
Steven J. Kalish 

cc: Richard A. Allen (with enclosure) 
Michael Loftus (with enclosure) 
Jamie Rennert (with enclosure) 
Paul S. Smith (with enclosure) 
A l l Parties (without enclosure) 



VERIFIED STATEMENT 

OF 

FARREL J. CLEARY 

My name i s Farrel J. Cleary, Director of Buil d i n g 

Engineering and Inspections, City of Bay V i l l a g e , Bay V i l l a g e , 

Ohio. My mailing address i s 350 Dover Center Road, Bay V i l l a g e , 

Ohio, 44140. I was appointed to my present p o s i t i o n i n 1994, and 

previously worked as a detective f o r the Bay V i l l a g e Police 

Department. 

By making t h i s statement, i t i s my hope t h a t the Surface 

Transportation Board w i l l recognize t h a t an increase i n r a i l 

t r a f f i c i n Bay V i l l a g e i s unwise and s i g n i f i c a n t l y raises safety 

concerns. Of p a r t i c u l a r concern to me i s how our homes, schools, 

medical i n s t i t u t i o n s , and places of worship w i l l be impacted. 

Page 107 of the Supplemental Environmental Report indicates t h a t , 

by Norfolk Southern's estimation, there are 2,276 hom<;s, 0 

schools, 1 church, and 0 hospitals t h a t can be c l a s s i f i e d as 

Sensitive Receptors on the Ve r m i l l i o n , OH t o Cleveland, OH Line 

Segment. Yet these numbers do not r e f l e c t the true impact th a t an 

increase i n r a i l t r a f f i c would have on Bay V i l l a g e and i t s 

residents. 

As noted above, one concern i s the w e l l being of Bay 

Vil l a g e ' s r e s i d e n t i a l neighborhoods. There are 5.5 miles of 

r a i l r o a d track which run through Bay V i l l a g e . Several r e s i d e n t i a l 

s t r e e t s are located near these tracks. On s t r e e t s t n a t do not 

have r a i l r o a d crossings there are 33o dwelling u n i t s w i t h i n 250 



f t . of the tr a c k s . On these same s t r e e t s there are 1311 dwelling 

u n i t s w i t h i n 650 f t . of the tracks. On s t r e e t s that do have 

r a i l r o a d crossings there are 441 dwelling u n i t s w i t h i n 650 f t . of 

the t r a c k s . I t i s without doubt t h a t the q u a l i t y of l i f e f o r 

those who l i v e on these st r e e t s would be g r e a t l y reduced by the 

increase of noise and a i r p o l l u t i o n t h a t Norfolk Southern's plan 

would create. Also, i t i s highly probable t h a t property values 

would be reduced. Disclosing t h a t over t h i r t y f r e i g h t t r a i n s per 

day w i l l pass .vithin 250 f t . of a home i s not a favored s e l l i n g 

p o i nt of r e a l estc-»te agents. 

In the past there have been several incidents which have 

been cause f o r concern to those who l i v e close to the tracks. On 

one occasion metal debris s a i l e d o f f the back of a r a i l car and 

flew over a stopped vehicle at an i n t e r s e c t i o n before landing. I n 

f a c t , miscellaneous items are frequently f a l l i n g o f f t r a i n s . This 

i s very d i s t r e s s i n g , as children are often a t t r a c t e d to the area 

as they lock t o see what has recently been deposited by passing 

t r a i n s . In another incident a f i r e , created by grease i n a r a i l 

car's wheel hub, burned own two detached garages and several 

fences of homes adjacent to the tracks before being put out. By 

increasing r a i l t r a f f i c , the chances of a serious safety problems 

only increase. 

An example of how the Environmental Report f a i l s t o 

reveal the t r u e impact of increased r a i l t r a f f i c on Bay V i l l a g e 

i s Clague Park. As can be seen from the attached map, labeled 

BC-1, t h i s park i s located w i t h i n 650 f t . of the r a i l r o a d 

i n t e r s e c t i o n with Clague Road. This i s of p a r t i c u l a r concern 



because the park i s popular with residents of a l l ages who engage 

i n numerous a c t i v i t i e s i n the park. I t i s m.y b e l i e f t h a t an 

increase of noise and a i r p o l l u t i o n would g r e a t l y reduce our 

r e s i d e n t s ' enjoyment of the park. What i s of even greater 

concern, however, i s safety. As can be seen fr o n the map, the 

park i s not only i n close proximity t o the r a i l r o a d t racks, but 

i s also close t o the major intursecv-ion of Clague Road and 

I n t e r s t a t e 90. This i n t e r s e c t i o n i s used by many of our residents 

as they t r a v e l t o and from work i n Cleveland, Ohio, and already 

experiences rush hour delays. An increase i n r a i l t r a f f i c w i l l 

without doubt cause t r a f f i c t o back up to the point where i t 

would be running adjacent t o the park. I t i s not hard t o imagine 

the various tragedies th a t may be made possible by t h i s cnange i n 

t r a f f i c patterns so near t o a park u t i l i z e d by both young and 

old. 

Another example of how the Environmental Report does not 

assess the t r u e impact of an increase on r a i l t r a f f i c can be 

found w i t h the St. Raphael School and Church. This church and 

school, while not mentioned i n the Report, i s located w i t h i n 

approximately 900 f t . of the r a i l r o a d tracks. What i s more, they 

are approximately the same distance from the i n t e r s e c t i o n of 

Dover Center Road and I n t e r s t a t e 90. Again, while noise and a i r 

p o l l u t i o n are of concern, i t i s safety t h a t weighs most heavily 

on my mind. When one examines the attached map, i t can be seen 

t h a t an a d d i t i o n of over twenty t r a i n s per day could be the f i n a l 

i ngredient t o a recipe f o r disaster. A change i n t r a f f i c 

p atterns, caused by t r a i n s crossing at Dover Center Road, would 



increase r i s k t o both students and worshipers as they play, wait 

f o r r i d e s , and walk x.o or from church and school. 

,A f i n a l example of how the Environmental Report f a i l s t o 

accurately depict the problems an increase i n r a i l t r a f f i c would 

cause i s the impact of increased r a i l t r a f f i c on the Bay V i l l a g e 

B a p t i s t Church. As i s c l e a r l y shown on the map, t h i s church i s 

located w i t h i n 200 f t . of the r a i l r o a d tracks. Also, i t i s close 

t o Basset Road's i n t e r s e c t i o n w i t h I n t e r s t a t e 90. Thus, as w i t h 

St. Raphael's and Clague Park, safety issues are of great 

concern. Like many churches, Bay V i l l a g e Baptist sponsors 

a c t i v i t i e s throughout the week. An increase i n r a i l t r a f f i c and 

the subsequent delays of automobile t r a f f i c would g r e a t l y 

increase the r i s k s of accidents i n t h i s area. Aside from safety, 

the issue of noise p o l l u t i o n i s of special importance f o r 

t h i s church. I can t h i n k of few other places where the need f o r a 

peaceful atmosphere i s more important. Clearly the thought of 

having prayer disrupted by the b l a s t i n g w h i s t i e of a passing 

f r e i g h t t r a i n i s not one tha t i s cherished by the members 

of the Bay V i l l a g e Baptist Church. 

I t i s f o r the reasons stated above t h a t I r e s p e c t f u l l y ask 

the Surface Transportation Board to condition the proposed 

Norfolk Southern / CSX a c q u i s i t i o n of Conrail on the requirement 

t h a t r a i l t r a f f i c on the V e r m i l l i o n , OH to Cleveland, OH Line 

Segment not be increased. Bay V i l l a g e i s a community of f a m i l i e s . 

Imposing t h i s condition on the r a i l r o a d s would help t o preserve 

the character of our c i t y . 



VERIFICATION 

STATE OF OHIO 

CO\Jl"̂ Y OF COTAHOGA 
) SS 

I , Farrel J. Cleary, being duly sworn, depose and say that I 

have read the foregoing, know the contents thereof, and the same 

i s true and correct. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me t h i s ^ ^ - ^ i a y of October, 

1997 

My Con • 
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Verified Statement 

of 

John T. O'Neill 

My name i s John T, O'Neill, Owner and Chief .^administrator, 

Bradley Road Nursing Home, Bay V i l l a g e , Ohio. My mailing address 

i s 605 Bradley Road, Bay V i l l a g e , Ohio, 44140. 

I am w r i t i n g t h i s statement so t h a t I may express my extreme 

concern over the proposed increase of r a i l t r a f f i c through Bay 

V i l l a g e . I t i s my opinion t h a t an increase of over twenty t r a i n s 

per day would have a detrimental impact on the health and w e l l -

being of the home's residents. 

The mission of the Bradley Road Nursing Home i s to provide 

the highest q u a l i t y of l i f e t o each resident u t i l i z i n g a h o l i s t i c 

approach which involves family and community while encouraging 

a c t i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n a progressive r e h a b i l i t a t i o n plan i n a 

caring, supportive, and homelike atmosphere. We presently employ 

160 people, 40 of whom are nurses. There are 28 doctors w i t h 

p r i v i l e g e s at the Nursing Home. There are presently 126 residents 

l i v i n g i n the Home. 

As can be imagined, we are mainly conceriied with the health 

of our p a t i e n t s . The average age of our residents i s 88 years. 

The most common health problems our residents experience come 

through Alzheimer's disease, f r a c t u r e s , heart problems, and 

cancer. I n l i g h t of our p a t i e n t s ' age and a f f l i c t i o n s i c i s 

imperative t h a t ambulances be able t o respond to c a l l s m the 

shortest possible time. Many of residents experience health 



emergencies, such as heart attacks, i n which a single minute can 

be the d i f f e r e n c e between l i f e and death. Although the l o c a t i o n 

of where responding ambulances o r i g i n a t e from varies, t h e i r 

d e s t i n a t i o n i s usually the St. John Westshore Hospital. This 

h o s p i t a l i s on the south side of the tracks while we are on the 

north. Thus responding ambulances w i l l most often have t o cross 

the t r a c k s i n order t o d e l i v e r a resident t o the h o s p i t a l . 

The Home's close proximity t o the r a i l r o a d tracks i s also a 

concern when considering noise and a i r p o l l u t i o n . The Nur i g 

Home i s located only 500 f t . from the r a i l r o a d tracks. Our 

pat i e n t s require an homelike atmosphere t o maintain good health. 

Clearly, the passing of over t h i r t y t r a i n s a day would not be 

conaucive t o t h i s atmosphere. 

I believe t h a t any approval of the Norfolk Southern / CSX 

a c q u i s i t i o n of Conrail should be conditioned on the requirement 

t h a t there be no increase i n r a i l t r a f f i c through Bay V i l l a g e . 

Both myself and the residents of the Bradley Road Nursing Home 

appreciate you a t t e n t i o n i n t h i s matter. 



VERIFICATION 

STATE OF OHIO 

COmTY OF CUYAHOGA 
) SS 

I , John T. O'Neill, being duly sworn, depose and say that I 

have read the foregoing, know the contents thereof, and the same 

i s true and correct. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me th IS ^ ^ d a y of October, 

1997 . 

Notary P u b l i c 
G/»r •. • - , 

NCfA.' , - r 
MyCcii;- .t.c ijate 

«• 147.03 R.a 



John I . O'Neill, I .N.l l .A. 
5% ( restvieu Drive 

Hay \ ilhme, O i l 4414(1 

Experience and (,.)iialiriration,s: 
John O Ncill ha,s been as,sociated with the health care industrv mo,st of his life His 
parents hiiilt Uradlcy Road Nursinu Home in l')62 and John was involved with the 
facility"s operations at an early age In 1979, after attending college and sittflig for the 
state board examination, he earned his nursing home administrator's license Durinu 
that year, John was responsible for completing construction and opening a new 
familv-btiili facilitv Over the last eighteen vears. John has taken charge of every aspect 
of planning, development, construction and dailv operations of the following skilled 
nursing facilities 

Center Ridge Nursing Home, North Kidgeville, Lorain Count> 
15(1 bed nursiri}: facililv opened in 1VS(, I lie f;icihl> ofTcrs Medicaid and 
Medicare coverage, hospice and managed aire services and coinpleie rchabililalioii 
sen ices seven davs ;i week 

Bradley Road Nursing Home, Bay V illage, C uyahoga C ounty 
I2(> iK'd iiursinu facililv o|Knal in l>«,J I he l.icililv olTcrs Medicare covenipe. 
snb-,ic(itc. hospice and iiKiiuified uire services and coiiiplele rehabiiilalion 
sen iccs sc\cn d;i>s a week 

Delaware Park C are C enter, Delaware. Delaware C ounty 
KKI bed nursing facililv onerinn Medicaid and Medicare coverage The facilitv 
was .sold bv ilie O Ncill f;imil\ in IVX4 

Other accomplishments: 
John h.is vvrilien and receiv ed .ipprov al of ihree Cedificaie of Need Applicjitions for l.ot\yi Term 
( are Faciliiics from (he Ohio Dcpartnieni of Health 

The laciliiics h;i\e received Peifecl Stale SntAcv results 

The (iicilides have opened spcxiali/cxl service VMIIUS such as an .Al/hcimcr s Unit. Hospice I nil 
and ,1 Sub-Aciilc I nil 

I-icenses: 
I icenscd Niitsmji Home .Administrator in the slate of Ohio 

Fducation: 

liowliiif (lieen Slate lJnivcrsiI> l'>75-|'»7S 

Ohio .Slate bnivcrsitv. Core of Know lexJge l''̂ S 

References: 
Hill Ihiirni.in Aiiorncv JolinJWolfDO Lynn C Khnsmcr. M L) 
Hiilliiian (viae A. f ischer 2V ?2'̂  Health C ampus l)r 125 l Broad Street 
24441 Delioil Ko.id Wesll.ikc. OH 4414.̂  Hlvria. OH 44(^5 
U csllake OH 44145 21(>-S'o-(. 142 21(.-">2'̂ 7•̂ 44 
2I(.-.S7|-X||| 



VERIFIED STATEMENT 

OF 

DENNIS C. WOODS 

My name i s Dennis C. Woods, Superintendent of Bay V i l l a g e 

C i t y Schools, Bay V i l l a g e , Ohio. My mailing address i s 377 Dover 

Center Road, Bay V i l l a g e , Ohio, 44140. I have been the 

Superintendent of Bay V i l l a g e Schools since 1996. Previously, I 

was Superintendent of Sandy Valley Schools i n Stark County, and a 

P r i n c i p a l f o r the Akron City School D i s t r i c t . I have a BA from 

Brown U n i v e r s i t y and a Masters Degree from the University of 

Akron. 

The purpose of t h i s statement i s t o convey to the Surface 

Transportation Board my concerns regarding the proposed increase 

of ove.v twenty t r a i n s a day running through Bay V i l l a g e . I t i s my 

view t h a t t h i s increase would present s i g n i f i c a n t r i s k s of harm 

to the students of t h i s community. As can be seen from the 

attached map, labeled BC-1, there are schools scattered 

throughout the c i t y . 

Presently, over 3,000 students attend over 7 assorted public 

arid p r i v a t e schools i n Bay V i l l a g e . This year, the public 

schools' budget was 17 m i l l i o n d o l l a r s . My greatest concern i n 

t h i s matter i s one of safety. As with any school d i s t r i c t , we 

have c h i l d r e n who are prone to both accidents and i l l n e s s . In 

f a c t , the ambulance has already been c a l l e d several times t h i s 

year i n response to i l l n e s s and i n j u r y to students. A delay in 

ambulance response time could have unfortunate consequences for 



those who need immediate a i d . I n t h i s respect I can t h i n k of two 

classes of students f o r whom t h i s issue i s es p e c i a l l y important. 

The f i r s t group i s made up of those students who are susceptible 

t o extreme a l l e r g i c reactions. For some, a d i f f e r e n c e of one or 

two minutes i n ambulance response time can be the diffe r e n c e 

between l i f e and death. This i s also true f o r the second class of 

students, which i s made up of p h y s i c a l l y disabled students. Both 

Bay V i l l a g e Public Schools and St. Raphael's School o f f e r 

programs f o r p h y s i c a l l y disabled students and immediate 

ambulance response time i s a must. When ambulances do respond to 

a school emergency they most often continue on t o St. Jonn West 

Shore Hospital, which i s located on the south side of the 

r a i l r o a d tracks ( a l l of our schools are located to the n o r t h ) . 

Clearly, an increase of over twenty t r a i n s a day could cause a 

delay to ambulances as they t r y t o t r a n s p o r t students to the 

h o s p i t a l . 

Aside from safety concerns, I am also troubled by the change 

i n t r a f f i c patterns t h a t an increase i n r a i l t r a f f i c would 

create. There are many students who are required t o cross the 

r a i l tracks on a d a i l y basis while going t o or from school. 

Although they are most often i n a car or bus, an increase i n r a i l 

t r a f f i c could impact t h e i r timely a r r i v a l at school. This could 

have an especially negative e f f e c t on the day t o day operations 

of the p r i v a t e schools, as a greater percentage of t h e i r students 

come from outside Bay V i l l a g e . 

In closing, I request that any approval of the Norfolk 

Southern / CSX a c q u i s i t i o n of Conrail be conditioned on a 



requirement that present levels of r a i l t r a f f i c through Bay 

Village be maintained. This requirement would promote the safety 

of our students, as well as the e f f i c i e n t operation of our 

schools. 



VERIFICATION 

STATE OF OHIO ) 
) SS 

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA ) 

I , Dennis C. Woods, being duly sworn, depose and say that I 

have read the foregoing, know the contents thereof, and the same 

is true and correct. 

^ Dennis C. Vfoods 

Subscribed and sworn to before me t h i s _^^^day of October, 

1997 . 
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Bl'CYRUS IlIST-uRlL'AL. 5()C1ETY 
•jiii;s vv\i,.\rTsi . liU YKI Soiiio <̂w2ll 

Cc". 1997 

Re: Finar:ce Docket No. 3338S -
CSX and Norfolk oouthern -
Control and A c q u i s i t i o n of 
Conraili Section ICo of thr 
.National .Historic Preserva
t i o n Proce."̂ .: i:. Ohio 

r.la^:.c K. .Kaiser 
Chief, Environrriental F i l i n g 
Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Branch 
Finance Docket 33388 
Surfcace Transportation Board 
1925 K Street 

Washington, DC 20423-000] 

Dear Ms . Kaiser: 
•At -he suggestion i n your l e t t e r of Oct. 9, 1997, we i.ave w r i t t e n to Mr. 
David Snyder, r'.eview and Compliance Dept. of the Ohio Preservation Cf:::-;-. 
- -̂ opy of t h i s l e t t e r (a.nd attachments) is enclosed f o r your infcr.-.ation. 
;._ f .--_ ;r,atter of "other environmental aspects of the proposed Conrail ac

q u i s i t i o n " , we celieve the proposed spur i i n e here i n Bucyrus, along wit.h 
oar e f f o r t s to restore the h i s t o r i c (Nr:HP) T.& O.C. Railroad Depot nearcy, 
w i l l have a very p o s i t i v e e f f e c t on what has been a much neglected area 
of -:ur c i t y , and thus on our t o t a l co.-nrnunity as w e l l . 

The r.jc CC. Freight .: • :., ^ • • across the str e e t from our depot, 
w i l l apparently be ';or;, .:.-.v:. ir ; .;pur li.ne construction process. We 
would l i k e to apply, f o r the record, f o r f i r s t refusal on any eler.ents 
taken from that f r e i g h t b u i l d i n g i n the demolition process. The depot 
was b u i l t i n 1892, the f r e i g h t b u i l d i n g i n 189^, and we f e e l sure so,T,e 
coiistruction elenients would be co.rjnon to both buildings. For sure, we 
are interested i n s l a t e from the f r e i g h t b u i l d i n g roof, f o r possible use 
i n -^?po* r c o f repair. We are t o l d t h i s is a p r a c t i c a l t r a n s f e r process. 

interested i n any funding that .might be available througn your 
o f f i c e . Funding, of course, is our greatest need, since the decot b u i l d i n ^ , 
however h i s t o r i c a l i t night be, is i n a sadlv neglected condition. 

Our th-irj^.s f o r your i n t e r e s t i n t h i s matter. 

Sinc«;rely, 

Ben Anslow, J r . , CorMittee Chrmn. 
BUCr US HISTORICAL SOCIETY STATION FUND 

Dr. John Kur tz , Pres. 
A t t y . Richard Cory, Treas 

Reply: Ben Ar.slow, J; . 
1090 Mary Ann La. 
Bucyrus, Ohio 4̂ ,820 
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BITYRUS I]lSTf)RK\-\I., SOCIETY" 
:M:: s \v.M,Nr i M lire viu s uiiKi .-••"jii Oct. 18, 1977 

Mr. David Snyder 
Review and Compliance Dept. 
Ohio Historic Preservation Office 
567 E. Hudson St. 
Columbus, Ohio 4321I-IO31 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - ^oX and N o r f o l k Southern - Control 
and A c q u i s i t i o n of Conra i l : Sect ion 106 of the Nat ional Pre-
S'^rvation Act Process i n Ohio 

Dear Mr. Snyder: 

We are m r ece ip t of correspondence f ro i^Ms . Elaine K. Kaiser , Cĥ l 
Sect ion of Environmental A.nalysis of the^nTHfA^^ r'ANSPORxATION BftffiD, 
Washington, D.C. The subjec t i s the Nat iona l Register s t r u c t u r e known 
as the T.& O.C. Rai l road Depot, located a t 715 2 . Rerisselaer S t . here i n 
Bucyrus. We, the Bucyrus H i s t o r i c a l Society , are owners of the b u i l d i n g , 
wh i l e the ground beneath is c u r r e n t l y owned by C o n r a i l . 

We are w r i t i n g to you a t the suggestion o f Ms. Kaiser , s ince we are i n 
tensely in te res ted i n r e h a b i l i t a t i o n and possible r e s t o r a t i o n of th i s 
h i s t o r i c 3 t i ; ; c t u r e , which we understand boasts unique cor.s t r u c t i o n as f a r 
as R.R. s t a t i ons are concerned. We have es tabl ished a spec i a l BUCYRUS 
HISTORICAL SOCIETY STATION FU.ND to help launch our e f f o r t s toward s t a b i 
l i z a t i o n of the s t ruc tu re (now i n deplorable cond i t i on ) and to f u r t h e r 
r e su r r ec t i t f o r the apprec ia t ion of the p u b l i c . We have no plans f o r 
commercia l iza t ion of the b u i l d i n g . 

We estimate the s t a b i l i z a t i o n e f f o r t ( i . e . r o o f , spout ing and drainage 
r e s t o r a t i o n ) w i l l require apprcx. ^25,000. Some esti.niates f o r meaning
f u l ( t o t a l ? ) r e s t o r a t i o n run from $250,000 to $500,000, but we f e e l these 
f i g u r e s are based on complete work by r e s t o r a t i o n experts and, a t l eas t 
a t t h i s ti.T^e, we do not f e e l t h i s is a r e a l i s t i c goa l . 

We do, however, have numerous o f f e r s of assistance, both f rom prof ess io r ia l 
people and l o c a l " d o - i t - y o u r s e l f e r s " , a l l of whom, are eager to get ins ide 
and do t h e i r t h i n g . A f t e r a review c f the q u a l i f i c a t i o n s of those i n 
volved , I bel ieve we can a c t u a l l y r e .hab i l i t a t e the b u i l d i n g and make i t 
a v a i l a b l e f o r H i s t o r i c a l Society and comm^unity use . . . a f t e r we get the 
basic roo f /gu t t e r /d ra inage s t a b i l i z a t i o n co.mpleted . . . f o r w e l l under 
the high-end r e s t o r a t i o n es t imates . I be l ieve $100,000 (acove the i n i 
t i a l $25,000), along w i t h our vo lun tee r f o r c e , would go a lorig way toward 
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bringing this h i s t o r i c building back to a condition of respectability. 

And since the st a t i o n is located i n a rather neglected area of our com
munity, we feel an added advantage connected with restoration would be 
an automatic_upgrading of the area, to our entire community's benefit. 
Some people i n the area have already expressed enthusiastic approval of 
cur announced e f f o r t s . 

We are enclosing a copy of a rather lengthy proposal we have just sub
mitted to our local Bucyrus Area Community Foundation, on the p o s s i b i l i t y 
they might be able to f i n a n c i a l l y support our e f f o r t s . We have also con
tacted local industries and financial i n s t i t u t i o n s , as well as private 
individuals. I n the face of numerous fund drives now going on i n Bucyrus, 
our ef f o r t s have not met with great success. 

A verbal discussion with a representative of Norfolk & Southern, here i n 
Bucyrus for survey work regarding the proposed spur lin e from the north-
south N&S to the east-west line nearby, made i t clear that they, too, 
appreciated the h i s t o r i c value of the depot building, and as.sured us t h e i r 
tentative plans for the spur would not affect our property. They also 
indicated a p o s s i b i l i t y that grading and landscape work f c r the building 
might_be included i n t h e i r a c t i v i t i e s , and even a further p o s s i b i l i t y that 
the firm might make some restoration funds available. 

We are s o l i c i t i n g your attention to this project, and offer our assistance 
i n bringing you up-to-date on any information we might have. 

Sincer 

B̂en Ans low, .Jr. 
Chrmn, BUCY:':U3 HISTORICAL SOCIETY STATION FUND 

enc . ( 3 Pgs .) 

cc:<r-maine IT;'" Kaiser , SII-.FACF Tr.ANSPO:'. TATION BOARD 
Dr. John K u r t z , T r e S ^ , m'CyRU.S HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
A t t y . Richard Cory, Treas . , BUCYRUS HISTORICAL SOCIETY 

Please d i r e c t any rep ly t o : Ben Anslow, J r . 
1090 Mary Ann Lane 
Bucyrus, Ohio 44820 

T e l . (419) 562-8O57 



BUCYRUS I-]]STORK\-\U SOCIETY 
2:)L S W AI.NCrSI 

Oct. 17, 1997 
BUCYRUS AREA COMTTONTTY FOUNDATION 
231 S. Poplar St., P.O. Box 387 
Bucyrus, Ohio 44820 

Atts Mr. John Bridges, Exec. Secy. 

This is i n response to your l e t t e r of March 14, 1997, with which you 
enclosed guidelines and miscellaneous details regarding application for 
a grant i n 1998. 

Following is a recap of our project, present status, short-ter.x and long-
ter.m needs, as best we can ascertain at the present: 

PROJECT: 

FINANCE: 

Restoration of the Bucyrus T.Sc O.C. :-.ailroad Depot on E. 
Rensselaer St. B u i l t i n 1892, the building is of brick-
and-stone construction, and stands on ground currently owned 
by Conrail. We are assuming the surviving owner w i l l be 
Norfolk and Southern, not CSX. The Historical Society owr.s 
the building, and we have just received real estate tax 
exempt status from the State of Ohio. The building is on 
the National Register of Historic Places, and we believe i t 
merits the sincere e f f o r t s , not orDLy by our Society, but the 
Bucyrus community as a whole, to s t a b i l i z e the property and 
work toward r e h a b i l i t a t i o n of this h i s t o r i c land.iiark. 

Estimates f o r complete restoration ( i n our minds not a p r a c t i 
cal aim) run between $250,000 and $500,000. Our immediate aim 
is for s t a b i l i z a t i o n as quickly as possible. This .Tiear.s repair 
of the slate roof (not replace.ment) and complete replace.T.ent of 
the spouting and drainage arrangement. Our estimate for this 
necessary work is $20,000 to $25,000. 

We currently have a bank account of $1,800. We have wr i t t e n 
to a number of local industries and the fi v e f i n a n c i a l i n s t i 
tutions for help to achieve this immediate goal, and any assis
tance from the Community Fcundatir however small, would be 
of great help. We hope to make this a local e f f o r t i f at a l l 
possible, at least i n our immediate s t a b i l i z a t i o n program, 
since we feel immediacy is extremely i.'ntortant. 
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3UILDINC 
STATUS: 

WORK 
STATUS: 

USES; 

The structure is i n admittedly deplorable condition, not having 
been meanmgiully ma.intained since having been acquired by the 
Telegraph Forum i n approx. 1952. I t was donated to the Hi s t o r i 
cal Society by Richard Hord, who took possession i n the 196C's. 

We have been advised by a restoration expert from Marion, Ohio, 
however, that the building is d e f i n i t e l y restorable and, i n his 
words, "should be restored." 

We .have also received great encouragement from the Bucyr-us City 
Council, the Ohio H i s t o r i c a l Society, Congressman Michael Oxley 
and, just this week, the United States Surface Tran::portation 
Board. 

The l a t t e r , i n cidentally, has acknowledged the hi s t o r i c s i g n i 
ficance of the building. A planned spur l i n e from the north-
south Norfolk and SouthernLine to the east-west (CSX?) l i n e 
would deliberately bypass the depot building while taking out 
the T.& O.C. fr e i g h t depot across Rensselaer St. There is 
even a good p o s s i b i l i t y N&S w i l l supply land:;cape and grading 
to enhance the property, and have even suggested the p o s s i o i l i t y 
of some funds fo.- the restoration project. 

We would be happy to share with you our correspondence from 
these various sources, and walk you through the f a c i l i t y i f 
you l i k e . 

The building once contained a number of fine stained glass •. 
windows, three of which remain. Five additional ones have 
been promised, and we feel some others w i l l be available. 

We have been offered assistance by a number of individuals and 
groups, iiicluding the Bucyrus Jaycees, garden clubs, railroad 
clubs, several artisans (stained glass and wood restoration), 
an e l e c t r i c i a n and several others experienced i n building repair 

U n t i l the building is s t a b i l i z e d , however (roof and spouting/ 
drainage), we are reluctant to turn anyone loose inside regard
less of the i r enthusiasm for the project, ^ u i t e frankly, 
unless we can reach our s t a b i l i z a t i o n goal ($25,000), we w i l l 
not proceed on the project. Much to the loss of our community, 
we believe. The s t a b i l i z a t i o n work would be done on a contract 
basis with qualified builders. 

We are confident that, o: ;e these important preliminary repairs 
are_accomplished, we can successfully follow through with re
h a b i l i t a t i o n of both the exterior and i n t e r i o r with our volun
teer work force and a figure well under the high-end estimate 
for t o t a l restoration. While a qual i f i e d quotation would be 
hard to obtain, our "qualified guess" would be under $100,000, 
to make the structure habitable and useful for the community. 

We fi n d i t d i f f i c u l t to put a finger on specific uses for a 
rehabilitated T.& O.C. Railroad Station. We have no inte.ntion 
to put i t to a commercial use ( i . e . restaurant, shops, etc.). 
We see i t as an ideal place f o r co;nmunity involvement, h i s t o r i 
cal events and a c t i v i t i e s , railroad club headquarters (there ar^^ 
two such clubs i n BUCJTUS), garden club functions, youth meetings 
ana a c t i v i t i e s , ei,c. 

The important thing now, as we see i t , is to "stop the r o t " as 
quickly as possible and to make this community prize something 
we w i l l be able to point to with pride, both to our own citizens 



(page 3) 

and to v i s i t o r s as v.-dl l . 

MISC. Ee advised t h a t , ?ilthough the Bucyrus H i s t o r i c a l Society now 
owns t h i s b u i l d i n g , funds f o r r e s t o r a t i o n w i l l not be taken 
f rom soc i e ty fundo, s ince the soc i e ty i t s e l f is bare ly s e l f -
s u p p o r t i n g . A l l r e s t o r a t i o n monies must be ra ised fro.m outside 
e f f o r t s . 

The Bucyrus H i s t o r i c a l Socie ty v;as founded i n 19691 and operates 
i n the Scroggs House a t 202 S. Walnut S t . , Bucyrus, Ohio 44820. 
The telephone number i s (419) 562-6386. 

Below is a l i s t i n g of cu r r en t o f f i c e r s and some board members: 

Dr . John K u r t z , Pres . , 71^ 3. Walnut S t . , Bucyrus, Ohio 44320 
A t t y . Richard Cory, Treas . , 1080 IVIary Ann L a . , " 
Richard Zahn, V. Pres . , 811 Rogers S t . , 
Martha Ann Lown, 1006 Woodlawn Ave. (Secy.) 
Ben Anslow, J r . , 1090 Itory Anr. La. (Committee Chair.'aan, Bucyrus 

H i s t o r i c a l Society STATION FUND) 
James Starner , Board Mmbr. , 4-338 Ste tzer Rd., 
Joan Carver, 1100 Mar:,'- Ann La. (Board Mmbr.), 

The Bucyrus H i s t o r " c a l Socie ty board i s made up of approx. 24 
l o c a l men and women. 

NOTE: The Bucvris H i s t o r i c a l S t a t i o n Fund is a separately es tabl i shed 
committee w i t h r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r f und ing and d i r e c t i o n of the 
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n e f f o r t s connected to the T.& O.C Depot. No 
funds may come d i r e c t l y f rom the soc ie ty i t s e l f , s ince the Bucyrus 
H i s t o r i c a l Society i s i t s e l f bare ly s e l f suppor t ing . The soc ie ty 
does, however, hold ownership o f the depot b u i l d i n g , and i t i s 
covered on the s o c i e t y ' s a l l - i n c l u s i v e l i a b i l i t y insurance p o l i c y . 

The S t a t i o n Fund Committee i s , c f course, responsible to the_ 
H i s t o r i c a l Socie ty , and s o c i e t y board members vote on any major 
decis ions regarding the deDot p r o j e c t . 

The BUCYAUS HISTORICAL SOCIETY STATION FUN'D car r ies a separate 
depos i t and checking account a t F i r s t Federal Savings Sc Loan i n 
Bucyrus, Acc t . ^'o. 241270233 - 016023969^00 - 9996. I t i s ad
min i s te red by Richard Cor;y, Treas. and Ben Anslow, J r . , S t a t i o n 
Fund Committee Chairman. Present balance is approx. $1,800. 

The Bucyrus H i s t o r i c a l Soc ie ty , a tax-exe-mpt o rgan i za t i on , car r ies 
a Federal I . D . No. 23-7032428. 

We w i l l be most happy to supply you w i t h any a d d i t i o n a l infor .mat ion you may 
requ i re to a i d you i n making a f avo rab l e dec i s ion regarding t h i s most wor th 
w h i l e community p r o j e c t . We can a lso walk any of your representa t ives 
through the f a c i l i t y , i f you so d e s i r e . 

Siz^cerely;, 

Ben Anslow, J r . 

cc: Richard Cory, Treas. 
John Kurt . : , Pres. 
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October 14, 1997 

Dana White 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms White, 

Institute for Policy Research 
NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY 

(Formerly the Center for Urban Affairs and Policy Research) 

Please send tne the Environmental Assessments for three Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company rail line constructions and the four CSX Transportation, Inc rail line 
constiuctions. 

Thank you 
Sincerely. 

H Paul Friesema 
Professor 

.>'idanRoad • Evanston, IL 60208-4100 • Phone 847-4Q1 "̂<?5 • Fc« 847-491 W i t • http z/wwA n v i edu'lPf? 
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Frorn the Federal Register Online via GPO Access [wais.access.gpo.gov] 
[ D O C I D : f r 0 7 c c 9 7 - 1 0 9 ] 

DCPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Surface Transportat ion Board 
[Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-Nos. 1-7)] 

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 1 

AGENCY: Surface Transportation Board. 

1 

ACTION: Notice of Availabi' ty of the E n v i r o n m e n t a l Assessments for , , 
Three Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NS) Rail Line Constructions and 
Four CSX Transportat ion, Inc. (CSX) Rail Line Constructions Prior to 
the Surface Transportation Board's Decision on the Acquisition and 
Division of the Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail). 

SUMMARY: The Surface Transportation Board (Bo?rd) gives notice of the 
availability of the e n v i r o n m e n t a l assessments (EA) and public comment 
period for three NS rail line construct ions and four CSX rail line 
constructions. Although the EAs recommend several mitigation measures 
t o of f -set specific e n v i r o n m e n t a l effects, the EAs generally conclude 
that there will b t no significant e n v i r o n m e n t a l impacts associated with 
the construct ion of these rail lines. 

DATES: Wri t ten comments on the e n v i r o n m e n t a l impacts of Finance Docket 
No. 3 3 3 8 8 (Sub-Nos. 1-7) are due October 27, 1997. 

ADDRESSES' If you wish to file comments on the EAs, send an original 
and 10 copies to : Vernon A. Williams, Secretary, Surface Transportation 
Board, 192 5 K Street, NW, Suite 700, Washington, DC 2 0 4 2 3 - 0 0 0 1 . Mark 
the lower left corner of the envelope: At tent ion: Dana White, 
E n v i r o n m e n t a l Comments, Finance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-Nos. 1-7). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dana White, Sectio n of E n v i r o n m e n t a l 
Analysis, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street, MW, Washington, 
DC 2 0 4 2 3 - 0 0 0 1 : ( 2 0 2 ) 5 6 5 - 1 5 5 2 . TDD for the heanng impaired: ( 2 0 2 ) 565 -
1 695. Copies of the EAs may also be obtained by contacting Ms. White. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On Apnl 10, 1997, CSX, NS and Conrail filed 
their notice of intent to file an application seeking the Board's 
authorizat ion for: ( 1 ; The acquisition by CSX and NS control of 
Conrail. and (2 ) the division of Conrail's asrets. Shortly afterwards, 
NS and CSX requested and received approval from the Board to seek the 
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BY HAND 

Honorable Vernon A Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
Suite 700 
192.S K Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20423-0001 

October 27, 1997 

D O C U M E N T ' ' 

Re: Finance Docket No 33388 CSX and NS — Control and Acquisition of Conrail 
Subject STB Decision ID#s 28333, 28334 and 28335 Norfolk Southern Comments on the 

October 7, 1997 SEA Environmental Assessments 

Dear Mr Williams 

Norfolk Southern (NS) has reviewed the three above-reterenced Environmental 
Assessments (EAs) prepared by the Board's Section on En\ironmental Analysis (SEA) for the 
proposed NS rail connection projects at Sidney, Illinois, Alexandria, Indiana and Bucyrus, Ohio 
NS supports the analysis and conclusions set forth by SEA in each of those EAs 

In addition, NS has noted a few instances in the EAs where clarification or correction of 
certain included facts may be appropriate Thus, on behalf of NS, enclo>ed please find NS's 
comments to clarify certain facts incli ded in the October 7. 1997 SEA Environmental 
Assessments for Norfolk Southern's Rail Connections at Sidney, Illinois. .Alexandria, Indiana and 
Bucyrus, Ohio 

Please contact me if you have any questions on this submittal. 

Respectively submitted. 

Constance .\ Sadler 

enclosure 
cc: Elaine K Kaiser John Morton Baino Maestri Mar\' Gabrielle Sprague 

Michael Dalton Bill Novak .Andrew Plump Cd' 1 Gerhardstein 



C omments of .Norfolk Southern on th«. 
October 7, 1997 SEA Environmental Assessments 

for Norfolk Southern's Rail Connections at 
Sidney, Illinois, Alexandria, Indiana and Buc,, rus, Ohio 

Sidney, Illinois 

Page 2-3 Table 2-! states that Alternative A would cross 500 feet of residential land No 
residential land, however, would be crossed by Alternative A 

Page 3-4 In Section 3 3 1, at line 6, the total number of'rains per day presently using the NS 
main line is 22 At line 7, the number of trains ,*er day presently operating over the 
UP line is 19 

Page 4-1 In the first sentence, the North/South line referenced is a UP line. 

Alexandria, Indiana 

Page 3-2 Section .i 2 states that no school bus routes would cross the new connection Table 
2-1 at page 2-4 states that, according to the Mayor of Alexandria, an estimated 4 
buses per day would cross the connection 

Page 4-4 Section 4 13 2 states that the probability of a train accident on the proposed 
connection is approximately 1 in 4 million On September 19, 1997, a line segment-
specific probability figure was provided by NS's (onsultant to John Lazarra for each 
of the three NS rail connections for which EAs were being prepared As indicated 
by NS's consultant, the probability statistic for the line segment that would include 
the Alexandria connection is approximately 0 0009 accidents per year (equal lo one 
accident every 1000 years) (In the Sidney, Illinois EA, the relevant line segment-
specific probability statistic was included ) 

Bucyrus, Ohio 

Page 4-5 Section 4 I 4 2 states that the probability of a train accident on the proposed 
connection is approximately 1 93 accidents per million train-miles, \shich is the 
system-wide probability statistic On September 19, 1997, a line segment-specific 
probability figure was provided by NS's consultant to John Lazarra for each of the 
three NS rail connections for which E.As were being prepared .As indicated by NS's 
consultant, the probability stastistic fo' the line segment that would include the 
Bucyrus connection is approximately 003 accidents per year (equal to one accident 
every 300 years) (In the Sidney, Illinois E.A, the relevant line segment-specific 
probability statistic was included ) 

1 
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SURFACE TRANSPOPTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of [Invirtinmental Analysis 

October 23, 1997 

Mr J Rodney Little 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 
100 ( omnuinity Place Third Floor 
Crownsville, MD 21032-2023 

ENVi ..VIAL 
DOCUMENT 

Re: Finance Docket No 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail National Historic Preservation .Act, Sectio.i 106, 
Maryland SHPO Reference No MD970114-0021 

Dear Mr Little 

On June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc (CSX), Norfolk 
Southern Corporation, and Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NS), and Conrail Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Coiporation (Conrail) filed a consolidated Railroad Control .Application 
(RCAI with the Surface Transportation Board (STB) under 49 U S C I ' 323-25 CSX, NS 
a: d Conrail (collectivelv the Railroads) are jointlv seeking authority for '"SX and NS to 
require control of Conrail. and foi the subsequent division of Conrail's assets (the 
.Acquisition) The RCA is the action that formally initiates this proposed undertaking and our 
role as the Federal lead agency 

I'he purpo.se of this letter is to initiate consultation with your office in accordance with 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act as amended (Section 106, 16 U S C 4700 
and its implementinvi guidelines (36 CFR Part 800) Consequently, the Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SE.A^ is seeking your comment regardir g those projects within our 
jurisdiction that may have the potential to affect historic properties ' This effort is being 
coordinated w ith preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to comply with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

' SFB nia> impose conditions on mil line abandonments and new construction, but has limited 
jurisdiction o\er the acquisilion-rcl;>ted activities ,Sce 49 CFR Part 1 lt)5 S 



A copy of the Environmental Report (ER) submitted with the RCA was sent to your 
otTice by the railroads SEA has received copies of the following leners from you 

• February 10, 1997, to Dames & Moore requesting detailed information and maps of 
all projects in the state and noting a wide variety of historic resources in the project 
areas 

• February 14, 1997, tc Dames & Moore repeating comments of February 10, 1997 

• February 14, 1997, to Burns & McDonnell requesting detailed information and maps 
c^^ll projects in the state and noting the possibility of a wide variety of historic 
resources in the project areas 

SEA's review of the ER indicates that acquisition-related activities in the State of 
Maryland are limited to two NS construction projects in Baltimore (1) expansion of the Conrail 
Intermodal Facility and the construction of a nen Triple Crown SerMces Facility on existing 
railroad property, and (2) construction of 800 feet of connecting track on existing railroad ^ 
property at the NS/CR intersection in Hagerstown The Baltimore project is unlikely to effect 
historic resources SE.A has deteimined that the Hagerstown project is located immediately 
adjacent to the Hagerstown C:ity P?rk Histonc District, which is a historic district listed in 
National Register of Historic Places, and on land previously use d for railroad activity 

SEA has requested NS to clarify the above projects so that an area of potential effect can 
be established and a determination of eff°ct on any potential historic resources can be defined 
SEA looks forward to continuing our Section 106 consultation as soon as the above information 
can be developed If you have any questions, please call SEA's cultural resources technical team 
leader for the acquisition. Barn, Wharton of HDR Engineering, Inc , at (813) 287-1960 for 
assistance 

Sincerely yours. 

Elaine K Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure Maryland Railroad Map 
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cc: Paul McGinley, MHA 
John Morton, HDR 
William Novak, DCCO 
Barry Wharton, HDR 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental .Analysis 

October 23, 1997 

Ml 

Ms Anne Haaker L .. ^ . I 
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 
Illinois Historic Preservation Agency 
I Old Slate Capitol Piaza 
Springfield, IL 62701-1512 

Re: Finance Docket No 33388 - CSX and Norfolk .Southern - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail National Hi.storic Preservation Act. Section 106 
Illinois SHPO Reference No 12062497, 970107004P-S 

Dear Ms Haaker 

The purpose of this letter is to continue consultation with your office in accordance wilh 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act as amended (Section 106, 16 U S C. 
4700 and its implementing guidelines (36 CFR fart 800) This effort is being coordinated with 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to comply with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

A copy of the Environmental Report (ER) submitted with the Railroad Control 
Application (RCA) was sent to your office by the railroads The Section of Environmental 
Analysis (SEA) has received copies of the following letters from 

• January 14, 1997 requesting photos of standing structures in rail yards and intermodal 
facilities. 

• January 29, 1997 stating requirement of Phase I archaeolo[;!cal survey at Exermont 

• February 4. 1997 stating no effect for rail line traffic increases 

• Februar\' 21, 1997 stating requirement of Phase 1 archaeological survey along 
abandonment from Paris to Danville 

• May 28, 1997 stating no effect for construction at Sidney 



• July 16, 1997 requesting map, description and photos of bridge at MP 144 59 
Indicates possibility of cultural resources near projects in Tolono and Kankakee 
Repeats request for Phase I archaeological sur\ ey at Exermont 

SEA and its independent historical consultants, together with a representative of CSX, 
met with your staff on August 5, 1997 to present the requested information and to review our 
identification of historic resources and our assessment of effects ,A summary of this meeting 
was itansmitted to Ms Tracey Sculle of your staff on August 15, 1997 Two issues remain 
outstanding in the State of Illinois 

• The potential archaeological effects of the proposed railroad connection near the 
Cahokia Mounds historic site at Exermont in Caseyville 

• The potential effect on the interlocking tower at the CSX 75* Street Rail Yard in 
Chicago 

In accordance with the results of the August 5, 1997 consultation meeting, SEA has 
authorized a Phase I Archaeological Survey of the general alignment of the proposed Exermont 
Connection in Caseyville This survey is being undertaken under the direction of Dr John E 
Kelly of the Central Mississippi Valley .Archaeological Research Institute .As soon as 
preliminary results are available, we will contact you to arrange a consultation meeting for your 
review and input 

SEA has requested additional information from the railroad on the project that may 
affect the interlocking tower at the 75"' Street Rail 'V'ard We are awaiting additional 
information from the railroad on this pn ject to determine if it is part of the Conrail acquisition 
so that any potential historic resources tan be identified and evaluated for a determination of 
effect 

SEA appreciates the assistance and cooperation of your staff and looks forward to 
continuing our Section 106 consultation as soon as the above information is developed If you 
have any questions, please caii SE.A's cultural resources technical team leader for the Conrail 
acquisition, Barry Wharton of HDR Engineering. Inc , at (813) 287-1960 for assistance 

Sincerely, 

c 
Elaine K Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental .Analvsis 



cc: Paul McGinley, MHA 
John Morton, HDR 
William Novak. DCCO 
Barry Wharton, HDR 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

October 23, 1997 ENvmc 
Dr Brent D Glass 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Pennsylvania Historical & Museum Commission 
3rd & North Streets 
Harrisburg, PA 17108 

Re: Finance Docket No 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail National Hi.storic Preservation Act. Section 106, 
Pennsylvania SHPO Reference Numbers ER 97-0776-042-1. 
ER 92-1607-003-A, ER 97-1017-lOI-A. ER 97-0776-042-D, 
ER 97-.)776-042-B. ER 97-0776-042-A, ER 97-0837-007-A 

Dear Dr Glass; 

On June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation and CSX Transponation. Inc (CSX). Norfcik 
Southern Corporation, and Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NS), and Conrail Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) filed a consolidated Railroad Control Applica.ion 
(RCA) with the Surface Transportation Board (STB) undei 49 L' S C 11323-25 CSX, NS and 
Conrail (collectively the Railroads) are jointly seeking authority for CSX and NS to acquire 
control of Conrail, and for the subsequent division of Conrail's assets (the .Acq jisition ) The 
RCA IS the action that formally initiates this proposed undertaking and our role as the Federal 
lead agenc_ 

The purpose of this letter is to initiate consultation v. ith your office in accordance with 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preser\ ation Act as amended (Section 106, 16 U S C 4700 
and its implementing guidelines (36 CFR Part 800/ Consequently, the Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) is seeking your comment regarding those projects within our 
jurisdiction that may have the potential to affect historic properties ' This effort is being 
coordinated with preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to comply with the 
National Environmental Polic> Act (NEPA). 

STB ma\ impose cond lions on rail line abandonments and new consiruction, but lias limited 
jurisdiction over the acquisition-related activities See 4V CFR Part 1105 K 



A copy of the Environmental Report (ER) submitted with the RCA was sent to your 
office by the railroads SEA has received copies of the following letters from you; 

• January' 22, 1997 requesting information on boundaries and scope for increases in 
traffic in rail yards in Beaver County northwest of Pittsburgh 

• January 24. 1997 requesting survey of historic structures adiacent to new rail line 
connections in Philadelphia and Fittsburgh 

• January 31, 1997 suggesting likelihood of historic resources adjacent to rail line 
segments expected to experience traffic increases 

• February 13, 1997 sug("""*ing likelihood of historic resources adjacent to projects 
in Allegheny, Dauphin, i.ehigh and Philad-jlphia Counties 

• February 24, 1997 stating adjacency of National Register properties to J & L Tunnel 
construction projects in Pittsburgh 

• March 24, 1997 stating adjacency of National Register properties to Greenwich 
Intermodal Facility in Philadelphia and lo the Enoia 'S'ard in Harrisburg 

• July 31, 1997 stating ER fails to account for National Register listed properties 
including the Pennsylvania Main Line and thr Rutherford Yard which are potentially 
affected bv the merger. 

SE.A's review of the ER indicates that only two of the proposed acquisition-related 
activities in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania may impact historic structures or sites The 
first project is the proposed expansion of the existing intermodal facility at the yard in 
AUentown (CR to NS) The other project is the expansion of the Envjla N ird in Harrisburg 
(CR to NS) SEA has requested additional detailed information from NS regarding the proposed 
work at these two yards so that a final determination of potential impacts can be made 

In addition. NS is considering a proposed 6 25 mile realignmeni of its right-of-way 
through Erie At the present time, it is unclear whether this proposed realignment is part of the 
acquisition The present Conrail and NS main lines run close and nearly parallel to each other 
from Cleveland, OH to Buffalo. NY. and separate for a few miles through Erie The Conrail 
mainline runs through Erie on an elevated right-ot^-way constnicted as part of a grade separation 
project completed in the late I920's The NS (former Nickel Plate) mainline runs down the 
middle of Nineteenth Street on an alignment dating to March 1882 Under the proposed 
realigninent, NS trackage would cross over onto the Conrail (future CS.X) right-of-way within 
t le shared rights-of-wav at each end of the realignment This would eliminate the slou and 
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hazardous train movements running on Nineteenth Street for NS, 

The existing Conrail right-of-way originally contained four to nine para'lel tracks and 
nc w contains only three track.'--, so it can easily accommodate another single line where the 
former track has been removed There are no impacts to cultural resources along the existing 
Conrail right-of-wa • If NS ultimately abandoned the Nineteenth Street line, the historic 
crossing guard shanties and traffic control systems along the street vvould be the orly potentially 
historic resources under STB .urisdiction If it .s determined tliat this proposed realignment is 
part of the acquisition, STB will make a determination of effect and consult with you 

CSX has also proposed the construction of a new 4,900-foot connection at Grays Ferry 
Bridge and the 25th Street Viaduct in Philadelphia called the Eastwick Connection that may be a 
component of the acquisition If it is determined that this proposed connection is a part of the 
acquisition, STB will make a determination of effect and continue consultation with you 

SEA requests your concurrence with its finding that the acquisition wi!) have no effect on 
historic resources in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania except for the expansion of the 
intermodal facility at AUentown, expansion of the Enola Yard in Harrisburg, and the two above-
described projects which may become part of the acquisition 

We look forward to your response on this matter as rapidly as your schedule will allow. 
If you have any questions, plt.^e call SEA's cultural resources technical team leader for the 
acquisition, Barry Wharton of HDR Engineering, Inc . at (813) 287-1960 for assistance 

Sincerely yours. 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure. Pennsylvania Railroad Map 

cc: Paul McGi.iley, MHA 
John Morton, HDR 
William Novak, DCCO 
Barry Wharton, HDR 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

October 23, 1997 g^: , ' 4 » ' ^ » -

Mr David A Shorr 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
State Departtncnt of Natural Resources 
205 Jefferson, P O Box 176 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

Re Finance Docket No 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail National Historic Preservation .Act, Section 106 

Dear Mr Shorr 

On June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation and ("SX Transportation, Inc (CS.X). Norfolk 
Southern Corporation, and Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NS), and Conrai! Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) filed a consolidated Railroad Control Application 
(RCA) with the Surface Transportation Board (STB) under 49 U S C I 1 .̂ 23-25 CSX. NS 
and Conrail (c. lectively the Railroads) are jointly seeking aul'.iorily for CSX and NS to 
acquire control of Conrail. and for the subsequent division of Conrail's assets (the 
Acquisition) The RCA is the action that formally initiates this proposed undertaking and our 
role as the Federal lead agency 

The purpose of this letter is to initiate consultation with your office in accordance with 
Section 106 of the National Historic Present ation .Act as amended (Section 106. 16 U S C 
4700 and its implementing guidelines (36 CFR Part 800) Consequently, the Section of 
Environmental .Analysis (SE.A) is seeking your comment regarding those projects within our 
jurisdiction that may have the potential to affect historic properties ' This effort is being 
coordinated with preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to comply with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

A copv of the Environmental Report (ER) submitted with the Railroad Control 
Application (RCA) was sent to your office by the Railroads SE.A's reviev. of the ER indicates 
that in the State of Missouri there are no proposed changes to rail line segments, rail yards, or 

' STB ma\ impose conditions on rail line abandonments and new constniction. but has limited 
jurisdiction over the acquisition-related activities See 49 CFR Part 1105 8. 



intermodal facilities, and no new construction projects No rail lines are proposed to be 
abandoned, and no other acquisition-related activities are proposed 

Based on this information and in accordance with the rules and regulations found in 
36 CFR Part 800 5(b), SEA requests your concurrence with its finding that the Acquisition 
would have no effect on historic resources in the State of Missouri and that Section 106 
consultation with your office has been completed We look forward to your response on this 
ir.atter as rapidly as your schedule will allow If you have anv questions, please call SEA's 
cultural resources technical team leader for the acquisition, Barry Wharton of HDR 
Engineering, Inc , at (813) 287-1960 for assistance 

Sincerely yours, 

C ^ i u ^ / / ^ a * > i ^ 
/ / 

Elaine K Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure Missouri Railroad Map 

cc. Paul McGinley, MH.A 
John Morton, HDR 
William Novak, DCCO 
Ba. ry Wharton, HDR 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

October 23, 1997 

EN 
Mr Robert Shinn 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Department of Environmental Protection 
CN-402, 401 East State Streei 
Trenton, NJ 08625 

DOCUiv'iEf.'T 

Re Finance Docket No 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail National Historic Preservation Act, Section 106, 
New Jersey SHPO Reference Number HPO-C97-33 

Dear Mr Shinn 

On June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc (CSX), Norfolk 
Southern Corpoiation. and Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NS), and Conrail Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) filed a con.solidated Railroad Control .Application 
(RCA) with the Surface 1 ransportation Board (STB) under 49 U S C 1 1323-25 CSX, NS 
and Conrail (collectively the Railroads) are jointly seeking authority for CSX and NS to 
acquire control of Conrail, and for the subsequent division of Conrail's assets (the 
Acquisition) The RCA is the action that formally initiates this proposed undertaking and our 
role as the Federal lead agency. 

The purpose of this letter is to initiate consultation with your office in accordance with 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act as amended (Section 106. 16 L- S C 4700 
and its implementing guidelines (36 CFR Part 800) Consequently, the Section of Environmental 
Analysis (SEA) is seeking your comment regarding those projects within our jurisdiction that 
may have the potential to affect historic properties ' This effort is being coordinated with 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to comply with the National 
Environmental Policv Act (NEP.A) 

' STB may impose conditions on rail line abandoniuenis and new construction, but has limited 
jurisdiction o\ er the acquisition-related activities See 49 CFR P;irt 11(I5.8 



A copy of the Environmental Report (ER) submitted with the RCA was sent to your office 
by the railroads SEA has received a copy of your letter of March 5, 1997 stating that it appears 
unlikely thai the acquisition will directly affect historic properties 

SEA's review of the ER indicates that acquisition-related activities in the State of New 
Jersey are limited to construction of 480-foot and 600-foot connections in Ridgefield (CR 
Shared .Assets Area) and improvements within Conrail's Ei-Rail Intermodal Facility in Elizabeth 
The shops of the former Central Railroad of New Jersey (CNJ) are located at E-Rail There are 
no historic resources that will be affected by the two proposed connections at Little Ferry 

In addition, NS may be considering the construction of a 12,500-foot passing siding at 
Fleminglon Junction as part of the Conrail acquisition This siding may impact an historic 
district, a depot and archaeological sites 

SEA has requested additional information from NS to clarify whether the proposed 
projects at Elizabeth and Fleminglon Junction are part of this acquisition and to define the nature 
of the proposed improvements As soon as the requested information is received from NS, SEA 
will determine the area of potential effect on historic and cultural resources under Section 106 
and will continue consultation with your office 

Except for the proposed protects at Elizabeth and Fleminglon Junction. SEA requests 
your concurrence with its finding that the acquisition would have no effect on historic resources 
in the State of New Jersey, and that Section 106 consultation with your office has been 
completed in accordance vvith the rules and regulations found in 36 CFR Part 800 5(b) We look 
forward to your response on this matter as rapidly as your schedule wiil allow If you have any 
questions, please call SEA's cultural resources technical team leader for the acquisition, Barry 
Wharton of HDR Engineering, Inc , at (813) 287-1960 for as.si.stance 

Sineerelv yours. 

Enclosure New Jersey Railroad Map 

cc; Paul McGinley, MH.A 
John Morton, HDR 
William Novak. DC CO 
Barry W harton. HDR 

Elaine K Kaiser ' 
Chief 
Section of Environmental .Analysis 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

October 23, 1997 

Ms Bernadette Castro 
Stale Historic Preserv ation Officer 
Parks, Recreation & Historic Preserv ation 
Agency Building #1, Empire State Plaza 
Albany, NY 12238 

Re Finance Docket No 3338.S - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail; National Historic Presen-ation Act, Section 106, 
New York SHPO Reference Number 97PR0090 

Dear Ms Castro 

On June 23, 1997, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc (CSX), Norfolk 
Southern Corporation, and Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NS), and Conrail Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) filed a consolidated Railroad Control .Application 
(RCA) with the Surface Transportation Board (STB) under 49 U S C 11323-25 CSX. NS 
and Conrail (collectively the Railroads) are jointly seeking authority for CSX and NS to 
acquire control of Conrail, and for the subsequent division of Conrail's assets (the 
Acquisition) The RCA is the action that formally initiates this proposed undertaking and our 
role as the Federal lead agency 

The purpose of this letter is to initiate consultation with your office in accordance with 
Section i06 of the National Historic Preservation Act as amended (Section 106. 16 U S C. 
4700 and its implementing guidelines (36 CFR Part 800) Consequently, the Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) is seeking your comment regarding those projects within our 
jurisdiction that may have the potential to affect historic properties ' This effort is being 
coordinated with preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to comply with the 
National l^nvironmental Policv .Act (NEP.A) 

' STB iii,i> impose conditions on rail line abandonments and new construction, but has limited 
jurisdiction over the acquisition-related activities See 49 CFR Part 1105.8 



A copy of the Environmental Report (ER) submitted with the RCA was sent to your 
office by tho railroads SEA has received a copy of your March 11, 1997 letter stating that it is 
the SHPO s opinion that the project will have No Effect upon cultural resources eligible for 
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. 

SEA's review of the ER indicates that acquisition-related activities in the State of New 
York are limited to (1) construction of a 5,200-foot connection of the NS Ene Line from 
Gardenville Junction to the Conrail Main Line at Bla,sdell. New York (NS), (2) a 1.700-foot 
connection at Gardenville Junction from the Conrail Buffalo Line to the Conrail Ebenezer 
S econdary Line al West Seneca, New York, and (3) increased rail traffic at the Buffalo 
Junction Intermodal Yard (NS) in Cheektowaga, New York 

SEA's review of these three acquisition project sites indicates that there are no historic 
or cultural resources present except for an abandoned, two-span riveted Pratt through-truss 
bridge al the proposed connection al Blasdell. New York The proposed connection is a re-
establishment of a previously removed rail link and the existing bridge is in relatively good 
condition The proposal will reactivate the use of this resource as a railroad bridge and ensure 
its preservation In our opinion, the proposed action will have no effect on this resource 

Based on this information and in accordance with the rules and regulations found in 36 
CFR Part 800 5b, SEA requests your concurrence with its finding that the acquisition would 
have no effect on historic resources in the State of New York and that Section 106 
consultation with your office has been completed We look forward to your response on this 
matter as rapidlv as your schedule will allov. If you have any questions, please call SEA's 
cultural resources technical team leader for the acquisition, Barry Wharton of HDR 
Engineenng, Inc , at (813) 287-1960 for assistance 

Sincerely yours. 

Elaine K Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure; New York Railroad Map 

cc: Paul McGinley, MHA 
John Morton, HDR 
William Novak, DCCO 
Barrv Wharton. HDR 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

.Section of Environmental Analysis 

October 23, 1997 

Mr H Alexander Wise, Jr r \ , 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Virginia Department of Historic Resources 
221 Governor Street 
Richmond. VA 23219 

Re; Finance Docket No 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail National Historic Preservation Act. Section 106 
Virginia SHPO Reference Number 97-0190-F 

Dear Mr Wise; 

On June 23 1997. CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc (CSX). Norfolk 
Southern Corporation, and Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NS), and Conrail Inc and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) filed a consolidated Railroad Control Application 
(RCA) with the Surface Transportation Board (STB) under 49 U S C 11323-25 CSX, NS and 
Conrail (colieciively the Railroads) are jointly seeking authorilv t~or CSX and NS to acquire 
control of Conrail, and for the subsequent division of Conrail's assets (the .Acquisition) The 
RCA is the action that formally initiates this proposed undertaking and our role as the Federal 
lead agency 

The purpose of this letter is to initiate consultation vvilh your otTice in accordance with 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation .Act as amended (Section 106, 16 U S C. 4700 
and its implementing guidelines (36 CFR Part 800) Consequently, the Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) is seeking your comment regarding those projects within our 
jurisdiction that may have the potential to affect historic properties ' This effort is being 
coordinated with preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to comply with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

' STB mav impose conditions on rail line abandonments and new construction, but has limited 
jurisdiction over the acquisition-related activities See 49 CFR Part 1105 8. 



A copy of the Environmental Report (ER) submitted with the RCA was sent to your 
office by the railroads SEA has received copies of the following letters from you 

• Februar>' 19, 1997, to Burns & McDonnell requesting maps with boundaries of 
projects in the Commonwealth of Virginia 

• February 19, 1997, to Dames & Moore requesting maps with boundaries of projects in 
The Commonwealth of Virginia 

• March 5, 1997, to Dames & Moore requesting maps locating projects along right of 
way from Richmond to Doswell 

SEA's review of the ER indicates that acquisition-related activities are limited in the 
Commonwealth of Virginia to traffic increases on rail line segments between Riverton Junction 
and Randolph Street (Roanoke) and between Harrisburg, PA and Riverton Junction, VA 
Increased traffic is limited to the moving and handling of more rail cars on the existing trackage 
Increased traffic does not have the potential to affect historic or cultural resources since the 
railroad traffic is part of the historic setting and does not involve ground disturbance or physical 
alteration of the existing facilities 

No rail lines are proposed to be abandoned and no other acquisition-related activities are 
proposed except a potential expansion of a pa.ssing track of approximately 6,000 linear feet 
betvvcen mileposls 380 5 and 379 3 on the former Norfolk & Western main line in Glade Springs 
between Roanoke and Bristol, VA Our review indicates the Glade Springs Historic District 
(NRHP Eligible) is bisected by this rail line and a prehistoric site and a NRHP structure abut the 
existing railroad right of way Sfi.A has requested additional information from NS to clarify 
whether this proposed project is part of the acquisition and to define the nature of the 
improvements As soon as the railroad provides the requested information, SEA will determine 
whether the propc^ed passing track extension in Glade Springs is part of the acquisition and if 
so, will evaluate the potential for effect on historic and cultural resources under Section 106 and 
will continue consultation with your office 

Except for the proposed passing track extension in Glade Springs. SE.A requests your 
concurrence with its finding that the acquisition would have no effect on historic resources in the 
Commonwealth of Virginia and that Section 106 consultation with your office has been 



completed We look forward to your response on this matter as rapidly as your schedule will 
allow If you have any questions, please call SEA's cultural resources technical team leader for 
the acquisition, Barry Wharton of HDR Engineering, Inc , at (813) 287-1960 for assistance 

Sincerely vours. 

KaiCer Elaine K 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure; Virginia Railroad Map 

cc: Paul McGinley, MHA 
John Morton, HDR 
Wiiliam Novak, DCCO 
Barrv Wharton. HDR 

-3-
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\\ alter Naiicv I jUiliiiski 
610 'S armoulh I anc 
Bav \ ilkmc. O i l 44140 

S I B 
Sc'clion ol I IU iidnnicnuil . \ iu i l \ sis 
1925 k Sl \ W . 
W.ishiii'jton. 1)1 :()4:3 

l)()( KI I 1 l)vv^>88 

Dear Sir: 

M \ ui lc aikl I .irc K M I I slcultasiiv OPPOSED lo llic \or ln lk Smiihcni proposal IM incrca.sc ihc 
annHiiit ol tram trallic on their rail line passing thru the western suburbs ot Ba> N illaiie. Wesllakc, 
Rockv River, and l.akeuood. f or us and our neiyhhors in Ba> \ illage this would daneerousK 
impede our access lo emergenev medical lieatmenl at St John W estshore Hospital Xmbulanees 
would have U> travel from our home, which is JiieelK imrlli of St John \\ eslshi>re. all the w,i\ to the 
utl;ei end ol'our citv i. the Clague Road overpass ,iiKi hack ag im to rea. h the hospital in the event 
ol lieav V tram traffie on the tracks. I his unneeessarv increase in navel lime eaii mean tl e Jilteienee 
between lile and Jeaili to a seriouslv ill perstni in transit. 

(»ur home is two lots ,iwav trom the railroad Uaeks and UVii blocks awav trom Basselt Road, one of 
the three ma|or North -South sources ot egress lor the city ot Bav \ illage. 1 he current anhuinl ol 
train trariie during the morning and ev ening " rush hours" alreadv creates a dense congestion ot ears 
aK>nu Bassett Road at leas' twice a dav. H a healili emergenev were lo develop during one i>f these 
eongesiion periods an .mibulaiKe would have a verv dit'tieuh tune LiettiiiL; lo and leaving trom anv 
house on oar stieei. 1 he proposed increase in tram tialtie will greatlv e\eaherb;ite this daiiiierous 
silualion. 

Ihis would alst> applv tvi Ine emergenev vehicles Our eoninumilv fire station is K>eated on Woll 
Road which is north ol the tracks. However, it the railroad crossing gates were closed and the auto 
tralfic hacked up aKnig Basset! and Bradlev Roads t!iere would he no wav that a lire truck could 
promptlv leeess our neighborhood. I he meieased trallic would elfectivelv isolate our neighborluiod 
lioiii vinv einen:enev vehicles 

W e clio.se to live in Bav \ ilkige and p.iv liie price we did for our home because of the ciminuinilv's 
quiet surroundings and sale ei;v iroiiment. Increased train tral'tic directlv destrovs the verv reason 
we moved here 1 lie noxious diesel exhaust gâ  Irom the passing trams is horrible ()ver and aK>ve 
that, lia/aidous eheniie.ils inid ra.v material which are earned on the trains pose a serious saletv 
ha/ard lo oui home and eommunitv in the event •.>t a train derailment W e are vehementlv opposed 
to even the possibilitv M one child, in anv communitv. having their lives endangered hv to\ms 
carried next lo their homes h> speeding trains. This possibility increases directlv wilh incrca,sos in 



train tral'tic. 

Bv living so close to this inlerseetion. wc also experience trains blowing their whistles l ) . \ ^ and 
NIGi 11, It is presently difficult to enjov a loveK summer evening breeze through open windows as 
the trains are IK)(K)()()()ON\NNKKKIN( i ev ei v time thev approach the Bassett Road intersection, 
it would be intolerable if ihe I'requencv ot these episodes increased. It shatters the peaceful quiet we 
and our neighbors came here to find. 

Allow us to reitcraie our opposition to this proposal. In summarv. the Norfolk Southern proposal will 
create unsafe and unenjov able neighborhoods in the sate and peacetiil western suburbs exposed to 
their trains. 

Sineerelv 
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DOCUMPMTAKFm)OD, OHIO 44107 

10/2/97 

Office Of Ihc Secretarv Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No "̂ ÎXX 
Surface I mnsportation Board 
Attn Elaine K Kxnscr 
Chief, .̂ ccnon of fcnMronnionlaJ Aiul> sis/Em ironmcnixil Filing 
192.S • K" Street. NW 
Washington fX 20423 -n<Kt| 

Dear MS Kaiser 

Ima^ie a nuclear bomb is about to go off m your neighborhood Well, it is not a nuclear bomb I am 
\Nnling to \ou abciii bui the catastrophic effects the proposed merger of Norfolk Southem Railroad \M11 
have the same effect on our citv of Lakewood Ohio (a suburb of Cleveland) Norfolk Southc T> plans to 
increase the number of tnuns running through our citv from an av eraae of K a dav to a proposed 40 trains. 
one even ^() minutes o r j 5(K)"q increase in tram trafTit IS trains was the average before the merger, since 
June or Julv it has grown to 14 a d;iv | I believe thev initiallv told t"̂  40 so thev -̂ ould comprorrasc and sav 
2u trams a dav However 14 Ijainsj day jsjireadv tog many for our unique ciiv let alone 20 or 40 Manv 
cities sav thev arc unique but Lakewood trulv holds manv unique recx)rds and circumstances that should be 
taken into consideration such as 

•Lakewood is the most densely populated area between New York and Chicago 

*We have over 66.IHK1 jicople in five square nulcs 

•Lakewood h is the most highway rail crossings in the United States 21 crossings m three miles 

•Lakewood has onlv one underpass located at he extreme west side of the city 

*The hospital is located on the south side of the train tracks 

*9 (KH) children walk to school dailv as there is no busing or a need for it 

•C hildrcn walk daily ovc the train tracks to get to and from school 

•Many homes are located |i:st a few fee; from the iracks 

Com on P 2 



P 2 

Ihe impact wctuld be seven- and will di-rinitely cause an increase in death lo the elderly as well as 
children. Other impacts would he: 

*tX;aih. at the curreni train levels one person is killed a vear by a tram 

•Dcith with onlv one underpass at the extreme west side of town fmf the addition of lo to 15 
mm lies to get around the train would spell death to a stroke, hcartattack or traum;i victim 

•Death of children with the children walking to school and a uain even 40 minutes children will 
try to beat the train 

* Death of a city with a tram every 4o • mutes ;md the cir s infra-structure dependant of. north 
and south travel across the tracks the citv will die(remember wc have only one underpass i'l the 
extreme west-side of the city and ( leveland is at our eastern boarder) 

•l/>ss^of hcarmj^jTcr v̂ ^̂ ^ docket #'<̂ '̂ XK '.nder noise the section sutes 
that where thev plan to increase trains by more than « a day let alone 2 a day a noise analysis 
need.', to be done Because we hold the record m the United States Jgrjhc most tram crossings (27 
m ^ miles) this ŝ ludy„musl_takcin̂ ^̂ ^ that a constant horn vyilLblasLioLJ-̂ miLcs If 
you think I am joking, just spend a couple of nights in my house Numerous whools both 
private and public, a "lospital. a larjie multi unit nursing home, and a library are all within a 
quarter <if a mile of the tracks. 

•Air qualitv due to the high population densitv ((>(> O(K) people, the most denseiv populated area 
between New York and C hicago» a tram everv 40 minutes would cause massive health problem 
due to coal duf.t tram emissions and stopped car traflic Our countv is already plagued with poor 
i ir quality and this will nol help us to reach the EPA s goals 

Sl'GGESTIONS 

•There is a double or possible tnple set of train tracks just south of the citv that run through an industnal 
arca_aiid_ îiotji heayiij^jopu These businesses and future businesses ship and receive 
goods V la the rail These tracks do not have 9.(MK) children crossing them or (>().(KHI residence sitting on top 
of them Emcrgcnc-v vehicles can t;ike numerous underpasses on these tracks tram tracks Rputiiig l̂he 
trams un these southem tracks will inipuct far lesser people and might even result in extra profits for Uie 
railroad 

•Rcstnct the number of trains to the curreni eight or fourteen a day 

In closing. iiiCTcasing the number of trains on the northern set of tracks will have a devastating impact on 
our citv and the thousands ol people who live in it ;ind surrounding cities While we do not have the 
billions of dollars the railroad does to spend on lobbying we are the purpose of vour job which is to protect 
the people so we can achieve safcJi^l"ic_rui These nghts lie 
m vour hands and we hope vou will d the nght thing and stop the proposed plans of Norfolk Soulhcm and 
CS.X 

Smcerelv 

r ; / 
Doug I . Df\on 
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G A LI . A M ) . K H A K A S C I I . M () K S F. 61 G A R I N K l . ' ' , P.C. 
,\ r I (.1R \ h V s .\ I I . \ \x 

Cll.̂ RLEs H. WHITE. JR 

DiKK r 1.1N1 (2II.->1 <42-6'Hy 

FA( >1M1LI (20-') VU'-521V 

C.W.Kl SQI ARH 
10s I THIRTV ; IRST STRF.rr. N.VC. 

VX'.vMiiN(,T()N, D C 200(r-4492 
THKHHDSF (2021 .•<-i2-S2(lO 

Octviber 16, 1997 

Mr Vernon A Williams 
OtVice of the Secretarv 
Attn Environmental Section 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, IX' 2i)42.^()0()l 

RF Finance Docket No 33388 (Sub-No 80) 
CSX and NS — C ontrol -- ( onrail 

Dear Mr Williarn.s 

Enclosed fcr filing, please find an original and ten (10) copies of Wheeling & I ake Frie Railway 
Company's Verified statement of No S-gnificant | l aiv ironmental ] Impact Will v'>u kindlv forward 
the enclosed documents to the Environmental Section and stamp and return the enclosed copy of 
this service letter when the documents are filed 

Very truly yours, 

Charles H White. Jr 
C ounsel for Wheeling & Lake lirie 

Railway Company 

CE'W sld 
I^nclosuie 

DOCUMENT 

XiNiiYrAN-GKMd Lv» O H I i 
AFFILI.MII) '-'IK.M 

No S3S-S38. FVM.YI .'̂ N t <KsT«' Ol) riuTEl. 
.V), 2i. l ) i iv. Jwĉ  .Mi.< '•Ow. 

BKIJIM, ItXXilX) PKopii s REFI Of CHINA 
TKI UU «6-l-S2.V'iS<)? FAX: 011-«(>-1-S23-S%9 



ORIGINAL 
W&I.E-3 

ENVIBO^^^E'^'^^L BEFORE THE 
¥ l i ' w cjjRFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO 33388 (Sub-No 80) 

vi-Rii II:D STATI:M" NT OF NO 
SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC 
NORFOLK S 0 U T H I : R N CORPORATION AND 
NORFOLK SOLTHERN RAILW AV COMPANY 

--CON I ROL AND OPIiRATING LI ASI S/.AGRI I-MIINT--
CONRAIL INC AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

Charles H White, Jr 
(iALLAND. KHARASCH 
& GARFINKLE, P C 
1054 Thirty-First Street, N W 
Washington, D C 20007 
Tel (202) .M2-5200 
Fax (202)342-5219 

Counsel for Wheeling & Lake Erie 
Railway Company 

October 16. 1997 



W&LE-3 

BEFORE THE 
SL'RFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FNVIRONMEHTAL 
V i n w t ^ FINANC E DOCKET NO 33388 (Sub-No 80) 

DOCUMENT 

VI-RIFIED STA FEMENT OF NO 
SIGNIFICANT IMP.XCT 

My name is Reginald M Thompson I am Vice President of Marketing and Sales at the 

Wheeling & Lake F>ie Railway Company As the executive sponsoring our analysis of tratTic flow 

diversions and anticipated conditioned relief I am most familiar with the impact of these 

proceedings In my judgment the cumulat ve impact of the diversions and condition relief will 

result ir no signitlcant impact within the meaning of Decision No 6 and 49 C F R i j l 105 6(c)(4) 

/c<p^ 
Reginald M Thompson^ 

Verification 

^e^/icJAlii /y) T^oiy>^^#»^being duly sworn on ^ October, deposes and says that 

he has read the foregoing, and that it is true and accurate to the best of his knowledge and belief 

^^^^ .A • 
Notarv Public State of Ohio 

(Notary P u l ^ j ^ ^ , ^^.^ ^̂ ^̂ st 29,1999 

Mv Commission expires [ ttl^. jL^l^l^^f 
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LORAIN 
COUNTY i 

ENT Commissioners 

Mary Jo Vasi 
E. C. (Betty) Blair 
Michael A. Ross 

( 

October In. IW7 

MI MO \ () 

FROM 

Sl Rl AC I I R A \ S I H ) R I A I ION HOARD 

rONGRE SSMHN SUf- RROD BROWN PAUL GILLMOR 
NORTHI ASI OHIO ARI AWIDl ( fX)RDlNATING AGHNCV HOWARD NfAIHR 
(.IHIO RAIL COMMISSION lOM O l.l.AR'i 
GREATER CLLVLLAND Rl f i lONAl TRANSIT ALTHORIT> . RON TOBLR 
LORAIN COLNTY TRANSIT ALTHORITV Bil l 11 TRK H 
I.ORAIN RORT AITHORITY Rl( H NO\ Ak 
I AKl SIIORI RAM AV A> ASSOC lATlON. MARC CHAPK) 
AMHI RSI MA^OR, JOHN HIC.CilNS 
AVON I.AKI MAYOR. VINC i; I RBIN 
A\ ()N MA^OR. JAMI S SMI I H / 
1 I.N RIA MANOR MIC HALL KLN S 
LORAIN MAYOR. JOL kO/IURA 
NORIH RIDCilA 11.1.1 MANOR Dl ANNA HILL 
OBI Rl IN C I I N MANACil R. ROB DISI'IRI IO 
S l l i n ILI.D I.AKL MANOR. GARY MINGLL 
VLRMIl ION MANOR L! i /ABI TH SHLLHL 
\ II I AGI MANORS - SOI TH AMHI RST (iRAPFON. KIPION. LAGRANGL. 

ROCHI SILR. SHI I I II !.!) WI I I INGION 
LORAIN COI NIN ASSOC lA 1 ION OI lOWNSHIP IRL'STLLS K C l.LRKS 

lORAIN CO! NTN COMMUNITY ALLIANCE 

RESOLUTION TO SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Attached is copv ol the Resolution adopted CXtober •>. W : . bv the Lorain C ouiiiv C onmuiiiilv Alliance, a 
Council of Cioverniiients tornied under Ohio Revised Code, notifving tiie Surface fransponalion Board of 
lis concern that as prop<'>sed. the acqiiisitio.i of Conrail bv NS and CXSl niav have a siuinricanl adverse 
iiiipacl on the 2^5.IHMI rcMdciits ol Lor;iiii C ouiiiv I lie RCMJIUHOII urges lhat s[x.vial note IK eivcii to ilic 
laci lh;ii Ixillt the Nonhern and >oiilliern routes of NS traverse Loram Counlv while lliC Soiilli lo North 
route of C S.X I also iiaverse> our Counlv (Mao is aitaclied ) 

I he I oniin C ouiiiv ( oiiiiiuiiiiiv All;aii>.e iiiciiibers urge the Surface rraiisponation Board to vievs all 
V lahle .iiid applicable solunoiis lo iliis proptised merger I he C ouiilv does have an liilennodal Plan which 
calls for east-vvesi cuiiiniiiier rail service usi .g Norfolk Southern lines together with north-south access, 
pari ol llie l oram Ron Aiuhoniv s Ciroveporl Project 

Thank vou. 

Il lCS 

CC C oiiiiiiisMoncrs \ ,IM ROSS 
Ohio Depanniciii oi Dcvelopitieni 

LORAIN COLNTY COMMUNI I N ALLUNCE 

Bettv Blair'^ hair 

AdminlsfroJion Bulldlryg. 226 Middle Ave. Elyrla. OH 44035-5641 • Phone. (2161 329-5000 or 244-6261 • Fax: (216^ 323-3357 



"New Parlnensbips for the Futmre" 

(Regarding the matter of the "quisition of) 
( C onrail bv NS and CXS 1. ) October 3. IW7 

NOW T H E R L K O R E , BE IT RESOLVED bv the Loram Countv t on.munitv Alliance that: 

Ihe Lcraiii Coiuiiv Coiiuiiijiiitv .Alliance represents 27.S.OOO residents of Loram ('ountv which is the '>th 
largest countv in the State of Ohio fhe Lorain Countv Communitv Alliance. (I.CCA). a Council of 
Governments formed und-.; Ohio Revised Code, section 167 08. provides a means of obtaining a more 
adequate and effective level of public service for all residents ihis Alliance wishes to notifv the Surface 
Transportation Board of its concern that as proposed, the acquisition of Conrail bv NS and CXS f ma> 
have a significant adverse impact on the residents ot Loram C ountv . 

Fhe Lorain Countv Communitv Alliance w ill continue to monitor current and future documents related to 
the pro;.osed acquisition, to coordinate wiih other inleresied parlies. Npetiticailv the Ohio Rail 
Commission. Greater C leveland Regional liansit .Authorilv. Lorain Countv Iransit Authority. Lorain Pon 
Authoritv. l akeshore Railwav Association and others that mav be identified, and to panicipate with these 
interested panics, as well as State and I ed'.-ral legislators, m working toward a regional position on the 
proposal including specific concerns as well .is possible ulicmalives. 

Ihe 1 Airain C ouiiiv C\)mir,unilv Alliance recogni/es ;hat while this acquisnion mav offer tiie potential for 
ect);uiinic reJevelopmeiit, Alliance me'nl>ers are also conc:nied with the piissihle negative impacts, both 
k)callv and regionallv, Ihis acquisition mav have a detrinienial impact on the possibilitv of operating 
commuter rail service over the freight rail corridors in the region. Safetv related issues are an increased 
possibilitv. auto train pedestrian accidents, possible air pollution, noise pMllution and hazardous cargo 
shipments as well as possible delavs in emcrgencv equipmeni response Special note should be i;iven to 
the fact that both the Northern and Southem louies of NS traverse Lorain Ciiunlv. while Ihe South lo Nonh 
route of CS.X 1 alsii traverses our countv (see attached map) 

LORAIN COL NIN COM^U NUN AI LIANCI. 

Adopted October 3. IQQ7 

226 . l idd le Ave.Tue, E l y r i a , Ohio - 44C 35 - ( 216 ) 329-5112 
rax - (216-323-3357 



Proposctl Riiilroiid iVIainliiics 
;.":>i5'SiM!Si-2i - C S X 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION bOARD 
Office of Economics, Environmental Analysis, and Administration 

MEMORANDUM 

^ 0 2 mi 
TO : E l l e n Keys 

O f f i c e of the Secretary 

FROM : V i c k i Rutson 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

SUBJECT : Service L i s t Remov.̂ 1 

Please remove the agency l i s t e d below from the service l i s t i n 
Finance Docket No. 33388. Mr.Chris Watkins of CEQ c a l l e d the 
Section of Envircnmental Analysis and requested that CEQ be removed 
from the service l i s t . 

Council on Environmental Quality (CEC' 
Ray Clark 
Washington, D.C. 20523 

cc: F i l e s 
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Di:PARrMHN'I OF NATURAL RFSOI RCHS 
u l IK.I ( Il I III DIKI ( 1( )U 

P.O Box \~h Ktkrson ( Ilv, MO (>-10J 

Auilllst 14. IW7 

Ol'tlcc ol'llic- Scvtvlarv 
( asc ( ontrdi I nit 
S i H I inaiKc docket \o . .Vv>XX 
Surlacc I ransportation lioard 
\')25 K Street. \ W . 
Wasliinuton. D C . 2042"̂ -!>0()l 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

i - f / 

.\llcntiiin: I lai'ic K. Kaiser, ( hid 
Section ol L in ninmental Anaivsis 
I in ironmental i ilinu 

Re: .Notice orinieni lo l're|xiie an I in ironmental Impact Sialenieiu (I IS) 
and Request lot ( omments on Proposed I IS Scope in S I l i I inanee 
Docket No. .vi."!S(S. ( S.\ Corporation and CS.X I ranspiirtation. Inc.. 
Nortolk Southern Corporation and Norlolk Southern Railwav ( ompanv -
C»»ntrol and (>per>ainu I eases \ureements-C onrail. Inc. and C onsolidated 
Rail ( orporation. 

Dear Ms. Kaiser; 

I he MisM>iiri Department id Natural Resources would like to provide the tollowing: 
comments on tiie scope ol'ihe I IS that the Surtace 1 ransporlaiivni Board will tiiepare m 
lespiHise tr. tlie above-releienced proeeedinL'.. 

I he primaiA env ironmental impacts ol the proposed acquisition are related to additional 
iriiek irat'tle generated at inlernnHi:»l facilities where aeiiviiv is projected to increase. St. 
I ouis i ' piesentiv classified as a modera;e o/one .lonaltainmeni area, and Kan.sas ( itv as 
a mainienance o/one aliainmeni area. Norfolk Southern operates rail vards and 
inlermodal facilities in both ,he St. l.ouis and Kansas ( itv areas; therefore, air qualitv 
edeeis resultiiiL; from a .''*ie iv reuses ;;ssoeiated with the proposed mer!:er for rail vards 
and inlermodal tacilities in St. ! .̂uis and Kansas Citv slH>uld he addressed in the I IS. 
C\)nsideration of I ' e potential lor posit ve air qualitv effects of truck-to-iail diversions 
ma\ also be appropriate 



I laine K. Kaiser 
Page : 
August 14. IW7 

Aeeording t'. the I in ironmental Report filed hv CSX and Norfolk Southern with the 
Surface 1 r insportaiion Hoard, there would he some increase in rail and truck aetiviiv in 
and near taeihties lhat vvould cause some increase in air emissions, i he maximum 
estimated increa.ses are depicted as 4.12 ions per vear ( I P'̂  ) of nitrogen oxide at the Si. 
l.ouis CounlN - i uther NS rail ard. 4..>,s I P '̂ al the NS Intermodal f aeilitv. and 0.77 
I P '̂ at the ( lav Countv NS Intermodal 1 u ilitv. W e recommend that the I 'S include a 
disetission of general conformitv with reg.ird lo the applic :hle State Implementation i'lan 
developed in accordance with the Clean .Air Act. We have attached a et>pv of the 
pertinent state regulations. KK SR 1()-6.">(I(I. "C onformitv of (ieneral federal .\ctions to 
Slate implementation I'lans" as a reference in this regard. 

It is assumed that the prop*>sed merger would not be expected U> affect the policies or 
operation of the railroad concerning the ivne or quantilv of hazardous eommodities 
iransported or the method of handling Anv potential lor an increase in hazardous 
materials tralfic and increased risk for ha/aidous material incidents should be addressed 
in the I IS, Potenlial impacts to water resources and water qualitv as a result ol increased 
e\pv)sure to hazardous materials incidents also mav be a factor that ma> warrant 
attention. 

W e appreciate this opportunitv lo prov ide input into the analv sis that the Surfaee 
I ransportaiion Board will be conducting, .AS specified in the published scoping notice 
lor this proposal, we are submitimg an original and ten copies of this comment letter and 
the attachment, II you have anv questions or require further information, please contact 
Mr, I homas i ange (>f nn office al (.s7si 7.si-,'?K)s or al the address shown above, 

\ erv trulv vours. 

Dl PAKIMl-NI Or N / V I V R \ I RI SOI RCI S 

.... m /I.' 
Oav id .\, Shorr 
Director 

1) \S,tli 

Attachment 



1 ^ 10 CSR 10-6-NATURAL RESOURCES Division 10—Air conservation Commission 

(A) This subsection is reserved to incorpo-
raie h\ reference 10 CSR 10-6 290 Enhanced 
Monitoriiic, wtiicli will he adop{ed in (he 
tuture, 

(B) Monitonng meihodisi approved for the 
source pursuant to 10 CSR 10-6 065 
Operalinc Permits, and incorporated into an 
operating permit, and 

iCi An> other monitoring methods ap
proved h> the director 

i3i Enforcemeni—Regard!es<. of am otiier 
provision in the siatt implemenuiion plan, 
an> credible ewdence ma> be u,'«d for the 
purpose of establishing whether a pe rson has 
violated or is in violation of anv such plan or 
oiher applicable requirement 

(.AI Information from tlie use of tlie fol
lowing method^ IS presumpiiveK credible 
evidence of whether a violation has occurred 
a! a source 

1, Tins paragraph is reserved lo incor-
pi-irate bv reference 10 CSR 10-6 290 
tnhanced Monitoring which will tie adopted 
in the future, 

2 A moniiorinc method approv«J for 
U.f source pursuant to I " CSR 10-6 065 
Operating Permits and incorpiirated into an 
operating permit: and 

3 Compliance test methods specified in 
the rule cited as the authorilv for the emission 
i.mitations 

(B) The tollowing testing, monitoring, or 
information gathering methods are presump-
iivelv credible testing monuonng, or infor
mation gatherinc methtxls 

', Applicahie monitoring or testing meth 
oos, cued in 10 CSR 10-6 030 Sampling 
.Methods for Air Pollution Sources, 10 CSR 
10-6 040 Reference Methods. 10 CSR 10-
6 070 .New Source Performance Standards; 
and 10 CSR 10-6 080 Emission Sundards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants, or 

2 Olher lesiing, moniicring, or infor
mauon gathering methods it approved bv the 
director, that produce information compara
ble to that produced t>v anv method in sutv 
section (3)(A> or paragraph (3)(B)1-

AUTHURm' ieaion 643 050. RS,^o 
iCum. Supp I9<)2i ' Ongtnal rule 
fited June 2. 1994 effeciivf Dec. 30. 
1994 

'O ' i f ina l auihorn 196! amtrata '99? 
199} 

10 CSR 10-6.300 Confonnit> of General 
FedenU AcUons to Sute Implemenution 
Plans 

PURPOSE TTus rule impleniems sec
tion J 76(C) of the Clean Air .4c! as 
amended i42 L .S C 740i et seq.) and 

regulations under 40 CFF pan 51 sub
part W with respect to the conformtt\ 
of general federal actions to the applic
able tmplemenianon plar. Under rtosc 
iiuthorities. no departmeni agency or 
inslrumenlalit\ of the federal govern
ment shall engage in. suppon '/i am 
v«av or provide financial assistance for. 
license or pernut. or approve a.T, activ
ity which does not conform to an 
applicable implemenution plan This 
rule sets forth poUcs. criteria, and pro-
cedur,:s for demonstrating and assuring 
conformir\ of such actions ihe 
applicable implementation plan This 
rule applies lo all areas in the stale of 
Missouri which are designated as 
nonatlainmen! or mainiencuice for an\ 
criteria potkiiant or sta.idara for which 
there IS 0 rwuonai anibieni air gualir, 
standard 

Editor's .\'ote The following material is 
incorporated into this rule b\ reference 

11 42 United Slates Code 7401 and 7472 
Washmfnon DC US Government 
Printing Office. l9S9i 
2) 40 Code of Federal ftegulalons port 
50: pan 51. ^uboan W. Hcvised as of 
Jul\ 1 1995 ^nd part 81 fViashingloi:. 
DC US Cro:enunent Printing Office. 
1995). 

3i 2J United Slates Code iMtuhington 
D C U 5 C/vvernmer.: Printing Office 
I995i. 
4) 49 United Slates Code 1601 and 1607 
iViashingion. D C U S Governmental 
Pnnling Office. !995i. 
5) 23 Untied Slates Code 134 
(M/ashmgion DC US Government 
Printing Office. 1995). 
6) 4G Code of Federal Regulations 
iVtashington DC US Go\ernrien: 
Printing Office. 1995). 
'^1 Environmental Protection .^genc\ 
' CompUaaon of Atr PoUutani Emission 
Factors (AP42r Sth Edmon. Jar. 1995 
Office of Air Qualir\ Planning and 
Standards. Office of Air and Radiation 
EPA Research Triangle Park SC 
2-1/,. 

8) Guidelines on .Air Qualtty .Models 
(Revised Jul) I986i (Research Tnang!-
Park. ,V. C., C S Environmental 
Protection Agency I986i 

In accordance with section 536 031(4}. 
RSMo the full text of mcuenal incorporated 
tr. reference will be nuide available to am 
interested person at the Office of the 
Secretary of Stale and the headquarters of the 
adopting state agency. 

(1) General 
'',A depanment, ageno. or insirumen-

lality of the federal government shall eneage 
in, suppon in anv w v̂ or provide fmancial 
assisunce for, license or permit or approve 
anv activitv which does not conform to an 
applicable implementation plar, 

(B) Under Clean Air Act iCA.A) section 
!76<c( and 40 CFR pan 51 subpan U a fed
eral agencv must make a determmaiion that a 
federal action conforms to the applicable 
implementation plan in accoroance with the 
requirements of this rule before the action is 
uken 

iCi Suljseciion i l i iB i ot this rule does noi 
include federal actions where eitticr — 

1, A National Environmenul Policv Act 
I NEPA) analysis was completed â  evidenced 
bv a final environmental assessment (EAi, 
environmenul impact sutemeni (EIS) or 
finding of no significant impact iFO.N'SIi that 
was prepared prior to January 3; 1994, or 

2 All of the following conditions are 
met 

A Prior to Januars, 31 1994 an E A 
was commenceo or a contract was awarded to 
develop the specific environmental analysis. 

B .Sufficieni environmental analvsis 
I'; cun.pletcd by March 15 1994 thai il)c 
lederai agency mav determine tha- the feder
al action IS in contormitv with the specific 
requirement and the purposes of the applic
able implemenution plan pursuant to the 
agency 's affirmative obligation under section 
!76lC) of the CA.A and 

C .A written detemiirution of confor
mity under section !76(ci of the CAA lus 
t>een made by the federal agenc.. responsible 
for the federal action by March 15, 1994 

(Dl Notwithstanding any provision of this 
rule, a determination (hat an action is in con 
formiiy witfi (he applicable implementation 
plan does not exempt the action from any 
o.lKr requirements ot the applicable imple
mentation plan, the NEPA, or the CAA 

i2> Definitions 
lA i Terms used but not defined in thi". rviie 

shall have the meaning given them by the 
CAA and Lnvironmental Prwection Agencv s 
(EPA s) p.gulations. in (hai order of pnoruy 
Definitions for some terms used in this rule 
may be found in 10 CSR 10-6,020 

("Bi Additional definitions specific to this 
rule are as follows 

1 .Affected federal land manager —(he 
federal agencv or the federal official charged 
with direc( responsibilitv for management ot 
an area designated as Class I under the CAA 
142 C S C 7472i that is located within one 
hundred kilorrjeters (100 km; of the proposed 
federal aaion; 

2 Applicable impiementatior plan—the 
(ponion) of the implemenution plan, or most 
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recent revision thereof, which has tiecn 
approved under section 110 of (he CAA, or 
promulgated under section 110(ci of ihe CA.A 
(federal implemenution plani, or promulgai 
ed or approved pursuant to regulations pro 
mulgated under section 301 (di of the CAA 
and which implements the relevant require 
ments of the CAA 

3 Area wide air quality mcxieling analv 
SIS—in as.sessmeni on a scale that inclLde'> 
the entire nonatuinment or maintenance area 
which uses an air quaiKv dispersion mixlel (c 
de(ennine (he effects of emissions on air 
quality. 

4 CA,^—(he Clean Air Ac(, as amend 

ed, 
5 Causf or con;r.ou.e (o a new viola 

iion—a federal action lhat — 
A Causes a new violation ol a 

national ambie.nt air quality standard (NAAQSi 
a( a locadon in a nona(uinmen( or mainie 
nance area which vwuld otherwise not be in 
violation of the sundard dunng tlie future 
period in question if the federal action were 
iKit uken: or 

B Contributes in conjunction with 
othei reasorubly foreseeable actions, to a 
new violation o' a NA.AQS at a kxat ion in a 
nonatuinmeni or mainienance area in a 
manner thai would itKrease (he frequency or 
severuy of (he new violadon, 

6 Caused bv, as u,sed in (he terms 
'direct emissions" ana "indirect emissions' — 
emissions thai v^iuld not otherwise occur in 
(he absence of (he federal acdon; 

7 Crueria pol luunt or sundard—anv 
pi i l luunt for which there is esublishcd a 
NAAQS at 40 CFR pan 50, 

8 Direct emissions—those emissions ol 
a criteria polluunt or its precursors (ha( are 
caused or inuiaied tn (he federal action and 
iKCur .!( (he same iime and place a*, the 
acdon. 

9 Emergency—a situation where et 
tremeb quick action on the pan of the feder 
al agencies involved is needed and where the 
timing of such federal activmes makes it 
impractical lo meet the requirements of (hi", 
rule, such as naiural disasien, like hurricane^ 
or eanhquakes, civi l disturbances such as ter 
ronst acts, and mi l iu ry mobilizations: 

10 Emission'^ budgets—those ponions 
of Ihe (oui allowable emissions defined in an 
EPA approved revision to the applicable 
implemenution plan for a ceruin date lor the 
purpose ot meeting reasonable further 
progress milestones or atumment or mainte
nance demonstrations, for any cnteria pollu
unt or Its precursors, specifically allocated 
by the applicable implemenution plan to 
mobile sources, to any sutionarv source or 
class of sutionarv sources, to any federal 
acdon or class of acdon, (o any class of area 
sources, or (o any suhca(egorv of (he emis 

sions inveniory The allocation s-ystem musi 
be specific enough to assi re meeting the cn 
(eria of section 176(c)( l i iBi ol the CAA ,An 
emissions budget may be expressed in terms 
of an annual penod a daily penod, or other 
period esublished in the applicable imple 
menution plan: 

11 Emission offsets, for purposes of 
>.cciion (8) of this rule—emissions reductions 
which are quantifiable consistent wi ih (he 
applicable implemenution plan attainmeni 
and reasonable funher progress demonstra 
(ions, surplus to reductions required by, and 
credited to, other applicable implemrnudon 
plan provisions, enforceable unoer both sute 
and federal law and perr,.ajieni withir the 
time frame specified by the program 
Emissions reductions intended (o be achieved 
as emissions oftseis under (his rule mus( be 
monKored and enforced in a manner equiva 
lent (o lha( under EPA >; new source review 
requirements 

'2 Emissions that a federal agency has 
a continuing program responsibilitv f o r -
emissions that are specificallv caused bv ar 
agetKy carrvmg oui its authorities, and doe^ 
not include emissions that occur due to sub 
sequent activities unless such activities are 
required bv the federal agency \\'here an 
agency in performing its normal program 
responsibilities ukes rctions itself or impos 
es conditions (hat result in air pol luunt emiv 
sions by a nonfederal entity ukine subse
quent actions such emissions are covered by 
the meaning ot a continuing program respon 
Mbi l i ty 

13 ERA —the l nited Sute^ Environ 
menul Protection Agencv 

14 Federal action—any aciiviiv engaeeJ 
in by a depanment agencv, or instrumenuii 
ty of the federal government or any activitv 
that a depanmeni, agencv or instrumenulity 
ol the federal governmeni suppxms in any 
way, provides financial assisutKe for, licens 
es, permiis, or approves other (ban acdviiiev 
rela(ed (o (ransporudon plans programs, and 
projec(s deve!^ped. funded, or approv J 
under Tide 23 L',S C or the Federal Iransii 
Act (49 C S C 16?1 et seq i Where (he fed
eral action IS a permit, license or other 
approval for some aspect of a nonfederal 
underuking the relevant aciivuy iv the pan 
ponion, or phase of the nonfederal underuk 
ing (hai requires ihe federal permit license 
or approval. 

15 Federal igencv —for purp<->ses of ihis 
rule, a federal depanmeni, agencv or ins(i"u-
menulKy of the federal government, 

16 Increase the frequency or seventy of 
any existing violation of anv sundard in any 
area—to cause a nonatui ent area to exceed 
a sundard more often oi to cause a violation 
at a greater concentration than previously 
existed or w^iuld otherwise exist du'ing the 

future period in question, if the project were 
not implemented 

P Indirect emissions—those emissions 
of a criteria pol luunt or us precursors t h a i -

A .Are caused by the federal action 
hut mav occur later in time or may he fanher 
removed disunce from the action itself bui 
are still rea.sonablv foreseeable, and 

B The federal agencv can practicahK 
control and wi l l maintain control due to a 
continuing pmgram responsibilitv of (he fed 
eral ageno, including, but not l imited to— 

(I l Traffic on or to or stimulated . r 
accommodated bv a proposed facility which 
IS related to increases or other changes in the 
scale or timing ot operations of such facility 

(II) Emissi. .ns related (o (he activ;-
iics ol employees of coniraciorv or federal 
employees. 

( I I I ) Emissions related to employee 
commutation and similar programs to 
increase average vehicle occupancy imposed 
on all employerv of a cenain size in the l'.x:a' 

Ilv , 01 

( | \ ' Emivsion^ relateo lo the use ot 
federal facilitie'- under lease or (emporarv 
permit 

IS Lxica' air quality modeling anaiv 
SIS—an assessment of k>calized impacts on a 
scale smaller than the e n t u : nonatuinmen; r 
maintenance area irKluding for example 
congested roidwav intersections and hich-
ways or transit terminals, which uses an air 
quality dispersion mcxiel (c de(ermine the 
effects of emissions v-ii air quality, 

19 Maintenance area—any geographic 
region of the United Sutes previously desig 
iiated nonatuinment pursuant to the CAA 
Amendments of 1990 and subsequently 
redesignated to atuinmeni subject lo (he 
requirement (o develop a mainienance plan 
under secdon ;''5.A of (iie CAA 

20 .Maintenance plan—a revision to ihe 
applicable implemenution plan meeting me 
requiremencs ot section 1"5.A of the CA.A 

21 Metropol iun planning organizatio-. 
1 MPO)—thai organization designated a^ 
being responsible, together with the state for 
conducting the continuing, cooperative, and 
comprehensive planning process under 23 
C S C 134 and 49 C S.C 1607, 

22 Milestone—has the meaning given 
in sections 182ig)( l ) and 189(chl) of the 
CAA .A milestone consists of an emissionv 
level and the date on which it is required ii^ 
t * achieved, 

23. Natiorul ambient air quality sun 
dards (N.AAQSi—those sundards esublished 
pursuant to seaion !09 of the O A and 
include sundards for car f»n monoxide (CO 
lead (Pbi nitrogen dioxide (SO.,), ozone, 
paniculate mader i P M and sulfur dioxide 
(SO-), 
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24, N E P A - I h c ,Naiional Environmenul 
Policy Ac( of 1969, as amended (42 C S C. 
432: e( seq. I. 

25. Nona(uinmeni area iNAAi—any 
geographic area of (he L'ni;ed Su(es which 
has beer, designated as nonaiuinmem under 
section 10" of the CA A and described in 40 
CFR pan 81 . 

26 Precurs<irs ot a criteria pol luunt — 
A For ozone, nilrogen oxides (NOxi 

1 unless an area is exempied f rom NOx 
reouirements under section lS2[( i of the 
C A A ) . and volatile organic compounds 
(A'OCs): and 

B For P.M p. those pol luunts 
descrit)ed in (he PM.^ nvna(Uinmen( area 
applicable implemenudon plan as significant 
contributors to the PM ^ levels; 

2" Reasonably foreseeable emiss ions-
projected future irxlireci emissions thai are 
identified at the time the conformity dei«.rmi 
rution 1̂  made, the location ot such emis 
.>ions IS known to the extent adequate to 
determine the impact ot such emissions, and 
the emissions arc quantifiable, as described 
€.nd documented by the federal agency based 
on Its own .ntormation and after reviewing 
anv infor \t ion presenicd (o the lederai 
agency. 

28 Regionally s.gnificant action —^ fed
eral acdon for which (he direct and indirect 
emissions of any pol luunt represent ten per
cent (10%) or more of a nonatuinment or 
maintenance area N emissions inventorv lor 
thai pol luunt. 

29 Regional water or wastewater pro
jects—include construction, operation, and 
maintenance of water or wastewater con
veyances, water or was(ewa(er (reatmen( facil
ities and wa(er >lorag« reservoirs which 
affect a largt (lonion of a nonatuinment or 
maintenance area, and 

30 Toul of direct and indirect emis 
sions—(he sum of direct atKl indirect emis
sions increases and decreases caused by the 
federal action that is, tfK ne( emissions con
sidering all direct and indirect emissions 
Any emissions decreases used to reduce such 
lou l shall have already occurred or shAll tve 
tritorceable under sute and federal law The 
p>,"inion ot emissions which are exempt or 
presumed (o conform under subsecdons 
(3HC). ( D l , (E). or (F) of (his rule are no; 

iKludcd in the " t o u l of direct and indirc^, 
emissions," except as provided i r su,.isect!on 
( 3 H J J The "total of direct and indirect emis
sions" includes emissions of criteria pollu
unts and emissions of precursors of cnteria 
polluunts The segmenudon of projects for 
conformity analyses when emissions are rta-
yinably foreseeable is iKit permitted tiy this 

(3) Applicability. 
(A l Conf' jrmity determination, for federal 

actions related to (ransporudon plans pro
grams, and projec(s developed, funded, or 
approved under Tide 23 C S C or the 
r-ederal Transit Act (49 L S C 160. et seq i 
must meet the procedure*, and criteria ot 10 
CSR 10-2.390 and 10 CSR 10-5.480. in lieu 
of tlie procedures set fonh m this rule 

(Bi For federal actions not covered tiy sut>-
secdon (3 ; (A) of this rule, a conformity 
determnation is required for each po l luun i 
*here the t ou l of direct and indirect emis
sions in a nonatuinment or maintenance area 
caused by a federal action would equal or 
exceed any of the rates in paragraph (3)(Bi l 
or 2. of this rule 

1 Rir purposes of subsection (3)(Bi of 
iliiv rule the following rate*̂  applv in nonai 
uinment areas (NAAsi . 

Tons \ear 

Ozone iVOC or NOx. 
Serious NAAs 50 
Severe NAAs 25 
Extreme NAAs 10 
Other oione .NAAs outside an 

ozone transpon region 100 
Marginal and m^xleratc .NA.As 

inside an zone transpon region 
VOC 50 
NOx 100 

Cartxin monoxide 

Al l NAAs 100 
SO- or NO

AH NAAs too 
P.M 5 

.Moderate NAAs 100 
Serious NAAs 70 

Pb 
All NAAs 25 

2 Rir purpoy-) of subsection (3)(B) of 
this rule, the foMowing rates applv in mainte 
nance ansas 

Toas. \r 

Ozone (NOx) , SO- or NO
AH maintenance areas 100 

Ozone (\X)C) 
Maintenance iieas inside 

an ozone transpon region 50 
Main(erunce areas ou(side 

an ozone (ranspor region I'X) 

Carbon monoxide 
A l l maintenance areas 100 

PM,„ 
Al l maintenance areas 100 

Pb 
Al l mainienance areas 25 

^C) The requirements of (his rule shall no( 
apply (o— 

1 Actions wfiere the l o u l of direct and 
indirect emissions are below the emissions 
leveK specified in subsection (3)iB) of tlnv 
rule, 

2 The following actions winch would 
resul; in no emissions inci-_ .e or an increase 
in emissions lhat is clearly de nunmiis 

A Judicial and legislative proceed 
i i igs, 

B Continuing and recurring acdvmes 
such as permil renewals wl>ere acdvides con-
duc(ed wi l l be similar in scope and operation 
to acdvKies currendy being conducied, 

C Rulemaking and pxiiicy develop
ment and issuance, 

D Routine maintenance and repair 
activities including repair and maintenance 
of adm'nistrative sues, roads, trails and tacii-
I t k ' S 

E Civ i l and criminal enforcemeni 
activities, such as investigations, auaus, 
inspections, examinations, prosecutions, and 
the training of law enforcement personnel 

F Administrative actions such as per 
sonnel actions, organizational changes debi 
management or collection, cash management 
internal agency audits, program budgei pro
posals, an ' matters relating to the adminis-
(radon and collection of uxes duties and 
fees 

G The routine, recurring transpona
tion ol material and personnel, 

H Routine mo- -ment of mobile a'-
sets, such as ships and * i rc t . . ' ' , in home port 
reassignments and sutions (when rki new 
suppon facilities or personnel are required 
to perform as operational groups or for repair 
or overhaul: 

I Mainienance dredging and debr ^ 
disposal where no new ctepths are requireo, 
applicable permits are secured, and disposa 
wil l be ai an approved disposa! site 

J With respect to existing structures, 
propenies. facilities and lands wh«re future 
activities ronducied wil l t< similar in scorx: 
and oper.ition to activities currently being 
conducted at the existing structures, proper
ties facilities, and lands, actions such a'- relo 
cation of personnel, disposition of federally-
owned existing structures, propenies, facili
ties, and lands, rent subsidies, operation and 
maintenance cost subsidies, the exercise of 
receivership or conservatorship authority, 
assisunce in purchasing structures, and the 
production of coins and currency , 

K The granting of leases lirenses 
such as for exports and trade, permits, and 
easements where acdvuies conducied wil l be 
similar in scope and operation to activities 
currently being conducied. 

L Planning, studies, and prc. ision of 
technical assisunce, 

M Routine operation of ^c i l i ' ies . 
mobile assets and equipment: 
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N. Transfers of ownership, interests, 
and titles m land, facilities, and real and per-
vinal propenies. regardless of the form or 
method of the transfer, 

O The designation of empowermeni 
zones, enterprise communities, or vuicuUural 
areas 

}' Actionv hv any of the federal fwnk-
ing agencies or (he federal reserve banks 
including acdons regarding chan^rs, applica
tions, notices, licenses the supervision or 
examinat.m of deposttorv institutions or 
depository institution holding companies, 
access to the discount window, or the p ron 
sion of financial seivices lo tanking orgam 
zaiions or lo any depanment agencv or 
insirumenialKy of the United Sa(es, 

Q Actions by the Boar 1 of Governors 
of (he Federal Reserve Sys(em or anv federal 
reserve t>ank to effect moneury or exchange 
rate policy, 

R Actions that implement a foreign 
affairs function ot the t inned Sutes 

S Actions ior ponions iher 'i asso 
ciaied wiih transfers of land, facilities, title 
and real pr.openies through an enforceable 
contract or lease igreem^nt where the deliv 
ery ot the deed is required to occur prompdv 
after a specific reasonable condidon is mei 
such as promptlv after the land is cenif ied as 
meeting the requirement"; of (he Com 
prehensive Environmenul Response, Com 
pensadon, and Liabil i iy Ac( (CERCLA i , and 
where the federal agencv does rKii reun con-
I numg airhority to comrol emissions associ 
ated with the lands facilides, title, or real 
prxiiienies, 

T Transfers of real propeny. includ 
ing Una, facilities, and related personal prop 
e- y from a federal endiv (o anotfier federal 
emu; and assignments of real propenv 
including land, facilities, and related person
al propeny from a federal en y to another 
federal endiy for subsequen( deeding to eligi 
ble applicanls and 

L Acdons by the Depanmeni of (he 
Treasury to effeci fiscal policy and (o exercise 
(he twrrowing audwruy of (he Unued Su(es 

3 Ac'ions where (he emissions are noi 
reasonably foreseeable, such as the follow mp 

A Initial Outer Cont incnui Shelf 
lease s'.les which are made on a broad scale 
and are followed by exploration and develop
ment plans on a project levrl, and 

B Electnc power marketing activ Ides 
thai involve the acquisidon, sale and trans 
mission of electric energy, and 

4 IndivKluai ac ions which implement a 
decision to conduct or carry out a program 
that has been found to conform to the applic
able implemenution plan, such as prescnbcd 
burning acdons which are consis(ent with a 
land m nagement plan that has been found to 

confonn to the applicable implemenution 
plan 

' D l Notwithstanding ihc other require 
ments of this rule, a conformity determina 
tion IS not .equired for the following federal 
acli,>n^ ior ponion thereofi 

! The rionion of an action thai includes 
major new or modified sutionarv sources 
that require a permit under the new source 
review iNSRi program (section |73 of the 
CA A I or (he prevention of significant dcteri 
oration i pSD i pnvgrzm iTitle I pan C ot t)ie 
CAA 

2 Actions in rc,'.ponse to emergencies or 
natural disasters such as hurricanes eanh-
quake'- etc which are commenced on 
order of hours or days after the emergenev or 
disaster and, it applicable, which meet the 
requirements of subsecdon (3)(Ei of (his rule, 

3 Research, invesdgadons, siudies 
demcns(ra(ions oi training olher (han those 
exempted under paragraph i3t(Ci2, of t.iis 
rule wliere no environmenul detriment i-
incurred or the panicular action tunhers air 
qjal i iv research as deterrr,,ned bv the depan 
ment 

4 Alteration and addidonv of exislinf 
siructurcs as specificallv required by new m 
existing applicable environmenul legislation 
or environmenul regulations dor example 
hush houses for aircraft engines and scrub
bers lor air emissionsi, and 

5 Direct emissions from remedial and 
removal actions carried out under the CER 
C L A and associated regulations to the extent 
such e.Tiissions either compiv with .ne sub
stantive requirements of the PSD NSR per 
mining program or are exempted from otfier 
environmenul regulation under the provi
sions of CERCLA aiKl applicable regulations 
issued under CERCLA 

(E) Federal actions which are pan ot a 
continuing response to at emergenc-v dis 
aster under paragraph (3)(Di2 of this rule 
and which are to be uken more than six (6i 
months after (he commencement of the 
response to the emergency or disaster under 
paragraph (3 i (Di2 of this rule arc exempt 
frsjm tlie requirements ot this rule only if — 

: The federal agencv uking the acdons 
makes a written determination that for a 
specified period not to exceed an add iional 
SIX i6) months ii is impractical to prepa-e the 
conformity analyses which would cHhe.wist 
be required and the actions cannoi be d'.layed 
due to overriding concems for oubi.^ health 
and welfare, national security inierests and 
foreign policy commi(menf< 

2 For actions which are (o tie uken 
after (hose actions covered t>y paragraph 
(3) (E l l of this rule, the fedeal agency 
makes a new ieiermination as provided in 
paragraph (3)(E)1 of this rule 

(F) No(withsianding other requiremenis of 
this rule, individual acdons or ..lasses t 
actions .specified by indiv idual federal ager 
cies that have met the cnteria set f on t i;i 
either paragraph i 3 " G ) l or 2 and the pro 
^.edures set fonh in subsection ( 3 i i H i of this 
rule are presumed to conform, except as pn 
vided in subsection (3l(Ji of this rule 

(G) The federal agencv must meet the cr 
leria for esublishing activities (hat are pre 
sumed (o conform by fulf i l l ing (he require 
menis set fonh in ether paragraph •3 i iG i l 
or 2 of this rule 

The federa' agencv musi .learlv 
demonstrate using methods consisten; witti 
this rule thai the tou l of direct and indirect 
emissions from the type of acdvilies which 
would be presumed to conform wwuld not— 

A Cause or contribute to any new 
violadon of anv sundard in any area 

B Inierlere with provision^ in the 
applicable implementation plan tor mainte 
nance of anv sundard 

C Increase the trequencv oi sf-.eriiv 
ot anv exis'ing violation of anv sundard in 
anv area or 

I ) Delav iimely aiui i imeni ot anv 
standard or any required interim emission 
reductions or other milestones in any area 
including where applicable emission leveis 
specified III the applicable implemenution 
plan tor purp<ises of — 

(11 .A demonstration ol reasoiuMe 
funher progress. 

(Ul .A demonsintion of atuinmer,: 
or 

( I I I I ,A maini-nance plan or 
2 The federal agencv musi provide doc-

umenut m that the (oui ot direc( and indirect 
emissions trom such fuiure acdons would be 
below (he emission raies for a conformitv 
deierminalioi! thai are esublished in subsec 
tion (3 l iB i of this rule based, for example 
on similar actions uken over recent vears 

i H ' In addition to meeting the criiena tor 
esublishing exemptions set fonh in paragraph 
i3 ) (G) ' or 2 of this rule, the following pro
cedures must also be complied with lo pre 
sume that activities wi l l conform 

The federal agency must identify 
through publication - i the Federal Register us 
list of proposed activities thai are presumed 
to conform and the aiulysis. assumptions 
emissions factors. ar>d criteria used as ihe 
tasis for the presumptions. 

2 The federal agency must nocfv the 
appropna(e EP.A regiona. off icetsi. su(e and 
local air qualiiy agencie,' and. where applica
ble, the agency designated under secdon ; "4 
of the CAA and the MPO and pros ide at least 
thiny (30) days fo (he public (o commen( on 
the list of propoj>ed activincs presumed to 
conform 

Rebecca McOowell Cook 
StcrwlMr, of StJtc 

(8/31/961- COOe Of STATE REGUUTIONS 131 



10 CSR 10-6-NATURAL RESOURCES Division 10—Air Conservation Commission 

3 The federal agencv must document its 
response to al> the comments received and 
'Tiakf the comments, response, and final list 
ot activities available to the public upon 
request, and 

4 The federal agency must publ.sh the 
final list of such activities in the Federal 
Register 

(Il Notwithsunding the other requirements 
of this rule, when the toul of direct and indi-
rer. emissions ot any polluuni from a feder 
a action does not equal or exceed the rates 
specified in subsecdon ( 3)(B) of this rule, but 
represents ten percent i\0%) or more of a 
nonatuinmeni or maintenance area's toul 
emissions of that polluunt, the action is 
defined as a regionally significant action and 
the requirements of sections (1) and (5 i - i lOi 
of this rule shall apply for the federal action 

( J I WTiere an action presumed to be de 
rrurumis under paragraph (3)(C)! or 2 of 
this rule or otherwise presumed to conform 
under subsection ' 3 H F ' of this rule is a 
regionally significani action or where an 
action o(herw ise presumed to conform under 
subsecdon (3KFi of this rule does not in tact 
meet one (1) of the critena in paragraph 
(3)(G)! of this ru'e. (ha( acdon shall no( be 
considered de mininus or presumed (o con
form and the requirements of sections i 1) and 
i5 )-(10) of this rule shall applv for the feder
al action 

(K Tlie provisions ot this rule shall apply 
:r all nonatuinmeni and maintenance areas 

i L . Any measures u;ed to affect or deter 
mine applicability of this rule, as determined 
jnJer this seclion musi result in projects thai 
are 111 fact de minimis, must result in such dr 
I'ururrus levels prior to the (imc (he applica-
bilKy determination is made, and must te 
sute or federally enforceable Any measures 
that are intended to reduce air quality impaos 
lor this purpijse must be identified i including 
the identification ano quantification of all 
emission reductions claimed) and the process 
for implemenution i including any necessary 
funding ot such measures and tracking of 
such emission reductions) and enforcement of 
such measures must be described, including 
an implementation schedule conuining 
explicit timelines for implementaiion Pnor 
10 a dc(ermination of applicability, the feder
al agency making the determination musi 
obuin wrmen commitments from the appro 
pnate persons or agencies lo implemeni any 
measures w hich are ideniified as conditions 
for making such deierminadons Such wnnen 
commitmeni shall describe such mitigation 
measures and (he nature of (he commitmer.;, 
in a manner consisten( wiih the previous sen
tence ,Af(er (his rule is approved tiy ER i 
revision (o (he applicable implemenudon 
plan, enforceability through die applicable 
implemenudon plan of any measures neces 

sar> for a deiermmadon of applicabiliiy will 
apply (o all persons who agree to reduce 
direct and indirect emissions associated wuli 
a federal acdon for a conformity applicabili
ty determinaiio 

i4i Conformitv Analysis Any federal depan
ment, agenc-y or insirumentaliiv of the feder
al governiT cni uking an action subject to 40 
CFR pan 5 subpan W and this rule must 
make I'S irAii Loi.tormiiy detcriTiinaiion con
sistent w ith llie requirements ot this rule In 
making its ^onlormiiv determination, a fed
eral agency must consider a)mmcnts from 
any in(eres(ed pardes Where multiple feder 
al agencies have jurisdiction for various 
aspects of a project, a federal agency may 
choose to adopt the analysi! o<̂  another feder
al agency (to the extern (he proposed action 
and impacts analyzed are the same as the pro 
;ect for which a conformity determination i^ 
required I or develop its crun analysis in order 
to make its conformitv determination 

i5i Reponmg Requirements 
lAi A ',;deral agencv making a conformity 

detenninalion under section (8i musi provide 
to the appropriate EPA regional officeis; 
sute and local air quality agencies and 
where applicable, affected federal land man
agers, the agencv designated under seciion 
174 of the CAA and the MPO a thinv 1301-
day notice which describe,' the proposed 
action and the federal agency s draft confor
mitv determination on the action 

(Bi A federal agenc"v mun notify the 
appropriate EP.A regional officeisi. sute and 
local air qualuv agencies and. where applica
ble, affecied federal land managers the 
agency designated under section 174 of (he 
CAA and (he M K ) wuhin (hiny (30i days 
afier making a final contormny determination 
under section i8) 

i6) Public Panicipation and Consuiution 
(A) Upon request t»y any person regarding 

a specific federal action a federal agency 
must make available tor review its draft con
formity determination under section (8) wiili 
supponing materials which describe the ana 
lytical methods, assumptions, and conclu 
sions relied upon in rruking the applicability 
analysis and drafl conformity determination 

(Bi A federal agency must make public its 
drafl conformity determination under section 
(8l by placing a notice by prominent advrr-
tisemeni in a daily newspaper of general cir
culation in the areas affecied by the action 
and by prov iding thirty (30) days for wriiicn 
public comment prior to uking any formal 
action on the drafl determination This com
ment pernxl may be cotKurrent with any 
oUier public involvemen:. such as occurs in 
the NEPA process. 

(C) A federal agenc;. must document its 
response to all the comments received on its 
draft conformity determination under secdon 
'8i and make the comments and response; 
available, upon request by any person regard
ing a specific federal action, within thiny 
i30) days of the final conformity determina
tion, 

(D) A federal agencv must make public its 
final conformity determination under section 
(8) for a federal action by placing a nonce by 
prominent advertisement in a daily newspa
per of general circulaiion in the areas affect
ed by (lie acdon wiihin ihiny (30i days of (he 
fiiul conformiiy de(ennina(ion 

(7) Frequency of Conformiiy De(erminations 
(A) The conformity suius of a federal 

action automaticallv lapses five '5i years 
from the date a final conformity determina
tion IS reponed under section (5i unless the 
federal action has been completed or a con
tinuous program has been commenced to 
implement that federal action withm a rea 
sonable time 

(B) Ongoing lederai activities a: a given 
site shown g continuous progress are noi new 
actions and d<i not require periodic redeter 
minations so long as (he emissions associated 
with such activities are within the scope nt 
the final conformity determination rep<med 
under section (5i 

(Cl If, after the conformity determination 
IS made, the federal action is changed so that 
there is an increase in the total ot direci and 
indirect emissions above the levels in subsec
tion i3)(Bi a new conlormiiy determination 
IS required 

(8) Criteria for Determining Conformity of 
General Federal Actions 

(.A) An action required under section i3) lo 
have a conformity determination for a specif
ic polluunt, will be determined to conform to 
the applicable implernenution plan if. for 
each ptilluunt that exceeds the rates in sub
section i3>(Bi. or otherwise requires a con
formity determination due (o (he (oul of 
direc( and indirect emissions from (he acdon. 
the action meets the requirements of subsec
tion I 8 H C ) of this rule, and meets any of the 
following requirements 

1 For any criteria pc^lluunt the toul of 
direct and indirect emissions from the action 
are specifically identified and accounted for 
in tht applicable implementation plan s 
aiuinmeni or rruinienaiKe demons(ralion. 

2 For ozone or nitrogen dioxide, the 
toul of direct and indirect emissions from the 
action are fully offset within the same nonat
uinment or maintenance area through a revi
sion to the applicable implemenution plan or 
a measure similarly enforceable under sute 
and federal law that effects emission reduc-
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(ions so (tut there is no net increase in emis 
sions of lhat pol luunt. 

3 Fvir any cnteria po l luun i . except 
ozone and nitrogen dioxide, the tou l of direct 
and indirect emissions from (he action meei 
(he requiremeii(s— 

,A. Specified in subsection (8)(B) ot 
(his rule, based on a,-eawide air quality mod 
eling analysis and local air quality modeling 
analysis, or 

B Spec'fied in paragraph (8)(A)5 of 
this rule and. for local air quality modeling 
arulysis (he requiremen( of subsecdon (8)(Bi 
of (his rule. 

4 For CO or P M , g -
A Where (he (iepanmen( determines 

(in accordance with sections (5i and (6i and 
consistent with the applicable implemenudon 
plani that an areawide air quality modeling 
analysis is net needed the tou l of direc( and 
indireci emissions from (he acdon mee( the 
requiremenis specified in subsecdon (8)(B) of 
(his rule, based on l ixul air quality modeling 
analvsis. or 

B Where (lie depanment determines 
(III accordance with sections (5) and (6i and 
consistent with ihe applicable implemenudon 
p l a n (hit an areawde air quality mtxleling 
analvsis is appropriait and that a local air 
qualitv modeling analvsis is not needed, the 
t o u l of direct and indirect emissions from (he 
action meet the requirements specified in 
subsection ISM'BI of this rule, tiased on 
areawide model ng, or meet tlie requirements 
of paragraph (8)(Ai5 of this rule, cr 

5 For ozone or nitrogen dioxide, and 
for purposes of subparagraphs i8 i (A)3 B and 
( 8 M A » 4 , B of this rule, eacn ponion of the 
action or the action as a whole meets any of 
the following requirements 

A Where EP.A has approved a revi 
sion to an area s atiainment or mainterunce 
demonstradon after 1990 and (he sute makes 
a determinatior as provided in pan (1) or 
where the sute makes a commitment as pro
vided in pan (II) Any such determinadon or 
commKment shall be made in compliarKe 
wi th sections (5i and (6) 

(I) The tou l of direct and indirect 
emissions from the action (or ponion (hereof) 
IS determined and documented by (he depan 
ment lo result in a level of emissions which, 
together w ith all other emissions in (tie nonai 
u inmen l (or main(erunce> area vwould not 
exceed (he emissions tnidgeis specified in the 
applicable implemenution plan 

(If) The tou l of direct and indirect 
e r issions from the action (or ponion thereof) 
1̂  determined t^ the depanment to result in a 
level of emissions which, together with all 
other emissions in the nonatuinment ior 
maintenance) area, would exceed an emis
sions budget specified in the applicable 
implemenut ion plan and the depanmeni 

makes a written commi(men( (o EPA wh'cli 
includes the following 

(a I ,A Si<cific schedule for adop
tion and submitui of a revisio.i to the applic 
able implementation plan which would 
achieve the needed emission reductions prior 
to the (ime emissions from (he federal acdon 
would occur: 

(bi Idendficalion of specific mea
sures for incorporaiion into the applicable 
implementadon plan which would resuh in a 
level of emissions which (oge(her wi ih all 
o(tK:r emissions in the nonatuinmeni or 
mainienance area would no( exceed anv 
emissions budget specified in the applicable 
implemenution plan 

(c) A demonstradon that ah ex-
istinc applicable implemenudon plan re 
quircmcius are being implemenied in (he area 
for (he polluunts affected by the federal 
action, and that Icxrai authority to implement 
additional requirement^ has been fullv pur 
sued 

(dl A deiermination thai (he rc 
sponsible federal agericie^ have required all 
reasonable miiigadon mea ires asstxiated 
w Ith their action and 

(ei Wrmen documentation in 
eluding all air qualitv analvses supporting the 
conformity determination 

( I I I I Where a federal agency made 
a conformity determination based on a sute 
commitment under pan (8>(A)5 A T l i of this 
rule, such a state commitment is automatical
lv deemed a can tor an implemenution plan 
revision t>v EPA under section •10(k>(5i of 
the CAA. effective on the date of the federal 
conformity determination and requr ing 
response within eighteen 118) mon(hs or any 
shoner (ime within which (he su(c commits 
to revise the applicable implemenution plan. 

B Tlie acmon ior ponion thereof), as 
determined liv the MPO, is specifically 
included in a curreni transportation plan and 
transponation improvement program which 
tuve tieen tound to conform to the applicable 
implemenution plan under 10 CSR iO-2 39Ci 
.vr 10 CSR 10-5 480. 

C The 2.don ior ponion Lhereof• 
fu l . . offsets Its emissions within the 'ume 
norutuinmeni or maintenance area through a 
revision to (he applicable implemenudon 
plan or an equally enforceable measure t tui 
effects emission reductions equal (o or 
crea(er than the tou l of direct and indirect 
emissions from the action so that there is no 
net increase in emissioris of tfut pol luunt. 

D Where EPA has no; approved a 
revision (o (be relevant impiemenuiion plan 
ai ainment or maintenance demonstration 
siiKe 1990. the tou l of direct and indirect 
emissions from ttie action for the future years 
(descnhed in subsecdon (9>(Di of this rule) 

do not increase emissions w uh respec( (o (he 
baseline emissions, and— 

( I I The baseline emissions refiect 
the historical activitv levels that occurred in 
the geographic area affecied by the proposed 
federal action during -

lai Calendar year 1990. 
!bi Tlie calendar year lhat is the 

basis for the classification ior. wh.;:e the clas
sification IS tased on multiple years, the year 
that IS most represenutive in terms of the 
level of acdvKy I. if a classificadon is pro-
muiga(ed in 40 CFR pan 81 . or 

( c The year of the baseline 
inveniory in (he PM applicanle implemen
udon plan and 

(I I) The baseline emissions are (he 
Kual of direct and indirei.t emissions calculat
ed for (lie future years (described in subsec 
don (9 l (D i of this rulei using the historic 
aciivKv levels (described in par; I 8 K , A I 5 D (1) 
of (his rule) and appropriate emission factor-
for tfie futur.' vears or 

F Where ihe action involves regional 
water or wasiewaier prujecLs. such project^ 
are sized to meet onlv the needs of porAjlation 
projcct'ons that are in the applicable imple 
nien(a(ion plan based on assumption^ 
regarding per rap iu use that are developed ^ 
approved in accordance with subsection 
i 9 l ( A ) 

( B I The areawide and local air quality 
modeling analyses must — 

1 Meet the requirements in sectior (9) 

and 
2 Show thai the action does not — 

A Cause nr contribute to am new 
violation of any sundard in any area, or 

B Increase the fretiuencs or seventy 
of any exisdng violation of any sundard in 
any area 

(Cl Notwit l isui id ing any olher require 
ments of this secdon. an action subject to this 
rule may no( be de(ermincd (o conform (o (he 
applicable implemenution plan unless the 
tou l of direct an^. indirect emissions from tfie 
/iction IS in compliance or consistent with aii 
relevant requiremet.is and milestones con 
uined in the applicable implemenution pian 
such as elements identified as pan of ttie rea 
sonable funher progress schedules, assump
tions specified in the atumment or i ruinie 
nance demonstration, prohibitions, numerical 
emission limits, and wtirk practice require 
ments. and such aa.on is otherwise in com 
pliance with all relevant requirements of ifie 
applicable implemenution plan 

(Dl Any analyses required under this sec 
t;on must tie completed, and any mitigation 
requirements necessary for a finding ot con 
formity must be identified in compliance with 
section ( lO i . before the deiermination of con
formitv IS made 
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• ^1 Pr(x:edures for Conformity Determina-
imns of Geneial Federal Actions 

I,A) The analyses required under ilns rule 
must tie based on the latest planning assump
tions 

'. .All planning assumptions (including, 
but not limited K . per capiu water and sewer 
use. vehicle miles traveled per capita î r per 
household, trip generadon per household, 
vehicle occupancv. household size, vehicle 
fleei mix. vehicle ownership, wood sioves per 
household, and the geographic distribution of 
population growth) must be derived from the 
estimates of current and future population 
employmeni. travel, and congestion most 
recently developed tiy the MPO The confor-
m;(v de(erminadon must also be based on the 
latesi assumptions atxiui curreni and tuture 
backgro ind concentrations and other lederai 
actions 

2 Any .-evisions to these estimates used 
as pan of the i;onformity determination, 
including pro ecled shifts in geographic loca 
tion or levjl of population, emplovment 
travel, and congestion, must be approved bv 
the MPO or other agencv authorized to make 
such estimates lor the area 

(B) The analysev required under this rule 
must be based on the latest and most accurate 
emission estimaiion techniques available as 
described belovk unless such techniques are 
mappropriaie. If such techniques are inappro
priate and written approval of the EPA 
regional administrator is obuined for anv 
modification or substitution, they mav be 
m(xlified or another technique substituted on 
a case-tiy-case basis or. where appropriate, 
on a generic basis for a specific federal 
agency program 

i For motor vehicle emissions, the 
mosi current versioi. of the motor vehicle 
emissions model specified by EPA for use in 
the preparation or revision of implemenution 
plans in the sute ot area must be used fcr the 
conformity analys s as specified below 

A The EPA must publish in ;he 
Federal Register a notice of availability of any 
new motor vehicle emissions model, and 

B A grace period of three (3i mo.->ihs 
shall apply during which the motor vehicle 
emissions mode! previously specified by EPA 
as the mos- current version may he used. 
Confommv .jnalvses for which tlie analvsis 
was begun during ihc grace period or no 
more thar three i3i years before the Federal 
Register noti:-e ot availability of the latesi 
emission model may contmue (o use the pre-
v IOUS version of the model specified by EPA 

2 For nonmotor vehicle sources, 
including sUdorary and arta source emis
sions, (he la(esi emission factors specified by 
EPA in the "Compilation of Air Polluurt 
Emission Factors (AP-42)" must be used f c 
(he conformiiy analysis unless more accun(e 

emission data are available, such as aciual 
s(ack lesi data from suiionarv s<iurces which 
are pan nt ihe conformitv analvn 

iCi The air quality modeline analvses 
required under this rule must be based on (he 
applicable air qualitv models, databases and 
other requirements specified in the most 
recent version of the "Guideline on .Air 
Quality Models (Revised)" (1986). including 
supplements lEPA publicaiion no 450'2-78-
027R). unless-

1 The guideline techniques are inappro-
pnate. in wnich case the model may be mod
ified or another model substituted on a case-
tiy-case basis or. where appropriate, on a 
generic basi* for a specific federal ageiKv 
program, and 

2 Written approval of the EPA regional 
adminis(ra(or is obuined for any modificaiion 
or subsdiudon 

(Dl The analyses required under this rule 
must • based on the loul of i^irect and indi
rect emissions from ihe action and must 
reflect emission scenarios lhat are <;xpected to 
occur under each of the following cases 

1 The CAA ..;;"daied atumment yeai 
or if appliiuble. the finhesi year for which 
emissions are p'ojecttd in the maintenance 
plan 

2 The year during which the toul of 
direci and indirect emissions from the action 
for each polluuni analyzed is expected to be 
the greatest on an annual tiasis. and 

3 Any year lor winch the applicable 
implemenution plan specifies an emissions 
budgei. 

110) Mitigation of Air CAialiiv Impacts 
(A) Any measures that are intended to mit

igate air quality impacts must be identified 
(including the identification and quantifica-
don of all emission reductions claimedi and 
the process lor implemenution ; including any 
necessary funding of such measures and 
tracking of such emission reductions) and 
ciitorcement of such measures must be 
descritied, including an implementation 
schedule conuining explicit timelines for 
imniemenutivin 

(B) Prior (0 dcterrriii,ing that a federal 
action IS in conformity, the federal agency 
making the conformity determination musi 
obuiri written commitments from the appro
pnate persons or agencies lo implemeni anv 
mitigation measures which are identified as 
conditions for making conformity deiermina 
lions Such written commitment shall 
describe such utigaiion measures and the 
nature of the conmiimeni, in a manner con
sistent with subsection (lOii.Ai of this rule 

(C) P r̂rsons or agencies volunurily com
mitting to mitigation mea.sures to faciliuie 
positive conformity deierminations must 
comply with the ibligaiions of such commit
ments 

(Dl In msunces wh:rc (he federal agency 
IS licensing permuting or otherwise approv 
ing the action nt another governmenul nr pri
vate entity, appr.-̂ val by tlie federal agency 
must be cindiiioned on tlie other eniiry meet
ing the mitigation measures set fonh in the 
conformity determination, as provided in 
subsection MOXA) of this rule 

(El When necessary because of changed 
circumsunces mi'igation measures mav be 
modified «i long â  the new mitigation mea 
sures continue to suppon tne conformitv 
determination in accordance with sections (8) 
and i9i and ihis section .Anv proposed 
change in (he mitigation measures is subject 
to ihe reponmg requirementN of secdon i5i 
and (he ""iblic pamcipadon requiremenis of 
secdor, 

(Fl Written c<>mmiimenis io miiication 
measures must tse obtained prior to a positive 
conformitv determination and such commit
ments mu.M be fulfilled 

(G) After this rule is approved bv EPA as 
an implemenution plan revision, anv agree
ments including mitigation measures neces 
vary for a conformity determination will be 
both state and federally enforceable 
Enforceability through the applicable imple
mentation plan will apply to all pers.in-- who 
agree lo mitigate direct and indirect emis
sions associated with a federal action for a 
conformitv determination 

i l l ) Savings Provision The federal confor
mitv rules under 40 CFR pan 5i subpan U 
in addition to any existing applicable suie 
requirements, esublish the conformity crite
ria and procedures necessary to meet (he 
requirements of Clean Air .Ac: secdon l''6ic) 
uniil such (ime as this rule is approved by 
EP.A as an implemenudon plan revision 
Following ERA approval of this rule as a revi
sion to the applicable rmplemenuiion plan 
'or a ponion (hereof), (he approved ior 
approved poni:in of (hei sute criteria and 
privedures will g ivern contormity de(ermi-
naiion; ^nd (he federal conformiiy regula
tions conuined in 40 CFR pan 93 will apply 
only for (he pon.on. if any. of (he sute s con 
lormity provisions that is not approved by 
EPA In addition, any previously applicable 
implemenution plan requirements relating to 
conformity remain enforceable until the sute 
revises its applicable implcmcniation plan in 
specifically remove them and thai revision is 
approved by EPA 

ALTHORTTY section 643.050. RSMo 
(1994) • Original rule filed Oct 4. 
1994. effective Ma\ ' 28. 1995 
Amended Filed Jdn. JO. 1996. effec
tive Sept 30. J996 

'Onfinal awhonn .'>6< amenatC 1972. 1992 
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10 CSR 10-6.320 .Sales Tax Exemption 

PURPOSE Diis rule ,SfK fonh the crueria 
used M the comnussion to deiernunc eligihil-
it\ for .^ales tax e.ieminum for itenis pur-
chcLsed or leased for Ihe purpose cf prevent
ing. al\}t!ng or monitoring air pollution in 
accordance with section 144 030. RSMo 

(1) Appl.vabililv 
(A) Machinery, equipmeni, appliances and 

devices furchased or leased and used solely 
for Ihe pjrpose of preventing, abating or 
monitoring air pollution, and materials and 
supplies solely required tor the installation, 
construction or reconstruction of such 
machinery, equipment, appliances and 
devices shall be eligible tor sales ux exemp 
don if so cenified by the director 

(B) The applicant shall only request sales 
Ux exemption for ihose machinery, equip 
ment, appliances a id devices for which sales 
ux would be charged 

(2) Definitions. 
(A) All p«illution —Tne presence in the 

ambient air ot one (1) or more air contami 
nanls in quantities, or cliaracieristics and of a 
duration which directly and proximately 
cause or coniri^-uie lo injury to human, plant 
or animal life or health, or lo property or 
which unreas inably interferes with the enjoy
ment of life or use of propeny 

(Bi Definitions for olher lemis used in (his 
mle mav be found in 10 CSR 10-6.020(2) 

(C) Ihe depanmeni will review (he appli
cation and approve, partially approve, or deny 
the sales tax cucmpiion request If approved 
or paniallv appnived. the department will 

otify Ihe .Missouri Depanmeni of Revenue 
which will forward ^ State ot Missouri 
Exemption from Missouri Sales .md Use lax 
on Purchases cenificale to the applicant II 
the applkaiinii is denied, the departmeni 
shall send written notice tn the apr icani 
Applicants who are denied a sale'- tax exemp
tion shall have a period ot thirty (30) days 
from the issuance of the notice of denial to 
appeal such denial lo the Missouri Air 
Conservation Commission, PO Box 176, 
Jefferson City MO 65102-0176 An addi 
lional three (3i days will be added for mail 
lime for a (o(al of (hiny-three (33) days trom 
(he denial issuance 

(4) Reporting and Record Keeping (not 
applicable) 

(5) Test McthiKl'. inni applicahlei 

.^UTHORm tectum M3 0H\ RSMo (Cum 
Supp 1996) * Original rule file:! Dec 13. 
1996. effective Jul\ .tO 1997 

•Onginal aulhonn ISXiS. amrnded 1972. IV^: I99i 
IV9S 

(3) General Provisions. 
(A) The tollowing criteria shall be used lo 

evaluate applications lor sales Ux exemption 
1 The machinery, equipment, appliance 

and device removes or captures air polluunts 
from a system or priKcss, or il monitors the 
levels of the pollutant, and us function with
in the system or process is limned tn remov
ing, capturing, or monuonng ait pollution: 

2 l l i c machinery, equipment, appliance 
and device is a portion or all of a system or 
process pretrealing air prior lo Us discharge 
into the atmosphere, and 

3, Materials and supplies if they are 
required for the insullalion, construction or 
reconsiruciK/ii of items in subsection (IMA) 
and will not be used tor olher functions 

(B) Sales ux exemption applications tor air 
pollution machinery and material shall be 
submitted on forms provided tn the depart
ment There is a maximum two (2) year time 
limit from dale of purchase on applications 

Rebecca McDowell Cook 
Secrttary of Sut» 
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ififtitt n( thr Chairman 
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FILE iN DCCf 

Marc'.i 18, 1998 

Mr. Brian E. Hollcy 
Executive Director 
Cleveland Botanical Gardens 
in I niverbity Circle 
11030 East Boulevard 
Cleveland, OH 44106 

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

Dear Mr. Holley: 

Thank you tor your letter expressing your concems aboi't the potential negative impacts 
on the Cleveland Botanical Garden from the proposal by Norfolk Southem and CSX to acquire 
Conrail. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SE.A) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail acquisition and wilt prepare an Environmental Impact Statemetu (EIS). As part 
of its en\ ironniental review . SF.\ will address several environmental impact areas, including 
safely, transportation systems, land use. energ\ , air qualil\, noise, biologic.il resources, v âter 
resources, environmental justice, and cultural and histonc resources. In analyzing potential 
safety impacts, SEA w ill consider accident nsk and vehicular delay at grade crossings. 

The EIS also will present an analysis of the increased probability of derailments and 
releases of hazardous matenals due to increased tram traffic. Further, SEA w ill examine local 
tmck traffic increases dttnbutable to increased intermodal activities, and safety issues associated 
with the integration ot differing rail operating systems and procedures. In addition, SEA will 
address potential impacts on emergency response capability because of vehicular delays at rail 
grade crossings due tc 'tu reases in rail-related operations as a result of the proposed Conrail 
acquisition SEA is fully aware thai these and other issues are of major concem to the residents 
of the entire Cleveland area. 

Under the current procedural schedule adopted by the Board, SEA issued the Draft EIS 
on December 12, 1997, the public n vie\N anJ comment penod ended on Febmarv 2, and the staff 
is currently evaluating those comments. Af . onducting an independent environmental 



analysis, reviewing all environmental infonnation available to date, consulting v\ ith appropriate 
agencies, and fully considering all public comments, SEA plans lo issue in late May 1998 a Final 
EIS for consideration by the Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire 
environmental record, including all public cot.iments, the Draft E S, and the Final EIS. The 
Board will issue its final wntten decision in July 1998. 

I im having yo jr letter and my response placed in the public docket for this pioceeding. 
If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please contact 
Mike Dalton, SEA Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition EIS, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



( I i \ 1 i W l ) BOT.-WICAI. (,ARDI N 
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March 2. \ 'm o 
rr 

The Honorable 1 ind;' .1. Morgan 
( h . i i m i a n 

Surface Transp' rtation lioard 
1925 K Sireel. NW 
W ashinulon. I){ 20423-0001 

Dear Chaimian Morgan. 

We are. as an institution, very concerned about the acquisition of Conrail by the CSX and 
Norfolk Southern (NS) railroads. Ihc proposed corridor means increased rail traftic 
running through C le\eland neighborhoods and the cil\'s cultural center - I nixersity 
Circle. 

I he m\ riad neualixe impacts lhat the additional trains will create is tolalK al odds \ \ i ^ 
the current resurgence ot C leveland and its communities. 

\\ c uotiki urge >oii U> support the alternate plan proposed b\ the Cit\ of Cle\eland. 
i hank \ou lor \mir coiisideratinii. 

Sineerelv. 

liiiaii 1 . llolle\ 
I \eculi\e I)ii"eclor 

cc: l.ouis Stokes 
Rodney Slater 
Ste\en Latourette 
I)eniiis Kucinich 
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