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DearMs. Kaiser, H «rv 'i'%^ 

I am a resident of Wellington, Ohio and am writing you to express my co6cem v '"̂ ^̂ t̂  
about how my village will be adversely affected by the increased train traffic ifthe 
CSX/Conrail merger goes ivoitgh. 

According to a CSX reprepentative, the crossings in Wellington are the busiest x 
along the proposed new route on which we are located. Yet CSX plans to do nothing to 
alleviate tb? traflSc problems we will incur when we have -»00% increase in train 
traffic. We need a grade separation, probably in the fbnn of an underpass. Our safety 
and the safety ofour children is at stak̂ . We have a volunteer fire department, vdiich 
would be greatly hanq)ered in respor̂ aing to emergencies with die increased train 
traffic. We have "chools on both sides ofthe tracks and buses which already have 
trouble getting an -̂ «s the tracks to get the children to school and back home on time. 

Please, as the only agency with the authority to require CSX to build a grade 
separation. I ask you on behaif of our town to help us. 

Sincerely, 
I 
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North Carolina 

Department of Administration 
James B. Hunt Jr., Govemor 

Ms. I JaiiK" K Kaiscr. C'liicr 
OlTicc of"iho Secretary 
I asc l ontroi I nit 
STB 1 inance di>ckcl No. 33388 
1Q25 K Strecl. N.W . 
W ishinglon. D.C. :04:3-(HM)l 

Dear .Ms. K tiser; 

Katie G. EX)rsen, 3ecretar\' 

l"ebruar\ 1̂ )̂ )8 

Rc: l inance Docket No. 33388-CSX and Northern Southern -Control anJ .\c(.iuisition 
ot Conrail DFIS: Distribution i ist ot" I nv ironmcntal Docnincnls 

The N.C. State Clearinghouse sent \ou a letter Decembei 2. 1W7 rciiiiesling that 
env ironmenlal docunients relating to the above reterenced acquisition be t'oruarded to 
this otfice t"i>r dislribulion lo tiie attected counties. .M lhat time \\e did not reali/e the 
.lumber ot ciuinties that weie poteiitiall) aitccted bv this proposed action. I hc volume ot 
this mailing resuhed in a less et"t"ective meihod ol handling bolh in lerms oftime and cost. 

riieret"ore. 1 am rctjuesting that tuture documents issaed on this mailer be sent dircctlv to 
the Countv Managers on >our list. I he State C learinghouse would like to conlini:e to 
reeeive iwenlv (20) copies for disiribution to state agencies. 

I hank vou t"iir vour cooperation in this mailer. Please call if VOLI have anv quesiions. 

Sincerelv. 

Ms Clirvs Baggett. Director 
N.C. Stale Clcviniisjhcusc 

116 West J mo Streer • FUleigh, North Camlina 27603-8003 • Telephone 919-733-7232 
State a)uner 51-01-00 

An Li^uall'>pp<irtunit\ .Attirmatiu-.A.. ti. m F-mrl"^''' 
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January 30, 1998 

To: O f f i c e of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance rocket No. 33388 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Roard 
1925 K S t r e e t , XK 
Washington, D.c. 20423-0001 

From: Ben Gleason 
480C Timberview Drive 
V e r m i l i o n , Ohio 44089 

Subject: Railroad t r a i n t r a f f i c expansion. 

Dear S i r : 

Often people, companies, towns, c i t i e s , townships, get 
a l l e x c i t e d about changes t h a t they perceive w i l l b e n e f i t 
the community or t h e i r companies. These ideas become a l l 
encompassing and become almost tunnel v i s i o n . They all o w 
b i g development f o r tax revenue but they f o r g e t what happens 
w i t h no regard f o r the excessive t r a f f i c . The r e s u l t s i s 
accidents almost weekly. 

This problem w i l l occur i f you allow r a i l r o a d t r a f f i c 
expansion. The r a i l r o a d s want p r o f i t s . Those p r o f i t s 
should not be at the expenses or inconvenience of the 
community people. 
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MartcLMlMlUtiraiH 

Febniar> 02, logg 

F.laine K Fistier 
Fnv ironmental Projecl Director 
OtVice oftiie Secretarv 
Case ( omrol I nu 
Finance Doclcet No .̂ 3.188 
Surface Transponanon Board 
1̂ )2̂  k Street, NW 
Washinmon, D f :04:3-0001 

• • • 

DOCUMENT 

6927 Indiana Ave 
Cleveland OH 44105 

• 

Home Phone*4 i4407 

Enail ^ ^ ^ ^ ' y f j^"}>.N 

Re I'roposed Conrail CSX Norfotk Soutliern Merger 

Dear Ms Fislier 

1 am vvnting to oppi>se the abovementioned merger for three reasons 

create 

- , am cotnmiued ,o mass trat..,. particularlv trains, there ha. bec-n a proposal to put a commuter rail stop a. the 
Broad^ âv Harvard mtersection 1 believe the merger ^Mll be the end ot tha, proposal 

N,v life s vuirk has been the rev„ali.a,.on of Cies For ten vears I have lived and worked m 'Je Broadway 

; l d i are detrimental, without being compensated in such a vvav to allov. cities to les.sen the negative C.UMS 

1 hank vou for considenng mv comments 
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ENVIHC V , ..4TAL 
DOCUMENT 

February 1, 1998 

To Whom Jt May Concern: 

I am writing this ietter to voice my opposition to the proposi^pifVBtfger 
of CSX and Southern Raiiroads. I take this position after obtatrrtrrg all 
the information made available through Media, News Articies and my 
attendance at the recently held Summit held on January 31, 1998 in 
Cleveland Ohio. 

I k>elieve that it is incumbent upon each person in the position to make 
a decision in this regard to do so after throughly searching and 
considering every aspect of the issue and it's impact thereof. 

I further contend that tnere are far-reaching effects of this proposed 
merger that warrant the ut-most consideration, i.e. 

1. The potential for Heaith Hazards that are compounded by the 
proposed elimination of Railroad Maintenance Employees. 

2. The proposed expansion disproportionately targets Minority and Low 
Income Communities. 

3. Real Estate valae depreciation. 

4. Taxpayers being burdened with additional sacrifices through being 
taxed for the infrustructing of proposed expansion. 

These are very real issues that wilt not go away unless they are resolved 
through resolving not to allow this proposal to become a reality. 

Sirvcerly. 

•^/'t[yyiil fri 
Frederick Hood 
3375 E. 113th St 
Cleveland. Ohio 44011 
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January 2 9,1998 

Oti'ice of ttie Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket No 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
l''25 K Street, NW 
Wastiington. DC 20423-0001 

Attention Elaine K Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Environmental Filing 

Dear Ms Kaiser 

Resolution No. 9S-8 

ENViRCNfyttiAtTAL 
DOCUMENT 

.At ttie invitation ofthe Section ofEnvironmental .-Xnalvsis of ttie Surface Transportation 
Board, the Lorain County Board of Commissioners r talcing this opportunity to register 
its concerns with regard to the proposed CON'RAIL .-\CQLTSITION as those concertiS 
relate to cities, tovvnships and villages located within its County borders 1 he comments 
are based on tlie review ofthe Drat̂  Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
The Commissioners acknowledge the thoroughness ofthe six volume. 3000 page 
document, particularly as regards the lis'ing and identification of Lorain County Rail Line 
Segments which will be impacted with approval ofthe proposed acquisition 

Additionallv, the Board of I,orain County Commissioners recognizes that the Surface 
Transportation Board is presented with a verv challenging and complex decision, made 
ditTicult by the many issues involved, all ofwhich must be given caretiil consideration prior 
to the final decision being made. 

With regard to the DEIS generally, the attempts to be ob;ective and to utili/e the vanous 
formulas to calculate such things as ""average delay time ", '"number of v ehicles in queue 
per cros,sing", anticipated increase in accidents at grade crossings", etc have resulted in a 
favorable conclusion for the acquisition's approval However, we believe the conclusions 
are less than realistic when looked at logically 

The Board has been made aware that due to the con.struction proiects undenaken and 
completed bv CS.X, many Lorain County OtTicials thought the opportunity to register 
concerns and request mitigation strategies did not exist Funhermore, the Couniv has not 
received sutTicient information on the revised routing plan proposed by NS, which would 
elimmate additional trains on the Cleveiand-Vermilion Rail Line Segment Therefore we 
believe the comment period, which is set to expire on Februarv 2. 1998, needs to be 
extended 



We vvill reserve comment on the Cleveland-Vermilion Rail Line S^'gment labeled S'-OSO 
which we understand is under additional 'eview based on the .ubmission by Norfolk 
Southern, ofan alternate route which would eliminate the orig-.nally projected increase in 
number oftrains ffom 13 to 34 The focus ofour comments relate to the Berea to 
Greenwich Rail Line Segment labeled C-061 

Within Lorain County, Rail Segment C-061 is 27 miles with a projected increase in the 
number oftrains per dav from 14 to 54 and a projected increase in the nuniber of annual 
hazardous Matenai carloads from 10,000 to 51,000 In our County 35 grade crossings 
were analyzed for safety/.iccident frequency Four (4) of those crossings meet or exceed 
your cnteria of 5,000 plu? .A.DT and vvere analyzed for vehicle delay and queues The four 
are li .ted below from Nonh to South 

1 Eiyna Twinsburg Rd (RT 82) in Eaton Township - ADT- 6,020 
2 Mam Stree; in Grafton Village (Rt 57) - .\DT= 5,750 
3 North .Mam Street in Wellingtcn Wilage (Rt 58) - ADT= 8,120 
4 Herrick .-Vvenue in Wellington \ illage (Rt 18) - ADT= 7,870 

COMMENTS ON RESULTS OF .AN.ALYSIS 

A Hazardous Matenai the DEIS determined that the rail segment is currently a ""Key 
Route"' and that the increase warranted an up grade to "Major Key Route" and is in need 
of mitigation The recommended strategies are not sufTicient 

B Safetv,'.Accident Frequency ofthe 35 crossines, one, Pitts Road was found to have a 
signit'icant likelihood for increased accidents The recommended mitigation is to install 
flashing lights VVe believe that with increased opportunity (increase in number oftrains 
per dav) operating at speeds of 60 mph. more accidents will occur The DEIS uses a one 
accident even*- 100 years as a norm, and sets a "significance ' threshold for increase at 1 
accident even. " 3 years The Village of Wellinton has expenenced four (4) accidents 
resulting in death in the last 8 years 

C Vehicle Delay and Queues .A Supplemental Errata dated 1/21/98 has eliminated as 
significant and therefore not in need of mitigation, the crossings in Wellington Village 
This document specifies that a formula was inaccurately formulated which determined that 
the " Level of SerMce (LOS)" at these crossings was " B " currently and would be reduced 
to LOS " D " after acquisition That determination warranted a mitigation strategy 
increasing the speed ofthe trains from 50 mph to 55 mph The new formula results in a 
current LOS of'".A " and a post acquisition LOS of ""B" and therefore is not significant !t 
is not logical that an increase in the number oftrains per day from 14 to 54. an increase in 
tram length from 5,260 feet to 6,200 feet, an increase in the number of vehicles delayed 
per dav from 145 to 583, an increase in the nuniber of vehicles in line per lane (2) from 14 
lo 16, and increases in average delay per vehicle, could take place, and the result be a 
Level of SerMce determination of B We understand that LOS ,A means ' free tlow 
and that LOS B means "...Reasonablv free, stable flow slight decline from LOS .A". 



Ihe definitions of Level ofService (LOS) are found in the Transptirtntum Kescaixh 
Bthird Higlntay Capaa ry Manual. Special Report 209. 1985 

Our final comment on the DEIS is that it does not account for the geographic isolation 
from necessarv- emergency services, such as tire and ambulance protection, that is likely to 
occur, particularlv at the ciossings above highlighted In addition, the Village of 
Wellington has a separate fire distnct and ambulance district that serves rural areas 
surrounding their borders 

The Lorain County Board of Commissioners generally opposes the approval ofthe merger 
because ofthe temendous adverse impacts to our County However, in leiu of abject 
opposition the Board urges, in the strongest terms possible, that conditions mitigating 
some ofthe adverse inipacts be placed on approval The recommendations specified 
belovv represent those conditions we believe to be minimal to any approval ofthis 
proposed acquisition ofConrail by CS.X and NS 

RECOMMEND .ATIONS 

A REDUCE THE NUMBER OF .ADDITION AL TR.AINS PERMITTED 

B PROV IDE FOR RAIL SEP.AR.AT10N AT THE NORTH .VIAIN (WELLINGTON) 
.AT GRADE CROS.SING 

C LIMi r RliSTRICT R.AIL CAR SWITCHING ACTIV ITIES TO NIGHT HOURS 
TO REDUCE CONGESTION 

D CRE.ATE A WRITTE:, '.\IERGENCV RESPONiE PL AN FOR RAIL 
PERSONNEL .AND LOC.AL SERVICE PROV IDERS 

E INSTITUTE AND FUND AN ANNUAL JOINT TRAINING PROGRAM FOR 
RAIL PERSONNEL .AND LOC.-VL PROVIDI RS 

F PROVIDE PRIOR NOTIFICATION OF NUCLE AR SHIPMENTS 

Please contact us with any questions regarding these comments or 
recommendations 

The foreseeing resoiLition was mtroduced upon a motion by Commissioner Michael .A. Ross, 
•jcconded by Commissioner E. C. Blair, and upon roll call: .Ayes: All . 

Vlotion carried 

I . Roxann Blair, Clerk of the Board of Commiysioners of Lorain County, Ohio, 
do hereby certify that the above Resolutic.n Nr. 9S-82 is a true copy as it appears 
in Journal No. 9S on date of January 29. 1998 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

January 23,199 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser, 

My name is Sheila Myracle, I live in Vermilion. This 
letter is about my concern with the possibility of increased 
train traffic through our community. Our city is split by the 
tracks, the downtown and emergency services on the north 
and a large section of private homes on the south. It 
scares me to think of the ambulance on one side of the 
tracks, a person in desperate need on the other side and a 
train between them. There is not an alternate route that 
does not take at least 20 minutes, which could prove to be 
deadly to a person in need. 

I know you are a very busy person and concerned with 
many issues that affect many people. Please take a 
moment to consider the people of Vermilion and look at an 
alternative to the increase in the train traffic. 

Sincerely yours, 

Sheila Myracle 
1288 Hollyview Dr. 
Vermilion, OH 

44089 
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January 23,19 
Ms. Eiaine K. Kaiser, 

This letter is about my concern with the possibility of ^ ^ 
increased train traffic through our community. Our city is 
split by the tracks, the downtown and emergency services 
on the north and a large section of private homes on the 
south. It scares me to think of the ambulance on one side 
of the tracks , a person in desperate need on the other side 
and a train between them. There is not an alternate route 
that does not take at least 20 minutes which could prove to 
be deadly to a person in need. 

I know you are a very busy person and concerned with 
many issues that affect many people. Please take a 
moment to consider the people of Vermilion and look at an 
alternative to the increase in the train traffic. 

Sincerely yours, 

Mary Myracle 
288 Hollyview Dr. 

Vermilion, OH 
44089 
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Januarv 26. 1998 

Ms Elaine K Kaiscr 
Environmcnial Piojcct Director 
Surf ace Transpoitalicii Biiard -
h>2.> K Street. NW 
W ashini-ton. DC 2()423-U()()l 

Pamt I./. Holt-lliiilci 
6.^7 Sunny\iilc Road 

\ ermilion. t>hio 44im 
44ll.Wi~-.'7l I 

EN. 
Finance DiKkcl No 33388 

DOCUMENT 

Dear Ms V aiscr 

1 am askmu vou to stronglv consider thc impact oflhe requested merger ofConrail and Norfolk & Southem Railroads on thc 
communities lo bc affected bv thc rcsultme increased train tralTic V -rmilion Ohio is onc such communilv 

As a resident and small business owner 1 am grcallv concerned about thc results ot this merger and what it would do to our 
communitv and our qualiiv of life My pnmarv concerns 

• 1 remcndouslv increased IrafTic on thc exislmg tracks. 
Increased noisc and an pollution. 
Rcroutini: ol schtx)l bi'scs. 
• Incieased student nde-timc. as well as increased fuel consumption liolh would bc verv ticlnmcnlal lo a school 

svitcm with existing financial strains 
Increased difllcultv to travel throughout thc communitv 
• t he merger could (X)ssiblv cut of1 much ncxxicd UafTic and revenue for "downtown" and Libertv .Avenue businesses 
Higher probabilitv ol automobile andor pcdesUian accidents al railroad crossings 

• Inc:cased traf tlc ol ha/ardous w aslc. 
Greativ endanger, thc cnv ironmcntal safetv of Lakc Enc 
* Whv nsk Ohio's one G'n i / / I tiLc and a beautiful natural resource, not to mention thc safciv of lake-front residents ' 
* One toxic spill would contaminate lhe water source tor manv communities and dev aslalc a grow mg tourist induslrv 

• Diminished r. ,pon>,c time of kKal salctv forces to emergencies 
- Geograpliicativ speaking, increased tram tralTic would cutotT manv n.-sio .nUs from rccen ing adequate responses from 

police and lire protection as well as cmergencv medical assistance 
• Lonii-tcnn damage to an alreadv depressed iocal economv 

- Reduced accessabilitv due lo heavier Uain tralTic aiuld hamper Vermilion's abililv to support existing businesses, as well 
as Its abililv to attract ncw businesses 

- The tounst uadc is onc ol Vemiilion's sources ol rev enuc Increased Uam Irat tlc would decrease lhe communilv's appeal 
lo vacationers, boalers. fishermen etc 

Vermilion and surrounding eommunilies hav c nothing lu gam and cv crvlhmg lo lose w ilh this merger Put vourself m the position 
ol those who will bc dircctlv alTected bv this merger Vol: in favor if the qualitv of life for vour conslilucnts and against lhis 
proposed merger I hank vou for vour tunc vnd ct>nsidcral on 

Sincerelv, 

Pamela J Holl-Hjclcv 

C" Mr .lames i)a\is \Iinv>i ( ilv ot V ermilion \1r N .k 1 ubv. Councilman. I Uv of Vermilion 



Janua 

To wliom this my concern, 

I am writhing to t o l l you that I am absolutely opposed to 
Norfolk, Southern and CSX transportation to purchase Conrail. 

I l i v e in Vermilion, Ohio, off West River Road, approximal 
from two different railroad tracks tfiat cross West River Road, and 
from RT. 2 VeiTnilion rest aroa, where eacli and every night twenty to t h i r t y 
truck'j stop over night on each side of RT.2, Vermilion Rest Area. 

Last year ther was seme type of chemical s p i l l from one of the trucks. 
Lucky for us i t wasn't serious, but i t could have been. 

This is a very serious situation, two t r a i n track carrying dangerous 
ciiemicals, and both sides of Rt. 2 allowing tiucks to spend an ovor night 
one miip rrnm my home, carrying who knows wViat? 

I don't know how the o'ther residents feel about this tiireat, but I feel 
this is not tlio kind of problem any of us nejd. I have family Uiat lives two 
blocks away from the t r a i n tracks, I fear for them. 

I pay $1,600.00 a yoar for property taxes (on a very small home). The 
taxes are for f i r e and police protection plus. I also pay $49.00 per year for 
E.M.S, ambulance serx'ico. 

1 need to have my home and l i f e protected which means that I need 
firemen and police here to put out the f i r e BEFORE i t gets out nf control, and 
innediate respons? of the police when I need them. Wliere wculd I be i f the 
f i r e company or the police s i t helplessly by waiting for a train to pass, 
or a toxic s p i l l to be cleaned up? 

We are excellant residents and tax payers of Vennilion, and we aro 
absolutly against this purchase . 

We aro also sick of tlie t r a i n whistles that st a r t l e us out of a sound 
sleep at 2:0Ca.m., why does that conductor blov^ that whistle so frenzied? 
V-fhat is his train carrying? I f moro trains go tlirew Vermilion at a l l hours of 
the day and night blowing, blowing, blowing, v.iiat do you think tho residents 
w i l l do than? 

I hope you w i l l reconsider ohis purchase, and keep Vermilion off the nows 
waiting for a catastrophe to happen. 

Or better, li v e on this sido of the tracks, see low you liko i t . 

tho 

S incer ly hoping yc ; ri^con^idor the purchase. 

^i^a T^ct. /(7cy./yziyy 

) ' 

Vĉ  /v.̂  rjI y ya r ̂  



RAELRO-^D TRAFFIC CONCERNS 

The proposed acquisition of Corurail lnc by Notfolk Southem Co 
CSX Transportation threatens to drastically increase rati tiaffic through residential 
areas throughout the state. 

Our local concerns center around the tracks that bisect West Cleveland and 
particularly our suburb, Lakewood, and the other suburbs of Rocky River, Ba\ 
Village and .Avo i Lake 

.All of these commuruties share concems about delayed response for 
emergency vehicles, and about the possibilines escape routes being blocked in the 
case ofa hazardous waste spill. 

Lak ewood alone. howe\er, must deal with safety concems brought b\-
children ofall ages crossing the tracks on their walk to and from school. Students 
in all the other commuruties are bussed Lakewood's boundanes encompass just 
five square miles, and this area is served by ten elementary schools, three middle 
schools and one high school. The probability of death or senous injurv- with these 
m:iny children moving through the cm daily on foot would skvTOcket were train 
rraffic to tnple. 

A related concern is that ofthe effects of increased trafTic on real estate 
values Houses near the tracks v i l ! decrease in value, having a defimte effect on 
ta.\ revenues generated, and therefore on the funding for schools. 

.Attached is the West Shore Report-a summary of the problem issued by 
the office of Representative Dennis Kucimch. 

Paula Reed 
Railroad Safety Concems Committee Chainnan 
Lal>:ewood PT.A Council 

ENVIRC J 
DOCUMENT 

AL 



RESOLUTJON 

WHERE.AS, .\n objective of PT.A is to promote the welfare of children and youth in the 

commumty; 

WHEREAS, An objective of PTA is to secure adequate laws for the care and protection 

of youth, and 

WTIERE.AS. The proposed acquisition ofConrail lnc by Norfolk Southem Corp. ;uid 

CSX Transportahon threatens to drasticaliv increase rail traffic through residennal areas 

throughout the state; and 

WHERE.AS. Our children's safety while walking to and trom school, and while at play 

wouid be threatened by the trains themselves; and 

WTLERE.AS, Train traffic blocking the crossings in our communities will cause cndcal 

delays for emergency vehicles m reaching their destinations; and 

VVTLERE.AS. The mcrease of fi-eight tr.uns increases the nsk of derailments and the nsk of 

hazardous matenai spills, be it 

RESOLVT^D. That Lakewood PT.A Coimcil make known to the Surface Transportation Board 

PT.A's opposition to increased rati traffic through residential areas; and be it funher 

RESOL\T:D, That PT.A work in conjuncnon with govemment efforts to cunai! addmonal 

tram traffic which would affect the safet\- ofthe communities. 

Submitnng group 

Date of adoption 

President's signature 

Secretarv's signature 

Contact person. 

Paula Reed 

1208 Manor Park Avenue 

Liikewood. Ohio 44107 

(:i6)2:S-8645 

Lakewood PT.A Council 

yMi(j.yyy/9'^/ 
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Office of the Secretary 
Case Unit Control - Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 £f^y. 

Attention: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environnnental Project Director 

DOCUMENT 

I am a resident of Vermilion, Ohio. A small town of about 
13000 people with about a 6 mile lake frontage along Lake 
Erie. I am writing to you today to express my concern 
about the recently announced railroad merger and the 
predicted increase of rail traffic through my town. I am 
sure you will hear from cur local government, as well as 
some of thosp concerned citizens that are not too jaded 
to think that writing a letter has a chance of influencing big 
business decisions. Our littie town is having some serious 
problems at the moment - Ford Motor Co. partially closing 
the local assembly plant plus the local school system has 
had to borrow money from the State to continue in 
operation for 98. These two factors alone have managed 
:o negatively impact local businesses as well as the local 
real estate market. NOW comes the train issue. . .We 
already deal with a fairly high number of trains and so far, 
it has not been a safety or economic concern. Even 
though, I am sure that we do lose son.e tourist overnight 
trips al the local marinas, due to the train whistles at night. 
This we can handle - BUT increase rail traffic, even a little, 
and I think it certainly becomes a safety concern. We 
need to be able to get fire and ambulance service to both 
sides of the tracks without any delay. Given the small 
number of residents, it would be extremely burdensome to 
provide equal services on all sides of ah our current tracks. 



We would most certainly need overpasses. 

It is also oeing reported in the local papers that part of 
what is being proposed as cargo for this increased rail 
traffic is hazardous waste. I understand the logical need to 
remove this type of risk from the highway- BUT what 
about the risk to many cities water supplies if an accidental 
spill should contaminate our river, or Lake Erie. Would be^^-
not be talking about an international incident? 

Some articles have also proposed a commuter rail from 
Cleveiand to those western suburbs close to us. . . This is 
a terrific idea. We could get more peopie off the roads 
too!! 

Thank you for your time in reading my ideas and your 
helpful input to whatever governing body will be making 
decisions that will certainly hopefully improve the quality of 
life for myself and my neighbors, rather than add further 
burdens to an already burdened community. 

Sincerely, 

^jLuyUi'^^l- ^'-^'^'^'^y*-y-— 

Isabelle hi. Chamberlain 
Real Estate Broker 
4697 Liberty Avenue 
Vermilion, Ohio 44089 
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Oifice of the Secretan 
( ase ((introl Unit 
Mnance Docket No. 388 
Surface Transponation Board 
192.S K Sireet. NW 
Wasliington, IX, 2()42,-5-()(K)I 

.Attn.: Ms. lilaine K. Kaiser 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

ENVL. ^TAL 
DOCUMENT 

I am writing to y ou as a citizen of Cobb (x)unt\, (ieorgia w itfi comments 
and certain concerns regarding tfie draft env ironmental impact 
statement for tlie "Proposed Conrail .Acquisition'. Mv concerns relate to 
material in \ olume ,S.A. Chapter Section ?>-CtA, "(ieorgia Cumulalive 
Lf feels". Tfiese concerns include the failure to include in deorgia's 
cumulative effecis a rehited Norfolk Southern intermodal facility 
planned for ("obb Couniv (ieorgia. 

The proposed 8.-̂ () acre intermodal facilit> would surround Clarkdale, 
(tcorgia, a hisioric v illage listed on the National Register of Historic 
Places. It would also severely impaci 1 12 acres of vvetlands through 
stornuvater discharges, and deslro\ anoiher 2S acres ofwetlund and 
replace them with retention ponds. In addition, the facilitx will place up 
to 1 ,b4.-> additional trader irailors onto U.S. IIighwa> 278 each da> , 
severeh impacting the air qualit\ in Cobb C.ount> . Please note. Cobb 
Countv is a non-attainment area under the Air (iualil\ Standards of the 
Clean .Air Aci. l he existing traffic situation on U.S. Highwav 278 is 
alreadv bumper to bumper during peak hours each da\. 

As a result of the proposed project's deirimenial effects on the denselv 
populated residenlial ai'-as which surround the proposed site, the local 
goxernment wilh jurisdicuon ( Austell, (.eorgia) denied Norfolk 
Sfiuthern's request for a hea\> industrial zoning. In an extremelx 
unusual aciion that manx feel x iolaies the U.S. Constitution Nortolk 
Souihern then decided nol to appeal the zoning, bul rathor obtained a 
federal court ruling lhat indicates the planned facilitx is NOI subject lo 
local or stale zoning laws or police powers. 

Since lhe courl ruling essenliallx leaves local or state governments with 
no authoritx lo police or regulate railroad activities, we are totally 
dependenl upon the federal NI;PA and welland process lo review this 
planneci facilitx. Again, we feel lh.it this .tction is a gross misuse of the 
powers conferred bx federal Interstate Commerce statutes. 



We are asking that the Armx Corps require a separate environmental 
impact stalemeni for the proposed Cobb Counlv facilit> . The Lederai 
LP.A has agreed with our initial assessmenl (that the project requires 
addilional rev iew ), and we are vxaiting on the .Armv Corps' uetland 
permit decision. 

Please noie. the (ieorgia impacis outlined in xour "Proposed ("onrail 
Acquisiiion" Dralt Lnvironmental Impact Slatemeni DO NOT contain the 
correct impact information for (ieorgia. We would ask *hai the Draft 
Impact Slalement. .md x our (.eorgia analx sis be modified to include the 
impact informalion outlined for Cobb Counlx in the /\rmx Corps' and 
LPA's review. 

Thank xou for the opportunitx to commeni on these matters. Please 
nole lhat all of the local gov ernments in this region of (ieorgia (("opb 
Counlx , Douglas Counlx , Cities of Povvder Springs, .Austell. Cl.irkdale, 
Douglasville, and La.-t Foint) are on record opposing this facilitx. In 
addiiion, our congressman (Rep. Rarr) and state legislators are also 
working with us on this siluaiion. 

Sincereh, 

Brian Williamson 
4690 Springgale Drix e 
Povvder Springs. CA 30073 

Attachments 

.Attention: Flaine K. Kaiser 
Lnvironmenlal Project Director 
Lnvironmenlal 1 iling 
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UNITED STATES ENMRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REC;ION 4 

Atlanta Kederal Center 
5 61 Forsvth Street S.W . 

Atlanta, Georgia .̂ 0303-3415 

CCI 3 0 1997 

4VVMD AVCVVQ(iB RL 

Colonel Grant M. Smith 
Distnct Engineer 
ATTN: Aaron V'alenta 
U.S. .Vrmy Corp.s of Engineers 
P.O. Box 889 

Savannah. Georgia 31402-0889 

SUBJ: Norfolk Southem - 970001170 

Dear Colonel Smith: 

This is in response to your request for comments on thc above referenced pubiic noticc. 
Norfolk Southera is seeking to impact approximately 24.8 acres of wetlands in connection with 
construction ofan intermoda! terminal facility on an 830 acre site. The facility will be used to 
annually shift up to 600,000 trailers or con'iincrs to aiid from raii cars As mitigation for the 
project's wetland impacts the applicant onginally proposed to preserxe 87.6 acres of wetlands, and 
create 21.4 acres ofwellands The applicant aiso proposed creating 21 acres of 'bioreiention" 
ponds, l he proposed impact site is located near Austell, Cobb County, Georgia. 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed thc public noticc and the large 
amount of .supporting information provided by thc applicant about the project EPA has also 
reviewed many ofthe comments from enxironmental organizations and members of thc nublic 
Our rcxicw of thc information raised a numbei of concems regarduig thc project. Wc presented the 
concems in detail in our letter of October 6, 1997, and recommended that the permit for thc project, 
as proposed at that time, be denied. Our pnmar>' areas of concem were the .scope of the alternatives 
anaivsis and the proposed compensators wetland mitigation pl^n We also acknowledged the 
many comments EPA has gotten from the public conceming stormwater impacts, noi.se, water 
quality impacts in the watershed, changes in land use. air quality impacts. incrca.sed traffic, and 
impacts to historic resources among others. EFA recommended that your office evaluate these 
issues to the fullest extent in the public interest re\ iew and under the National Imvironmental 
Policy Act This is particularly important due to the applicani s apparent exemption from local land 
use controls. 

On October 20, 1997, Robert Lord of my Wetlands Section Staff met with representatives of 
Norfo'l. Southem and members of your North Section staff to discuss EPA's conccras. Norfolk 



Southem presented additional information on the altematives analysis, which appears to have been 
more extensive than what was described in the application. Norfolk Southem also proposed 
additions and amendmems to the compensatory wetland mitigation plan These proposed changes 
and additional information made considerable progress in addressing EPA's conccras. However, 
we have yet to receive vvritten documentation of the proposed changes to the application. 

Since our October 6th letter. EPA has received additional comments and information from 
the p'ib'ic and local governments concerning the project. We hax-c not fully evaluated this 
information. Unfortunately the Memorandum of Agreement on Section 404(q) does not allow 
much time between the 3(a) and 3Co) leners to address changes to a project by the applicant or to 
respond to a large volume of comments generated by a project such as this one. Also, your oflfice 
has scheduled a public hearing on this project for November 12, 1997. We ir'cnd to have a 
representative attend the heanng and wl l would like to factor the public's comments into our 
evaluation ofthe project. 

Therefore, based c.i the mformation currently on hand and yet to he reviewed, and pending 
the public hearing, our ongmal concerns wilh this project have yet to be resolved. Thus, EPA has 
determined that this project does not comply with the Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines and we 
recommend that a permit for the project, as origmally proposed, bc denied. EPA has also 
determined lhat this project, as originaily proposed, will impact aqualic resources of national 
importance and we retain the option to refer this project ihrough the procedures outlined in the 
1992 Memorandum of Agreemeni bciween EPA and the Depanment of Army, Pan IV, Elevation 
of Individual Permits, paragraph 3(b), regarding Seciion 404(q) ofthe Clean Water Act. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this public notice. Wc look forward to continuing 
to work with your otTicc, the applicant and other interested parties to resolve our concerns with 
the project. Should you have any questions regarding our comments, plea.se contact Robert Lord 
of the Wetlands Section at 404-562-9408. 

Sincerely, 

John H Hankinson, Jr 
Regional Administrator 

cc; see attached list 
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K P i r TO 
ATTtNTlOMOf 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
SAVANNAH OISTRICT. CORPS'OF ENGINEERS 

NORTH AREA SECTION 
348S NORTH DESERT DMIVE 

BUILDING 2, SUITE 102 
ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30344 

Regulatory Branch 
970001170 

JOINT PUBLIC KOTICE 
Savannah District/State of Georgia 

The Savannah D i s t r i c t has received an a p p l i c a t i o n f o r a 
DeparttTient of the Army Permit, pursuant t o Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344), as follows: 

Application Numuer: 97C001170 

Applicant: 

Norfolk Southern 
At t e n t i o n : Mr. Larry Etherton 
99 Spring Street, SW. 
Atlanta, Georgia 303C3 

Location of Proposed Work: The s i t e i s located between 
C. H. James Parkway/U.S. 276 and Aus t e l l Powaer Springs Road i n 
A u s t e l l , Cobb Ccunty, Georgia. The s i t e i s trax^ersed by Westside 
Road and Mathis Drive and includes Sweetwater Creek. The s i t e 
i s adjacent to but does not include the Thread M i l l .Mall cr the 
associated h i s t o r i c neighborhood cf Clarkdale. 

Description of Work Subiect to the J u r i s d i c t i o n cf the 'J. S . 
Army Corps of E.ncineers : To f i l l 24.76 acree- of wetlands, 
streams a.nd imipoundments duri.ng the construction of ar: in_ermodal 
f a c i l i t y on an 830 acre s i t e . The applicant proposes tc impact 
2^.76 acres of the t o t a l 137.17 acres of waters of the U.S. found 
on the s i t e . The applicant proposes to preserve 87.6 acres cf 
wetlands, create 21.4 acres of wetland and 21. C3 acres cf 
biodetention. Biodetention would occur i n the 4 detention 
f a c i l i t i e s proposed f o r the s i t e . These detention basins would 
be designed to prcvide wetland habitat and be planted with mast 
producing tree saplings. Wetland creation would occur at three 
on-site locations which are adjacent t o Sweetwater Creek. These 
three s i t e s would be excavated to a depth to intercept • 
groundwater, planted with wetland plan^. species and monitored f o r 
5 years to determine the success of the s i t e s . 

This f a c i l i t y would be used to s h i f t the tr a n s p o r t a t i o n of 
containers and t r a i l e r s between highway and r a i l movement. The 
f a c i l i t y would be designed to handle 600,000 t r a i l e r / c o n t a i n e r 
l i f t s annually onto or o f f of r a i l cars. The f a c i l i t y would 
include 31,000 feet of r a i l loading and unloading track to 
accommodate 310 r a i l cars (each 100 feet m length;, contain 



54,000 f e e t of r a i l , s upport/storage t r a c k and 15,000 of r a i l 
lead t r a c k . The f a c i l i t y would a l s o i n c l u d e 5,000 
t r a i l e r / c h a s s i s p a r k i n g spaces and 2,600 spaces f o r c o n t a i n e r 
storage. 

The water q u a l i t y c o n t r o l measures would c o n s i s t of both 
s t r u c t u r a l and b i o l o g i c a l measures. A S p i l l Prevention C o n t r o l 
and Countermeasure Plan and a Stormwater P o l l u t i o n Prevention 
Plan would be developed f o r the f a c i l i t y before i t i s put i n t o 
o p e r a t i o n . I n a d d i t i o n , c o n t r o l s t r u c t u r e s would be i n s t a l l e d on 
a l l stormi d r a m o u t f a l l s and on the d e t e n t i o n pond o u t l e t 
s t r u c t u r e s . This would a l l o w i s o l a t i o n of any s p i l l e d m a t e r i a l 
and would prevent the discharge of any m a t e r i a l t o Sweetwater and 
Powder Springs Creeks. Runoff from the equipment maintenance 
area would be p r e t r e a t e d using an o i l / w a t e r separator p r i o r t o 
discharge i n t o the s a n i t a r y sewer system. The stormiwater 
d e t e n t i o n ponds would be designed t o provide sediment storage and 
a degree of n u t r i e n t uptake thereby reducing n i t r o g e n and 
pnosphorus l o a d i n g i n the r e c e i v i n g streams. 

BACKGROL'ND 

This J o i n t P u b l i c Notice announces a request f o r 
a u t h o r i z a t i o n s from both the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the 
State of Georgia. The a p p l i c a n t ' s proposed work may a l s c r e q u i r e 
l o c a l governme.ntal approval. 

STATE OF GEO.̂ ĜIA 

Water Q u a l i t y C e r t i f i c a t i o n : The Georgia Department of 
Na t u r a l Resources, E.nvironmientai P r o t e c t i o n D i v i s i o n , i n t e n d s t o 
c e r t i f y t h i s p r c j e c t at the end of 3C days i n accordance w i t h the 
p r o v i s i o n s of Sec t i o n 401 of the Clean Water Act, which i s 
r e q u i r e d by an a p p l i c a n t f c r a Federal Fermiit t c conduct an 
a c t i v i t y i n , on, or adjacent t o the waters of the State of 
Georgia. Ccpies cf the a p p l i c a t i o n and suppo r t i n g docum.ents 
r e l a t i v e t c a s p e c i f i c a p p l i c a t i o n w i l l be a v a i l a b l e f o r review 
and copying at the o f f i c e of the Environm.ental P r o t e c t i o n 
D i v i s i o n , Floyd Towers East, S u i t e 1070, 205 B u t l e r S t r e e t , SW., 
A t l a n t a , Georgia 30334, d u r i n g r e g u l a r o f f i c e hours. A copyina 
machine i s a v a i l a b l e f o r p u b l i c use at a charge of 25 cents per" 
page. Any person who de s i r e s t o comm.ent, o b j e c t , or request a 
p u b l i c hearing r e l a t i v e t o State Wa^er Q u a l i t y C e r t i f i c a t i o n must 
do so w i t h i n 30 days of the State's r e c e i p t of a p p l i c a t i o n i n 
w r i t i n g and s t a t e the reascns or bas:s of o b j e c t i o n s or request 
f o r a he a r i n g . The a p p l i c a t i o n can also be seen i n the Savannah 
D i s t r i c t U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, North Area Section, 3485 
North Desert D r i v e , B u i l d i n g 2, Suite 102, A t l a n t a , Georgia 
20344. 



State-owned Property and Resources: The applicant may also 
require assent from the State of Georgia which may be i n the form 
cf a license, easem.ent, lease, permit, or other appropriate 
instrument. 

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF F.NGINEERS 

The Savannah D i s t r i c t must consider the purpose and the 
impacts of the applicant's proposed work, p r i o r to a decision on 
issuance of a Department of the Army Permit. 

Cu l t u r a l Resources Assessment: Review of the l a t e s t 
published version of the National Register of Hi s t o r i c Places 
indicates that r.o registered properties or properties l i s t e d as 
e l i g i b l e f o r inclusion are located at the s i t e or i n the area 
affected by the proposed work. Presently unknown archaeological, 
s c i e n t i f i c , p r e h i s t o r i c a l , or h i s t o r i c a l data may be located at 
the s i t e and could be affected by the proposed work. According 
to the applicant, w i t h i n the Area of Potential Effects, h i s t o r i c 
resources e l i g i b l e for the National Register of H i s t o r i c Places 
are limdted to the e x i s t i n g Clarkdale H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t . This 
h i s t o r i c s i t e i s located adjacent tc the p r c j e c t s i t e and would 
be adversely effected by i t s developm.ent. Ten archaeological 
s i t e s were recorded during intensive surveys of the s i t e . 
According t c the applicant, these s i t e s are recommended 
i n e l i g i b l e f o r the NRHRF and .ic additional investigations are 
recommended. 

Endangered Species: Pursuant to Section 7(c) of the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et 
seq.), we request f r o - the U.S. Department of the I n t e r i o r , Fish 
and W i l d l i f e Service and the U.S. Departm.ent cf Commerce, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, cr any cther interested party, in f orm.at i r r . cn 
whether any species l i s t e d cr proposed f o r l i s t i n g m,ay be present 
m the area. 

Public Interest Review: The decision whether to issue a 
perm.it w i l l be based cn an evaluation of the probable impact 
including cum.ulative impacts of the proposed a c t i v i t y on the 
public i n t e r e n t . That decision w i l l r e f l e c t the national concern 
for both p r o t e c t i o n and u t i l i z a t i o n of important resources. The 
benefit which reasonably may be expected to accrue from the 
proposal must be balanced against i t s reasonably foreseeable 
detriments. A l l factors which m.ay be relevant to the proposal 
w i l l be considered including the cumulative e f f e c t s thereof; 
among those are conservation, economics, aesthetics, general 
environmental concerns, wetlands, h i s t o r i c properties, f i s h and 
w i l d l i f e values, flood hazards, flood p l a i n values, land use, 
navigation, shoreline erosion and accretion, recreation, water 
supply and conservation, water q u a l i t y , energy needs, safety, 
fooa and f i b e r production, m.meral needs, considerations of 



p r o p e r t y ownership and i n g e n e r a l , the needs and w e l f a r e cf the 
people. Extensive s t u d i e s have been submitted by the a p p l i c a n t 
and included: f l o o d hazards, water q u a l i t y , a i r q u a l i t y , t r a f f i c 
s t u d i e s , noise impacts, l i g h t impacts, hazardous m a t e r i a l s and 
wetlands. 

Consideration of P u b l i c Comments: The U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers i s s o l i c i t i n g comments from the p u b l i c ; f e d e r a l , s t a t e , 
and l o c a l agencies and o f f i c i a l s ; I n d i a n T r i b e s ; and o t h e r 
i n t e r e s t e d p a r t i e s i n order t o consider and evaluate the impacts 
of t h i s proposed a c t i v i t y . Any com.meiits received w i l l be 
considered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers t o determine 
whether t o issue, modify, c o n d i t i o n or deny a permit f o r t h i s 
proposal. To make t h i s d e c i s i o n , comm.ents are used t o assess 
im.pacts cn endangered species, h i s t o r i c p r o p e r t i e s , water 
q u a l i t y , general environmental e f f e c t s , and the c t h e r p u b l i c 
i n t e r e s t f a c t o r s l i s t e d above. Comments are used i n the 
p r e p a r a t i o n c f an Environmental Assessm.ent and/cr an 
Environm.ental Impact Statem.ent pursuant t o tne N a t i c n a l 
Environmental P o l i c y Act. Comm.ents are a l s o used t o determ.ine 
•-he need f o r a p u b l i c hearing and t o determ.ine the c v e r a l l p-^bl;.-
m t e r e s t of the prcposed a c t i v i t y . 

. ^ p p l l c a t l o n of S e c t i c n 4C4vb.' [1) G u i d e l i n e s : The proposed 
a c t i v i t y i.nvolves the discharge of dredged cr f i l l m a t e r i a l i n t o 
the waters of the United States. The Savannah D i s t r i c t ' s 
e v a l u a t i o n of the im.pact of the a c t i v i t y on the p u b l i c i n t e r e s t 
w i l l i n c l u d e a p p l i c a t i o n of the g u i d e l i n e s promulgated by the 
A d m i n i s t r a t o r , Environm.ental P r o t e c t i c n Agency, under the 
a u t h o r i t y of Section 404(b) of the Clean Water Act. 

Any perso.n m.ay request, i.n '/.nting, 
the comment p e r i o d s p e c i f i e d i n t h i s n o t i c e , t h a t a p u b l i c 
hearing be h e l d t o consider t h i s a p p l i c a t i o n f o r a Departm.ent of 
the Army Permit. Requests f o r p u b l i c hearings s h a l l s t a t e , w i t h 
p a r t i c u l a r i t y , the reasons f o r r e q u e s t i n g a p u b l i c hearing. Z'rie 
d e c i s i o n whether t o h o l d a p u b l i c h e a r i n g i s at the d i s c r e t i o n of 
the D i s t r i c t Engineer, or h i s designated appointee, based on the 
need f o r a d d i t i o n a l s u b s t a n t i a l i n f o r m a t i o n necessary i n 
e v a l u a t i n g the proposed p r o j e c t . 

Com.m.ent Period: Anyone w i s h i n g t o comment on t h i s 
a p p l i c a t i o n f o r a Departm.ent of the Army Permit should submit 
comments i n w r i t i n g t o the Commander, U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, North Area Section, 3485 North Desert Drive, B u i l d i n g 
2, S u i t e 102, A t l a n t a , Georgia 30344, no l a t e r than 30 days from 
the date of t h i s n o t i c e . Please r e f e r t o the a p p l i c a n t ' s name 
and the a p p l i c a t i o n number i n your comments. 



I f you have any f u r t h e r questions concerning t h i s matter, 
please contact Mr. Aaron Valenta of th^^egul^tory-,Branch 
(404) 763-7S45. 

Dâ U-<3 E. 
Chief, Ce 
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Office o f the SetTetan' 
("ase Contrftl I n i l 
S rBFin.iii<T IXK-ket \<) . . \ \^88 
Surface 1 ramportation Board 

Washiiigfon. n . C . 20423-0001 

Dear Sirs; 

laniurv 28. 1908 

DOCUIWENT 

I have revi 
C>)nraU 

eviewed yoiir IVaft F.nvironnienial lm|\act Staiemcnf (Draft FIS^ for the "Proposetl 
. \n ]u i \ i i ion" . Finance IXx-ktl No. .^3.^88. issuetl bv die Surface 1raiis|v)rtalion Hoard 

(STB), ar.d would like to ofter the fol lowing comments for vour considerafion and incIusicMi 
k.l the record. 

Tlie Draft FIS appears n> l>e adequate except for lhe exclusion of one verv ifn|>orTant m.;;.»r 
project tltat is planned b\ the Norfolk Southern Railway C xmipany (NS) - the constmction 
and operation o f an IntcmiodiaFRail 'lard Faclllf\- in the .Aastell-C^larfalale-Powder Sprintp 
area in Cohh ()ounr\. (ieor^ii*. l l i i s pn»|x>sed 830-acre Intermodial-Rad ^ard Facilirv is 
obviousK linked i l not directh dependent upon tltc Proposed Oinrai i .Vquisition: and. it Is 
clearly eviileiit ftom die foliowing tlata that this propiosed Facilirv netxls to bc<.oi.U' an integral 
part o f the Draft FIS. 

1. PROIECI L W D S 

Ihe pro|K>sed H.-̂ O-acw j»rr>je* t area is tlirectlv adjacent to the IVHUidaries of the C^itv 
Limits of .AusteU. Clarkdale (a registered Nauonal Historic Site) and Powder Springs, 
Cieorgia. Projett lantls art reJativcK undistiirbetf and o f taluable aiitl higiiK prtKlmfive 
niixetl niatiu-c pine and upland liardwtKids. U>ttomlatitl liardwtKKls and 22 acres of 
highls protkiciixi uniquf wctlantls. Flie worKllands are known to supptin excellent 
jM)pul.\tions of deer, wiltf tiui:ev, ^ tpi inr l . rabbit and a wide varier\ of raptors and song 
birtf sfx-cies; whereas, the wetlaiuls su(»fvirt gotnl (copulations of game fish speties, 
rf^Jdent tnusknn and lx'a\er. as well as. resident anti migrators waterfowl anti watiing 
hai l jvjpuiations. lhe waters iminetiiateU atijacent to the project area. Sweetwater and 
i*:> v ier Springs Crt>eks. -tlso support the .\liigator Snapping Turtle, a State Ilireaten 
reptile species, and the Highsiah Sliiner, a State ITtrcaten fish speiies. In aildition, the 
wefiand areas tltat are profvised to l>e f i l l e i i anti tiestroved also supptjrt a stanti of a unique 
tree speiit>s tht Bald (-vpress which is far north of its normal northeni range. 

2. PRCIlFc n i LAi rm ŝ 

l h « Projecl. as presem Iv projHJsed, requirrs tiie excavation, f i l l i ng , lewling and 
compacting some 4^0 acres of land. It is not known what NS plans to do wi th tlie 
ninaiii i . :g 3H0 a«n>s of lan»l. Ui t it is anticif^a.eti »!:4t \ S eveiinullv plaas to use these 
lantK to expand their plannc^l facilitx. Inifial ouTatlon (w-sently tulls for 600.(H"»0 lifts 
annually, wi th a jirojtx ted need of 800,000 l i f t s by the vear 2005. To meet the imtiaJ 
tieed o f 600.000 lifts annuJly. it is (irt)jetted tliat .̂ .'̂ OO diesel semi-tmtks ( I everv- 25 

/ 



settjnds). 100+ diese! powered trains (4 to 5 per traliiv./hour thrtni^ the Cities of 
.Austell, (!1arKdale. atxi Powtier Springs); antt a niultitiule of various tvi'M-, of tiiese I 
etjuipmenf will be o(x>rati«ig in or adjacent to the project site tlaily. B a ^ l on tliis 
information, it is projettetl that there will lie an intrease of 25°b in truck and train 
traffic in tlie area to meet the projet ted neeil of 800,000 lifts annually. 

3. A l R O l .AI.ITV 

The entire metro(K)iitan .Adanta area, which consists of l l Cieorgia Coimties, is 
designated as a "Non-Attainr.ient ,\r<.a", or an area with significant air qu.ditv poiiution 
levels. Tlie fetieral Higfiwas .\tlininistrat ion lus fomialK .uivlsetl the State of Cieorgia 
that if the air {xillutant ieveU in the Metrojxilitan Atlanta area are not significantly 
rediued soon, Fetieral Higliway C!ost Sharing Funds will b«- wiilihelti from the State. 
Uierefore, one must tjuestion die rationale used In NS to tlevelop the 

.Austell/Clarkiiale/Pow tier Springs iiiientVHiiai Facilirv when their present Inman and 
East Point Facililies and CJSVs Cietwgia Facilitv are aireatfv contributing mvusurahie air 
Ixime pollutants to the "Non-.Attainment .\rea". C xmstnurtion aiul o(X*rat lon oftheir 
propt)sctl facillr\- in Cobb C'-oiuirv woulii tibvlouslv result in a further degratiation of 
the air qualirx In tills area poteiitialU to hazartlous breathing lesels within liie C'ities of 
Austell, C]jarkdale and I\iwtier S|>rings as well as the ImmediateK adjateni iaivls In 
iDouglas aild Paultliiig Counties. 

4. \x'.viT:Roi .\i rn 
CJonstructlon anti ojieratioti of tlie projM>seti intermtxllai FatUIts will resuit in a 450-
acre flat, level, nimpaned anti {wveti (unvi-gptated) area intrrlaceti witii some 20 miles of 
track and a large nuniber <jf semi trailer parking sjwes. Impiementation of this project 
toultl residt in substantial silt nuioff into Sweetwater ami Powder Springs C'reeks 
during consmution. anti a consitierabie aniomt of pollutants being tPischargetl tiuring 
t)[X'rationai activities. For instance on September 2 I, 1997, wc exfx-rleiHetl a 5J1 Inch 
rainfall in the profxisetf projet t .ura. TTiis woultl ec}iuie to nearlv 20,000 atre feet of 
surface water iatien with silt and/i>r contaminants spilling tiirectly into Powtler Springs 
anti Sweetw,iter C n-eks. .\s a resuit, a more elevated water level of Sweetwater ('rrek 
woultl haxe tKtnirred in the Swet>twater Creek State Park area anil in the Cities of 
.Ausiell anti Lithia Springs, as weils as att elevaf«f iesel of contaminants iu Sweetwater 
Crtek, a stream from which the Cities of Litliia Springs and East Point. Cieorgia. obtain 
their tlrinking waler. 

I aiso would like to Iiring to the attention oflhe STB thc residts ofa December 1997 
Weil Feasibilitv Studs retentlx londut ictl by I mers «Sc Garrett C iroundwater. Inc. ft>r 
the C"it\- of Powder Springs. It siiouhl lx> noted that the Studv Design was tlevcltifXHi in 
mitl-1996 with a f^inian ol>jet tlve (o fintl atltlitional waier sujspiv vMirces fnr tlie Citv 
of Powtler Sprtngs. Prt>s<ntlx, most munici[r)l aiul industrial waiter supplies In tlie 
.Atlanta Metro}x»Iitati .Wa are tierived from surface waters taken from rivers, streams 
ainl'or ii.i{xiundfnenis. Manx, like the < "itv of Powtler Springs, anr contx-nieti that fhese 
water supplit"s will not be able to nuTi the rising tleniantls for projettetl future 
wlthtlrawal needs in view of the prr>jeited p)puiatIon growth rates in tiie area. 
Sul>set|uentK. this Stiulv was coniractetl in fine of 1997 liefore NSs prt)|X)sed 



Inf-mMKilal Facilitv In CAth Counts was publicly advertlsetl bv the Savaiinali District 
Cxirjv, of Engineer, In a August "7, 1997, Public Notice. It also must be ptilnted oui that 
at no time during the StucK was the Cxintracttir tnatle aware of the N S \ proposetl 
Intemnxlial Fat llitv. The fir-t phas« of the City's Stu«iy was cotnpleted ui l>ecenilier 
1997 with tlie following fintllngs: 

a. Six (6) (X)tential wafer protlucin;; well siting kxations were 
identified witliin die Ixiimtlaries ot the C îtv of Powtler Sjirings, 
with the ptJtentiallx best pnnliuing >X'eH Site lxing Icxateti tin 
Powder Spring> C,reek Imnxetllatelv atijacent to anti west of NSs 
existing rail line and north t.f the C 11. jajnes Park^ax (Ref 
attached map). 

b. it also must lie noteil that fills W ell Site Is at̂ jat ent to and jusi -vest 
of thc projx>sed NS Inteniitxlial lacility. C'ofist ruct lon anti 
suli>ct|uent operaticn of this facilitv touid most t ertalnlv result in 
in«-asiu-abl\ less ground water recharge In the area as well as a 
signilicant contamination of tliis higldy valuable tlrinking water 
source. 

4. NC^ISF 

It Is fimilv lx lit ved bx manv of the Cxibb Ctnuitv citizens thaf fhe ciunulaiix^e noise 
lexeis tltu-ing theconiinual 2 1 hour ojxratltin of NS's Proposet? Inttnnotlial Facilitv will 
result In noise levels that coultl far exceed the dH comfort levels ex|>erietKeti bv humans. 
A compirhenslve stutb needs to be toiuiiufed bx NS lo tietermine the 24-hour 
cumulative axerage noise levels on all sitles ofthe jwjject .Tea immediafelx adjatent to rhe 
site. Such a study neetis to measure the 21 hour cunudative dB lexels of fhe folhtwlng 
equipmeni. all in simultajieous ofxratlon: 

1.3 Stackers 
26 HosderC-ibs 

6 On site Diesel Fraciors 
3.'J C>an<'s aixl Sitleloatlers 

4 On sitie Diesel lotomotlxcs 
3,'^00 diesel Fucks wlili Trailers 

IOO DIi^l l^onHitives widi 50 100 Rail CMS' 

5. FR.\FFK: 

Traftu on fhe C .̂ H. jaines IWvwav is expected fo become severelx congested with the 
Increast train and heavv tnuk traffic, it also is antlcifwied that the rates of minor and 
serious traffic anldtnis. along wilh thc rate ttf hunun fafalilies, are ex{xctcd to 
substantiallv increase. ( onstmction of the tat "litv, as presently planned, wll! require ihe 
n kxation of VC'esisldc Road direetlx across from .he entraiuT of Carn tt Midtlle St hool. 
I his would residi in incnastil commuter and semi trailer traffic al fhe School entrance 

tliu-ing lx)th moniing ami escning sthool bus iraffic jx'riods. with a potential Imrease in 

Trains nx>\uî  ilrouah »»t \v, tht siu. catii lo im Ituk «n apjiroprijiu number of flat wficels. 
J 



lia7.ardous traflic contlitions for our sthool chiltlren. in fhe tlowntown Powder Springs 
area on llie primarv road entering fhe C'lty from thc West - Brownsville Rtvad, present 
train traffic of approximately 50 trains/tlay currently creates significant traftic 
congestion prolilems. What will it be like with t»peration td'the Intertnodlal Facilitv and 
100 to 150 trains passing thrtiugli the downtown aiea of Powtier Springs each and everv
dav? 

6. M S T H F I I O ? 

No matter how high vou btuhl a levee or noise barrier, fhe site of a ''Cxjnfalnerhed 
C^rgo HaiulUng Rail ^ ard" along with that many diesel trains anti siuh a large munber 
of tliesel tru* ks atul trailers in what is now a relativelv t lean, imtlisturbetl atul mqx)tluied 
residenfial area. In fhe opinion of many if not mt»st of the CJIti/eiis of Cx>bb CJounty, is a 
totally unacceptable and imaesthetlcal iidtlitlon to present environmental contlitions. 
These faciors in concert with the substanfial increase in noise levels, air (xdlutlon. water 
(xiiiuiion. traffic, traffic totigestion, fraffic accidents and the loss ofa beautiful pleasing 
and pictiuYscjue scenic vista, in all prolwbly wouid result in a severe tiegratiation of our 
living environment. 

7. E N \ 1 R O N V l E N l . \ l . II KITCT 

The mttst immetliate and severely impacted citizenrx' ^ u p in the entire jn'ojx>setl 
projevt area will lx* die rt>sldenis of CTarkdaie. Cieorgia. Not onlx is the entire 
Cx)nifnunity inchuletl tin the National Register of I ilstt>ricai Sites, bin the Cxjmmiuiitv 
liasuallv lonsists of Senior Citizens living on low , fixed retirement Incomes. Siiue fliis 
liiiennotiiai Facilirv should tlefinlielv he an integral p* . :d fhe "Pniptised Canrail 
Atxjulsliion". provisions of Fxetutixe Ortier 12898 must lx taken into hill considerafion 
to prevent a dlsprajxirtlonafelx high and adverse enviromnental impacts ttJ this 
CJitlzeiirv group. 

8. GENFR^AL C O N C E R N S 

For the ret tml. a number of the groups or indixltiuals tliat have taken fomial |X)sitIons of 
opfxisition to NS's prtiposed Inteniitxlial flaiFVartl i acility as presently planned Inchule 
the follow ing: 

V. S. Senator i'aul C^verdale 
V. S. C'ongressniaii hoh Barr 
C^t)rgia Senator Steve IlKiinfison 
Cieoigia Represenlalive l arl ITirharl 
Cieorgia Represenlatixe Rov Bames 
Cxibb ("xiunrv C itimmissioners 
Douglas (.oiuitx Commlssltiners 
C2obb .Municipal .Asstx iation 
Tlie C'irv of Ausiell 
T-heC -t>ininunitvof CiarkcLde 
TTie C'ity of l.i fhia Springs 
TTie C-Itv' of Powder Sjirlngs 

4 



The City of East Point 
Many ofthe Citizens of Ciobb, Douglas and Patdding C>oimfies 

In conclusion, I am oflhe opinion that the prt)[X)sed NS Interniotlial Faciiitv must Ixx̂ otne an 
integral part oftiie i)raft EIS fnr the T R O P O S E D CCWR.AIL .AC:QUISiTlON'\ Fo tkt less, 
in my professltmai opinion, woultl violate the intent of the I . S. CtMigress with the passage of 
the National Environniental Policy .Act (42 l'.S.C^ 4321). as amentltxl, and do a great injustlcY 
to the C!;itizens ot Cities of Ausiell, CTarkdaie, l.Ithla Spring? and Powder Spring>, as well as 
tliose citizens in the unincorporated portions of Cxibb Countv- and adjacent lands in Douglas 
anti I^auidlng Ciounties. 

Richard T . Huber Sr. 
.5881 Mat edtinla Rood 
Powder Sprinp, Cieorgia 30127 

cc: C3oimcil of Environmenral C^iallty 
l . S . Senator Paul ('overdell 
L'. S. Cioiigrt>ssman Newt Ciingrich 
Li. S. CJongressnian Bob IWr 
District Ivngineer. Savannah Cxirps of Engineers 
State Senaior Steve TTiOfn{>stin 
State Representative f^rl Fhriiart 
Cxibb (Cxinimlssioner Wood>' Tliompson 
Vlarletta Daily Joumal 

.Attatiiineiit 
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Janu,an 1998 
645 Highl jBd 

ENVlHOiNiMtiMlAL"™""" "i't 
DOCUMENT 

Office of ihc Secretarx 
Ĉasc Conlrol L nit 
FinanceDocketNo ^ ÎSX 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Strecl. N W 
Washington DC 2042:'-<HH)l 

Subjeci Finance Dockei No li;?88 - CS.X and Norfolk Southem - Control and Acquisition - Commumtv 
Notification 

Attn Elaine k Kaiser 
Enxironmental Project Director 
Enx ironmenlal Filing 

Good moming 

I he (Juicy, families ha\e been life-long residents ofthe ^rd Street Crossing u'-ea here in 
Dam ille Illinois The following comments relate to the Norfolk Southern C S .\ acquisition and control 
ofthe Conrai! Railroad 

Ue huxe seen an increase in the xolume of trains at the East ^rd Street crossing This is in 
adtlition to the switch engines ssitli onlx a fex̂  cars W ith the addition of trains v,e haxe seen thc change 
from coal fired engines to dicsci engines air-horn blasting has become more frequent, and thc crossing is 
block .d manx more times 

Thc addmon of more trains and switch engines making up longer trains go;ng through our 
neighborhood, will mean that wc will ha\e additional air pollution from thc fumes of the dicsel engines 
This IS a dcrinite health ha/ard especiallx for the clderK 

Increased trains \till insure the air homs will be blasting axiax more frequcnth Now there are 
times when engineers stan blowing thc air-horns from ihe Mam Streci c rossing, across Souih Street and 
quit soulh of the East ^rd Street crossing almosi continuoush '.Vc must listen to all this noise inside and 
outside our homes twentx-four i ours a dax and scxen days a xxeek This docs get on a persons ncrxcs 
Therefore increasing the train traffic will add to noisc pollution 

Ue haxe a nice town and arc hoping for growth howcxcr lhe addition of 25 more trains xxill add 
to the blocking of streets all ihrough DanMlle and will certainK hinder people from wanting to li\e here 
Haxing 5(1 trains a dax p us sxsiiching will cut our toxvn in half 

U e ugrcc the trains hax e been updated trcmendousK at the pnce of poorer air qualitx. time 
wasted at blocked crossings poor overpasses and underpasses and irritation caused bx more and longer 
air-horn (noise pollution) blasting Ue ask xou to consider our deep concerns which will impact our 
neighborhood and our tow n 

Respcctfull) 

Home phone I -217-442-7S 4̂ 

Mr Gene Quick 

Mrs Gene (Delores) Quick 

•y 

Mr Larrx Quick 



January 29, 1998 

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

To the Board: 

Barry Longenecker 
315 Fairview Road ^ 
New Providence, PA Isl'^J^j^^ 

DOCUMENT 

I am w r i t i n g as an i n t e r e s t e d p a r t y t o submit comments on the D r a f t 
EIS i n hopes t h a t you w i l l i n c o r p o r a t e my concerns i n t o any f i n a l 
d e c i s i o n or order p e r t a i n i n g to the proposed Conrail/CSX 
a c g u i s i t i o n . I am an adjacent landowner t o the C o n r a i l owned Euola 
Low-Grade l i n e i n Southern Lancaster County, PA. [Dkt. No. AB-167 
(Sub-No. 1095X)] This l i n e i s no longer a c t i v e and i t i s my 
understanding t h a t C o n r a i l as p a r t of an order from the former ICC 
was t o r e t a i n i t ' s i n t e r e s t i n and take no steps t o a l t e r the 
h i s t o r i c b r i d g e s of the l i n e u n t i l completion of the 106 h i s t o r i c 
p r e s e r v a t i o n act process. I t i s also my understanding t h a t t h i s 
process i s not complete. I am concerned t h a t t h i s r a i l l i n e and 
c o n d i t i o n may be overlooked when conveyed t o CSX. My understanding 
o f the H i s t o r i c P r e s e r v a t i o n Act i s t h a t conveyance i s an adverse 
impact and the 106 - m i t i g a t i o n process would be t r i g g e r e d . 

T his h i s t o r i c r a i l l i n e (recognized by tne Curator of 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n H i s t o r y a t the Smithsonian Museum as one of .;he most 
h i s t o r i c a l l y s i g n i f i c a n t r a i l l i n e s i n the country) and i t ' s 
b e a u t i f u l stone arch bridges has been determined e l i g i b l e f o r 
l i s t i n g on the N a t i o n a l Register and t h e r e f o r e should be in c l u d e d 
i n any Environmental Impact Assessment. A l l decisions concerning 
conveyance should come under review of the Nat i o n a l Advisory 
C o u n c i l , w i t h o j j p o r t u n i t y t o comnient from the p u b l i c and i n t e r e s t e d 
p a r t i e s t o helrj m i t i g a t e any adverse e f f e c t the conveyance of the 
l i n e t o CSX may have. Please include t h i s l i n e m the l i s t o f 
assets C o n r a i l i s conveying and consider the impact on t h i s 
h i s t o r i c l i n e and i t ' s bridges i n s u r i n g t h a t the c o n d i t i o n imposed 
by ICC anri STB remains i n e f f e c t . Please order a l l a d d i t i o n a l 
p r o t e c t i o n measures possible so t h a t t h i s important h i s t o r i c 
n a t i o n a l resource renains i n t a c t . 

S i n c e r e l y , 

Barry Lonoenecker 
y 

ATTENTION: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental P r o j e c t D i r e c t o r 
Environmental F i l i n g 
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MARV GABRIELLE SPRXGUE 

A R N O L D fic P O R T E R 
5 5 5 'WELFTH STREET. N W 

WASHINGTON.DC a 0 0 0 4 - l 2 0 2 

1 2 0 2 1 9 4 2 5 0 0 0 

fACSlMiLE 1202 a - l ^ 5999 yy^iyj. 

February 1, 1998 

VIA HAND 

Michael Dalton 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
S e c t i o n of Env.ironmental Analysis 
1925 K S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

RE: Finance Docket No. 3338B/Cleveland 
Noise AnaJvsis 

Dear Mr. Dalton: 

Enclosed i s a ot .-i r e p o r t e n t i t l e d 
" E v a l u a t i o n of Noise Impacts from Proposed CSX 
Op-^raticns i n Cleveland and East Cleveland, Ohio" which 
CSX presented t o r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of Cleveland and East 
Cleveland on January 22, 1998. The r e p o r t analyzes the 
noise irrpacts i n Cleveland and East Cleveland usin g the 
c r i t e r i a set f o r t h i n the DEIS, and proposes m i t i g a t i o n 
measures. Please l e t me know i f you have any questions 
abour. t h i s r e p o r t . 

S i n c e r e l y , 

,.yj-/L/^^y^y-~ 
0 

« iC 

Mary G a b r i e l l e Sprague 

Enclosure 

DOww;;i£NT 

2/2/98 9:26 am 
spragma/docs/c8x4 6 0 
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C S.\ C orj'oiatioii and CS.X I ransportation. Inc 

prepared by: 

TranSystcnis C'orporation 
MarkWalbrun. P.E. 

Januar\ ". 1̂ 48 



I INlROt^^ ' ^^ND SUMMARY 

As a resui' of the proposed Transaction through vvhich CS.X and NS wili acquire C onrail 
and alloLale the use ot Coniail's assets between thcni. a cliange in freight tram tratlic 
panems is planned for the Cle\ eland. Ohio metropolitan area C'onrail presentK utilizes 
two routes through Cleveland, the "1 akeshore l ine" and the "Shon Line" Both lines 
connect the Collinwood \ aid on the nonheast side of Cleveland with Berea to the 
southwest of Cleveland Hie l akeshore Line runs southwest tVoni Collinwood ^ ard 
along Lake Lne thiough downtown Clev eland and on the west side of Cleveland tuni> 
south to Berea Tlie Short Line bvpasses downtown Cleveland It ttinis south just west 
of C ollinwood N ard. mns south through the east side of Cleveland and Last C leveland 
lunis we.st in the C uvahoga Heights area, and then tums southwest through Brook Park to 
Berea Lach of the lines is approximatelv 22 inil '> long Liguie I presents thc general 
lavout ofthe Lakeshore Line and the Short Line 

Both lines have earned .substantial fieight traffic since thev were built In recent vears. 
Conrail has routed more of its tratfic through Cleveland over the Lakeshore Line C S.X 
has been allocated the Short Line in the Iransaction. and plans to shili tratfic from the 
Lakeshore I ine to the Short Line llie Short Line cunentlv handles ."̂  to 1" trams pei 
dav. CS.X proposes to run 44 to 4" trains per dav over the line Hure will be a 
conesponding decrease ni tratfic on the Lakeshore Line 

Ilie Short Line wa.s designed tor high-volume treight tratfic Most signitlcantiv. there are 
no at-grade cros.sings on the Short Line anvAvhere in Cleveland or La.st C leveland liie 
line is entiretv grade separated, in some places running on an elevaied track and in otliei 
places running through cuts below grade Moreover. CS.X is undertaking improv ements 
on the Short Line CSX is restonng double track where possible, is replacing all the 
jointed track with continuous welded rail, and is upgrading the signalling systems 

Concerns have been expressed b> t.ie City of Cleveland about noise impacts along the 
Short l ine tfom C ollinwood \ ard south to Broadwav In addition, in its Dratt 
I nv ironmental Impact Statement (DLIS) on the Proposed Conrail .Acquisition, issued on 
Decembei 12. 1*̂ "̂ ". the Section of Lnvironmental .Analysis (SL.A) of the Surtace 
Iransportation Board (STB) directed CS.X to evaluate noise impacts and potential options 
toi mitigation of noise impacts on the Quaker (the name of the control tower just west of 
C ollinwood ^'ard) to Mavfield and Mayfield to Marcv (Marcv \ ard uear Mill Creek) hne 
segments ofthe Short Line DLIS. Vol 3B. Page OH--4 to "'5. 

As explained in this report, the rerouting of traffic from the Lakeshore Line to the Short 
Line wili not result in a net increase of noise impacts to residents ofthe Citv of Clev eland, 
even without tiie mitigation measures on the Short Line proposed in this report Both the 
Lakeshore Line and Short Line pass through a mix of industriai. commerciai and 
re.sidentiai areas Although the residents aiong the Short Line wiil expenence incieased 
noise levels, the residents along the Lakeshore Line vvill experience decreased noise levels 

1 -



TianSystems has ideniified a number of areas along the Short Line in Cleveland and Last 
Cleveland vvhere it appears that the noise impacts tirom increased train traffic warrant 
miiigation under the criteria ofthe DLIS TranSvstems proposes as mitigation low noise 
wall or bemis to shield and detlect the wheel rail interaction noise TraiiSvstems 
proposes that about three miles of low noise walls or benTis be constructed along certain 
sections ofthe Short Line trom St Clair Avenue on the north to Buckeye Road on the 
south where residences are in close provhnitv to the rail line Tlie replacement ofthe 
jointed track vvith cominuous welded rail will also reduce wheel rail interaction noise 
I'his pioposed mitigation is ex̂ )ected to reduce the time receptors along the Short Line are 
exposed to noi.se abov e 65dBA to a time period below that currently experienced 

TranSv stems also proposes tliat the sections ofthe Short Line v\here low noise walls or 
berms would be constructed would also be landscaped (and proposes landscaping in one 
additional aiea where noise walls or benns could not be constnicted) Although the 
landscaping would not provide a significant degree ot acoustical shielding, il would 
piovide an attractive visual bamer which would improve the appearance of tlu- residential 
areas along the Short Line and increase propertv v alues. 

Hiis report is intended to provide relevant infomiation and preliminarv recommendations 
relating to noi.se impacts and mitigation along the Short Line in Cleveiand and I ast 
Cleveland L is anticipated that fmai decisions boti' as to the location of noise mitigaiion 
measures am', the nature of those measures wouid be made atie consultation with 
representativ .Vs of Cleveland and Last Cleveland 

2 RLGUL.ATORV FR.AMFWORK 

Tlie rransaetion leq.iiies the approval ot the STB Lhe Apjilicants in finance DOCKCI 

No 33388 (C'SX. NS and Conrail) filed a Railroad Control Application (Application) \MIII 

the STH on June 23. I»iy. including an f nvironmental Report (Vol 6) In accoidance 
with STH regulations (4« CFR 1 l05"(eM(i)). the Lnvironmental Report included an 
assessment of noise impacts from increased freight traffic, including along the Short Line 
(\ cl (iB at 413-41?) This assessment was based on a model of noise impacts Sjee 
Application. \ ol h.A. App B at !')8-23'" In brief where the model predicted an increase 
greater than 2 dBA Lj, (as explained below) as a result ofthe Transaction, the number of 
sensitive receptors that vvould experience noise levels above 65 dBA Ljn vvere quantified 
VVIiile this assessment methodologv provides an effective tool for a preliminarv screening 
of potential noise impacts, the m.del does not tullv account for important local factors, 
.such as ( 1) shielding of sen,sitive receptors (residences, .schools, churches and hospitals) 
from the railroad noise source bv lopo ;̂raphv or structures and (2) the eflect of othei 
noise sources 

In prepanng the DLIS. the SLA checked and verified the analy.sis of noise impacts 
presented in Applicants' Environmental Report See the di.scu.s.sion of noise methodologv 
and mitigation strategies m the DMS. \ ol 1 at 3-30 to 3-3". and Vol 5A. Appendix I 
.As explained below. SE.A's analysis ofthe noise impacts along the (Quaker to Mayfield and 
Mavfield to Marcv line segments vvas consistent with that of the Apphcants DLIS, 



V ol 3B at 0H-"() to OH-75 Tlie SE.A's analysis .similarly is a preliminar) screening 
analysis, subject to the same limhations noted above 

The SE.A did not conclude in the DEIS that mitigation for noise impacts was wartanted 
for all the senshive receptors counted during the screening phase (lhat is. those receptors 
ex îeriencing an increase gieater than 2 dBA L,i„ and a noise level above 65 dBA Lj,,) 
Instead, the SE.A concluded that mitigation may be warranted foi tho.se receptors 
ex-jieriencing an increase in wayside noise (noise from wheel rail interaction and 
locomotiv e engines, but not homs) of at least 5 dBA Lj^ and a noi.se level abov e 70 dBA 
La„ DEIS. Vol 1 at 3-35 Based on the infonnation available to it. the SEA concluded 
lhal noise mitigation mav be wananted for certain receptors on the Quaker to Mavfield 
and Mavfield to Marcy line segmenls of the Short Line in Cleveland and East Cleveland 
DEIS. V ol 3B at OH-''4 to OH-''5 Tiiese segments are analyzed in this report 

3 NOISE PERCEPI IONS 

Sound is cau.sed bv the v ibration of air molecules and i.> measured on a logarithmic scale 
with units ol decibels (dB) It ranges from 0 dFL the llire id of hearing, to over \?iO dB. 
llie ihreshold ot pain See Biuel 6: Kjaer. Measuring Sound, at " (l''S4) I igure 2 
presents the decibel scale aud the relative somid lev els of different environmenis 

Sound is composed of v arious frequencies "Tlie human ear onlv responds to a frequencv 
range of 20 hertz lo 20.000 hert/ Brue! <t Kjaer at 4 To accuraieiv measure souml 
within the range of tfequencii s delected bv the human ear. frequencies outside tlie 
response range must be fil'eree' out ll has been found that tiie .A-.scaie weighting on a 
sound meter best approxini.:'e» the frequencv response ofthe human ear Lnited States 
Department of Transportation (LSDOT). Hi^hvyaxJ [affc.Noise,^ Abateme it. 
Policy and Guidance, at 4 (\ Sound levels .'eported using the .A-weigiiled scale are 
referenced with units of dBA 

Tlie logarithmic scale does not allow for direci addhion of noise levels. For example, two 
trucks producing ^0 dB each do not have a combined noise level of 180 dB but will 
combine to produce an inciease of 3 dB for a combined noi.se lev el of 3̂ dB In other 
words, a doubling ofthe noise source produces only a ."̂  dB increase in the noise level 
Studies show that an increase in 3 dB is barely detectable bv the human ear L'SDOI 
(1^5) at 4 The following table indicates the perceived loudness for various changes in 
sound levels: 

Sound Level Change Relative Loudness 

• ̂ dB.A Barely perceptible ctiange 

- 5 dB.\ Readily perceptible change 

- lUdB.-i Twice as loud 



Noise effects caused bv railroad opeiations are fundamentally different fiom noise etTects 
caused bv highwavs Highwav noise, where tiaffic is ontinuous. is relativelv conaant 
with occasional peaks caused by large tmcks Railroad noise is markedly discontinuous, 
with large peaks caused bv passing locomotives occurring in a verv short penod followed 
bv wheel and track noise fbr the length oftime it takes the train to pass a given position 
Backgiound .sound level follow this inlemiiltent noisc until the next train passes 

4 NOISE MEASUREMENT PARAMETERS 

Noise measurements are reponed by several differe-.t parameters Instantaneous noise 
levels are reported as the sound pressure level (SPL) A maximuin noise level is the 
highest sound pressure level measured during a designated time period Maximum noise 
ieveis will onlv increa.sc when acoustical energy is added, such as having two trams 
preseni at the same time (which will increase the sound level by ? dB) Hius. the 
maximum noise levels along the Short Line will not inciease due to an increase in the 
number oftrains traversing the Short Line. 

Due to the fluctuations in sounJ pressure levels with lime, the equivalent sound level (L,,,) 
is u.sed to report noise Tlic equivalent sound level is the steady-stale. A-weighted sound 
level which contains the same amouni of acoustical energy as the actual iimc-vaiAiiig. \-
weightpd .sound level over a specified period of' ' tne L'SDOT (l')y5) at 4 lhe 
equivalem sound level is tvpically less than the maximum sound level as the equivalent 
sound level accounts toi the penods during which only background noise is present 
Iquivaient noi.se levels will increase as the nuirber oftrains traversing the Short fme 
increase because the amount of acoustical energy produced dunng the designated time 
period will increase 

Tlie Ljn parameter used by the SFB is the day-night noise level averaged (on a sound 
energy basis) over a 24-hour period Nighttime noise levels (10 p m to " a m ) are 
penalized bv adding a 10 dB conection penahy for the noi.se generated L'SDOI. 
Highway Noise Fundamentals, al "S (1"80) Flie Lj„ is equivalent to the Lo, with the 
excepiion ofthe 10 dB penalty for niglittime noi.se 

5 MODEL METHODOLOGY 

File model used in the Environmental Report and DEIS for predicting the increase ni rail 
traffic noise along the Short Line determines tfie distance from the railroad tracks to the 
65 dBA L,i,, contour The modei uses a reference noise ievel for a singie train and then 
determines thc di.siaii:e to the 65 dBA Lj,, contour based upon the average daily tratfic 
V olume Hie model uses a higher reference noise lev el for areas near at-grade crossings 
due to the addilional noise generated by the warning devices used by the train engineer 
(train homs) However, because there are no at-grade crossings on the Short l ine in 
Cleveland and Lasl Cleveland, hom noi.se need nol be considered m this report Both the 



pre-acquisition train volumes and post-acquLsilion train volumes were modeled Die 
dayiime and nighttime (10 p m lo ~ am) train v olumes were modeled wilh equal hourlv 
train traffic v olumes 

Tlie model onlv accounts for shielding of second row residences by stmctures located 
adjacent to the railroad tracks Noise receptors located in rows beyond the second row 
vvere noi afforded the addilional noi.se reduciion vvhich vvould be afforded by .stmctures 
beyond the first row of slmctures Tlie effects of topography on noise ieveis were nol 
deiermined using the model 

Noise levels from the existing NS lines and RT.A lines vvere not considered as part ofthe 
model Fliese train lines utilize the same comdor as the Short Line ftom Superior .Avenue 
in East Cleveland to the Short Line crossing of Fairhill Road on the west side of Cleveland 
Heights Hotli tlic pie- and post- acquisition noise levels would ne higher ifthe NS and 
RT.A tram tratlic were input inlo the model However, the increase in noise generated 
from the additional C SX tram tiatlic would be expected to be lower if the noise generated 
from the exisiing NS and RLA traffic were included. 

6 MODELING RESULTS 

Tlie modeling resuits are presented in the Environmental Report and DEIS prepared for 
this pioject File results are piedi .ed on a segment basis, lliev arc summartzed in the 
table below: 

Modelina Resuits of 65 dBA Ljn Noise C ontour 

j Line 
j Segment Pre-Ac(}uisition Post-Acquisition 
j Line 
j Segment 

Number 
Trains 
per day 

Distance 
to 65 

dBA U , 
Sensitive 
Receptors 

Number 
Trains 
per day • 

Distance 
to 65 

dBA 

Sensitive 
Receptors Increase 

Quaker 
to 

Mav-field 

0 8 I4(J lo') 43 8 450 423 8 1 dB.A 

Mayfield 
to Marcv 

3 4 100 08 43 8 450 317 11 1 dBA 

Tlie sensitive receptor areas identified during the assessment phase are marked on the 
attached aerial photographs as areas I ihrough 1 1 



7 COLLECTION OF SITE-APECIEICJNFORMATION 

Sile visiis and field measurements vsere used to develop site-.specific infonnation to 
evaluate specific areas along the Siiort Line Site-specific factors such as shielding from 
stmctures other than those adjacent to tlie iracks. topography and background noise were 
Used to modifv the model output. 

The firsi site visit on November 21. |W7 included a rail trip along the Short Line Flie 
locations of the sensitiv e receptors identified during the assessment phase vvere visited to 
obtain pertinenl infomiation Locations for field nois>* measurements vvere identified 

Field noise measurements were taken on December 4 and 5. 1̂ 97 in the areas marked 1. 4 
and 5 on the attached aerial phoiogiaphs Ilie object ofthe noise mea.surements was lo 
detennine actual noise ieveis and how the leveis are affected by site condiiions Ilie llnee 
areas wlicie iiieasuiements were taken were considered representative sites tor evaluating 
shielding effecis and background noise contributions 

Two noise meters were used for the measurements, each measuring the .same event at 
different locations Flie events monitored included a C'onrail train passmg by and 
background (no C onraii tram passing bv) Only one train was monitored at each lotatHin 
llie tables and figures prepared fiom tlie data collected are provided in the attachments 

Hie meters u.sed included the Bmel <Sc Kjaer 2236 (Meter No 1) with auto-logging 
capabilities and a CLL 281 (Metei No 2). wliich did not have auto-logging capabilities 
llie graphs provided m the attachments were generated by data collected from the 
Bmel 6i Kjaer 2236 meter Tlie data recorded from both meters are compared in Figuie 3 
in the attachments It should be noted that the field measurjments are only used m tliis 
analysis in a qualitative manner Iliey piovided information lo assist the detennination 
whether the noise ieveis predicted by tlie model .should be adjusted in specific areas I ach 
measurement was collected for a single train event and are not 24-hour time-sampled 
events Tlie measured events varied from the reference train noise event used in the model 
as the train speed, train length, monitoring distances from the track and wcalliei 
conditions are aii variable 

The information obtained from the fieid measurements in Areas 1. 4 and is explained 
below 

•Area I Area 1 is located immediately sou*'- of the C ollinwood \'ard on the easi side of 
the Short Line beiween Coil Road and Sl Clair Avenue It is lypical of the high 
embankment seclions of the Short Line and was selected to perfomi field measurements to 
modify the model output and lo detemnne the effects of .shielding by industnal buildings 
.A row of light industnal buiidmgs located aiong the railroad nglit-of-way (wesl side of 
E 134' Sireet) provides shielding tbr llie senshive receptors iresidences) on the easi side 
of E 134'*' Street Tlie residences are approximately 250 feet from the railroad tracks 
.Ahhough the tracks are elevated, the row of industnal buildings breaks the line of sight for 
all but the tops oflhe double .slack freighl cars and the locomotives Meier No 1 .vas 



located near i residence about 250 feet from the raiiroad tracks in a shielded area and 
Meter No 2 was located at the same distance in an unshielded area flie following results 
were obtained 

1 
i Meter No 1 

250 feet 
shielded 

Meter No 2 
2-̂ 0 feet 

unshielded 

Backj.'ound 612 dBA Leq 57 2 dBA Leq 

Tratn Passuig 

1 
65 8 dBA Leq 57 (, dBA Leq 

1 

Iliese measurements indicate that background noise (vehicular iraffic) dominates the noise 
levels in this area Hie maximum noise levels at both metei ere similar and were driven 
by the vehicular trafTic noise Figures 4 and 5 graphica..* pre.sent the noise levels 
measured at Meter No 1 for the background and train passing scenanos Ilie noise levels 
vvere hiuliei at the shielded location, both tor background and for the trani-passing event, 
indicating that v ehicular noise reflects otl the industnal buildings and makes a greater 
contribution to noise levels than fhe train traflic in this area Ilic slight increase over 

background at the unshielded meter when the train passed (only 0 4 dBA Lgql also 
indicated that al 250 feet, the noise impact fî om the tram is significantly reduced 

Area_jL Area 4 is located on the west side ofthe Short Line from just south of Havden 
Road (south of Patti.son Park) to E 122""̂  Street Tlie railroad nght-of-wav in this area is 
shared bv CSX. NS and the RT.A Fliis area is residential with streets aligned 
perjiendicular to the railroad tracks Tliere are seven viaducts in this area where streets 
cross luider the tracks Tlie track is elevated to approximately the second-story level, 
which is tvpical ofthe elevated sections of the Short Line Fieid mea.surements were 
collected in Area 4 to detemune the magmiude of shielding afforded where the streets are 
perjiendicular (rather than parallel) to the railroad tracks Meter No 1 vas placed I !0 
feet from a viaduct and Meter No 2 was placed 210 feet from the viaduct Figures (-> and 
- graphicallv present the noise levels measured at Meter No 1 for the ba:kgrouiid and 
tram passing scenanos 

As in Area 1. bevond the first or second row of stmctures. background noise sources 
dominate the noise levels, the maximum noise levels were higher for the background 
scenario at both meters and vvere caused by passing vehicular trafiic. as shown on the 
atiached output graphs for Area 4 A substantial level of the background noise is 
generated bv the vehicular traffic with additional contributions ffom the NS and RI.A liain 
irafiic 



The following measurements o f l eq were obtained 

Meter No 1 
110 feet 

Meter No 2 
210 feet 

Background 5̂ i 6 dBA Leq 
— 

58 5 dBA Leq 

Train Passing 6" 5 dBA Leq 54 4 dBA Leq 

File 13 I dB.A reduction from Meter No I to Meter No 2 during the train-passing event 
indicates that the rows of houses perjiendicular to the railroad tracks provide some 
shielding 

Area ^ Area :̂  is located on thc uest side ofthe Short Line between Fairhill Road atid 
Nomian llie railroad right-of-vvav m this area is shared by CSX. NS and the R I A llie 
Conrail iracks to be allocated to CS.X are on the west side of the right-of-way Ilie 
Conrail line is at grade al the north end oflhis area, bul becomes elevated as it crosses 
over the NS and RIA lines tarther south Ilie Ns track is hi the middle oflhe right-of-
way in a cut. and the RTA tracks are on the east side at grade level Field measurements 
were taken in this area lo detennine the background noise levels caused by the NS and 
Rl A operations Meter No 1 was located 63 feet from the Conrail track and Meter No 2 
vvas located 180 feet from the tracks 1 ehind one row of houses Figure 8 graphicallv 
presents the background noise measured at Meter No I A ftjll train was not monnored in 
Area but three locomotives pas.sed the meters 

llie following measurements of maximum noi.se lev els w ere obtained ' 

Meter No 1 
o3 feet 

r • — . . . . . . 

Meter No 2 
180 feet 

Background •-8 y dBA Max 73 6 dBA Max 

• • 
I rain Passing 

"3 Q dBA Max 59 6 dBA Max 

Similar to Areas 1 and 4. background noise (the RTA and vehicular traffic) contributes 
significantly to noise levels in this area. At Meter No 1. the RTA dominated with a 
maximum noi.se level of ''S.^ dBA compared to "̂3 foi the .'jght locomotives At 
Metet No 2. vehicular traflic dominated with a maximum noise level of "̂3 6 dBA 

.Maximum noise measurements and background only available at Ihis location 
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compared to 5<> 6 dB.A for the locomotives Flie 14 3 dB.A reduction in maximum noise 
levels from Meter No 1 to Mete' No 2 duiing the locomotive-passing event indicates that 
the distance nd shielding by the row ot houses significantly reduce the noise from the 
freight tratfic 

Generallv. the field measurements indicate that shielding and distance provide perceivable 
iioise reductions llic mea.surements also indicale that other noise sources contribute 
noise levels that in some areas become the dominant noi.se source In addition, because 
these other noise sources are much mote continuous than the freight irains (less than two 
per hour proposed after the Iransaction). the other noise sources vvill continue to be a 
significant component ofthe Lj,, as well 

S P() IFNTIAL NOISE MITIGATION OPTIONS 

Tlie SE.A identified a range of noise mitigation options in the DFIS V ol I . fable ,'̂ -4 at 
page 3-37. Vol 5.A. Appendix F at I - ' ^ lo 1-21 llie first six options listed in lable 3-4 
relate solely lo honi noise, which is not at is.sue here Flie remaining five options are 
wheel rail maintenance, continuous welded rail, noise barriers, huilding sound insulation, 
and laud usC provisions. 

Wlieel Rail Maintenance With respect to wheel rail maintenance. CS.X will continue to 
pertomi appropnate maintenance as it does today Iliis is an important practice, but wili 
not produce any incremental decrease in Short I ine noise impacts as C onrail likely also 
perfonns appropriate mainlenance with respeci lo operations over the Short Line ' 

Continuous Welded Rail CS.X will replace jointed track on the Short line with 
continuous welded rail (CWR) Tliis improvement will reduce noise impacts as well as 
reduce ma'ntenance costs The "chckeiy-clack" noise from trains is due to the joints 
beiueen the consecutive rail sections Repiacement of jointed rail with CWR generally 
decieases wheel rail noise by approximateiy 5 decibels See DEIS. V ol 5.A al 1-16 lliis 
improvement alone uill mhigate much of the noise impact from the addilional trains 
mnning over the .Short I ine 

Noise Barriers Noise barriers vvork by changing liie noise path, essentially the 
line-of-sight, between the source and the receptor Noise barriers are commonly used tbi 
the mitigation of noise impacts Con.stmclion materials include concrete, masonry, wood, 
steel and earth bertiis According to the SLA. barriers are very effective at shielding 
wheel rail noise, the typical noise reduction rangmg from ^ to 15 decibels DEIS. Vol 5.A 
at 1-18 

Typicallv. constmction of noise barriers is feasible in areas with densely populated 
sensitiv e receptors where a long and luiintermpted noise barrier can be constmcted Noise 

It should also be noted iti this regard that noise from locomotives will decrease as a newier generation 
of quieter locomonves is phased in to the CS.\ fleet This will result in i reduction in noise levels on the 
Shon Line and elsewhere on the CS.X system over the next decade and thereafter 
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baniers (whether walls or benns) in such areas provide a substantial reduction in noise 
levels and can be cost-effective Tlie SE.A considers "noise barriers to be the most 
appiopriate mitigation measure when a large number of aft'ected dwellings are close 
togelher along high-speed .segments of the rail lines vvhere wheel rail noise is 
predominant • DEIS. Vol 5A al F-l*^ Certain sections of the Short Line meet these 
criteria. 

Fhe noise generated by locomotives includes both wheel raii noise and exhaust noise 
Locomotiv e exhaust ports are typically 14 to 16 feet high, requiring a w all of considerable 
height to effectively mhigate exhaust noise However, the locomotive noise is short-lived 
compared to the wheel rail noise generated by the raiicars. Short walls designed to 
muigate the wheel rail noise vvould be less oblmsive yet would reduce the 
time-dominating noise generated by the raiicars 

Although high noise walls are commonly utilized in highway expansion projects, they have 
severe limitations in the railroad environment and have not commonly been u.sed along 
railroad rights-of way. for thc following reasons 

• High parallel walls constmcted on both sides of the 
railroad track will potentially reduce the effectiveness of 
the noise mitigation due to reflected noise Parallel 
walls produce a canyon etfect where noise is reflected 
off the opposite wall and con.sequently reduce the noi.se 
reduction obtained by the wall locaied between the noise 
source and the receptor llie limhed space available 
within the siandard railroad right-of-way limiis the space 
between walls to 30 to 50 feet Typically. 200 feet 
between parallel walls is required before the canyon 
etfect is hiconsequential 

• High noise walls affect the visual quahiy of an area 
Negative reactions to noise walls include a restriction of 
view, a feeling of confinement, a loss of air circulation, 
and a lo.ss of .sunlight Tiiese adverse effects would be 
accentuated by constmcting a high noise wall on the 
elevaied Short Line Cira-fiti on noise walls can also be a 
potenlial problem. 

• High noise walls can interfere with sight lines for 
railroad signalling systems, and impair access foi track 
maintenance, siiow remov al and emergency response 

• lliere would be significant engineering problems in 
constmcting high noise walls both on the elevaied 
seclions of the Short Line and the cut sections High 
noise wall constmction on existing bridges will affect 
the stmctural integrity of the bridges They would be 
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very disrtiplive to the neighborhood lo build and would 
likely require ft^equent mainlenance. 

• l*ioperly de.signed noise walls are effective for reducing 
noi.se when locaied between tl • receptor and noise 
source Noise walls, however, al.so refleci noi.se 
aeiierated back to the receptor vvhen the noise source is 
located on the same side ofthe wall In some ca.ses. the 
noi.se mav be perceived as being louder vvhen compared 
to noise levels befoie the noise wall was installed Iliis 
would become an important consideiation vvhere noise 
ffom automobile tratfic. industry or the RIA is 
significant in the receptor area. 

Accordinelv. hiah noise barriers are nol a feasible miiigation option along the Short Line 

in 

in 
l ow noise bamers are proposed to shield wheel raii noise .A noi.se bamer of 2-3 feet 
height is usually adequate to break thc line of sight and would provide some reduction 
wheel tail noise A low noise bamer would nol. however, be an effective shield to 
locomotive noise Two construction alternatives are recommei'Jed ( !)a low noise wall 
(appioximately 2-3 feet high depending upon track elevation) constmcted of vertical 
I-beams spaced at ^-foot intei^als and connected by a wall of landscape-quality raiiroad 
ties, and (2) a low earthen bemi (approximately 2-3 feet high depending upon track 
elevation) 

TranSyslems prefers benns to noise walls in most situations because they can be 
landscaped and are generally more etfective at reducing noise Ilie landscaping provides a 
visual bamer and is aesthetically pleasing In some areas, landscaping would also be 
appropnate on the embankment of the Short Line, nol just on the berm itself Ilie 
landscaping would also mnigate any deciea.se in property values along the railroad tracks 
caused bv increa.sed noi.se It is generaliy believed that this tvpe of landscaping can 
increase property values of adjacenl pioperties by as much as l5°o. more than otfsetliiig 
any reduction in property v alues caused by the addhional noi.se fi'om increased train trafiic 

Buildiuii Sound Insulation Building sound insulation reduces noise levels inside buildings, 
but does not reduce noi?e levels outside In addition, building sound insulation is only 
effective when doors and windows are closed. Retrofitting existing dwellings with sound 
insulation is afso dismplive to the residents TranSyslems therefore concurs with the 
conclu.sion of SEA in the DEIS that building sound insulation is not a prefened nutigation 
.strategy for wavside noise DEIS. V ol 1 at 3-34 

land lse l»rov isions Tne Short Line was constrticled in the early part oflhe twentieth 
century The presence oflhe railroad iracks influenced the development ofland use along 
the Short Line It thus does not appear that altenng the present land use is an appropriate 
response to resumption of higher trafiic levels on the Short Line 
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9 NOISE IMPACTS AND PROPOSED MITIGATION BASED ON 
SrTF-SPECiElONFQiyviAIlON 

Tlie infonnalion obtained during the field visits was used to modify the model output for 
each of the elev en impact areas ideniified on the aerial photographs The locations of 
senshive receptors have been shaded blue (residenlial areas) and ted (other sensilive 
receptor locat:ons) on the aenal photographs Tlie modified o5 dBA L,,„ contour is 
marked on the .lerial photographs as the green line Tlie estimated 70 dBA Lj„ contour 
line is the dashed v ellow line. 

Tlie 65dBA Lj„ line was first plotted based on the screening model output stated m 
Table L Tliat line was then modified to account for shielding etfects from stmctures 
beyond the first row aiing the tracks Tlie mle applied by TranSyslems is that there is an 
incremental 1 ̂  dB.A decrease due lo shielding for ev erv row of s-tmctures bey ond the first 
row See L'SDO f (19Q5) at 33-34 SE.A concluded in the DELS that "acouslical shielding 
provided bv rhe first row or two of receptors is usually sutficient lo keep noise exposure 
below Lj„ 65 al residences lhat are farther away " DEIS. Vol 5A at F-2 to F-3 

In addition, the o5 dB A L,t„ line was modified lo account for the effeci of topography In 
the sections of the Short Line vvhere the tracks are below grade in a cut. the walls of the 
cut serve as natural barriers to train noise, such that the 6 5 dB.A La„ contour comes closer 
to the railroad tracks flius. the inodified 65 dB.A Lj,, contour line shown on the aenal 
piiotograplis Is closer lo the railroad tracks than the disiances slated in Table 1. and there 
are fewer senshive receptors wilhin the niodified 65 dBA Lj,, contour line lhan stated in 
Table 1 

Tlie 70 dB.A L,„, contour line (the dashed yellow line) was plotted halfvvay between the 
modified o:" dBA Ljn contour line and the CSX tracks, based upon the reasonable 
assumption lhat there will be a 5 dH.\ increa.se halfvvay between the 65 dBA Ld„ contour 
and the railroad tiacks (the noise sou-ce) location 

Tlie number of sensiliv e receptors within the 70 dBA Ljn contour line has been estimated 
based on the aerial photographs Mitigation measures are then evaluated for all areas 
where there are sensitive receptors wilhin the 70 dB.A Ljp contour line Tlie detemimation 
whether mitigation would be eflfective in reducing noise levels, cost eflfective, and feasible 
fiom an engineenng perspective is based upon the number and locaiion of receptors, 
topography. phy.sical constraints and other site-specific faciors as appropriate 

The following is a discus.sion of each oflhe eleven areas within the Cleveland anu East 
Cleveland arcu wbere the screening model indicated that sensitive receptors would be 
located within the 55 dBA Lj,, contour line. 
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.Area t - Cleveland 

Area 1 is located immediately south ofthe Collinwood X ard on the east side ofthe Short 
I ine between Coit Road and St Claii Avenue ll is described above m Section ''. as it is a 
locaiion whete field measurements were taken Based on these field measuremems and 
site-specific considerations of .shielding and other noise sources, ii does not appear that 
there are anv sensitive receptors within the '0 dB.A I j , contour line flius. no mhigation 
is proposed tbr this area 

Area 2 East Clev eland 

•Area 2 is located on the east side ofthe Short I ine between St Clan Avenue and Lddv 
Road, wbere the RIA meets the Short Line llie tracks are elevated m this area 
Background noise levels are expected to be similar to those in Area 1 lliere are 
lesideiices abutting the railroad nght-ot-wav lliese residences provide shielding tbi the 
residences to the east, but are not them.selves shielded from train noise It appears that the 
fir.st row of residences (about 80 residences) along the Short Line in .Area 2 meets the 
SEA s cniena tbi mitigation A noise bamer vvould be etTective in this area A noise 
bemi and landscaping are proposed tbr this area, as illustrated on Drawing A Ilie bemi 
and landscaped area wouid be about 6,100 feet long 

Area 3 Cleveland 

Area ."̂  is located on the west side ofthe Short line between Shaw Avenue and lddv 
Road I ' s area is similar to Area 2 with residences along the nghl-ot-way Ilie tioiit-
low icceptors (about ^0 residences) would meet the SI .A s cntena for mitigation 
Subsequent rows of houses are shielded, and are anticipated to remain belovv ^0 dB.A La„ 
.A noise bai nei uould be etfective in this area .A noise berm and landscaping are 
proposed tbr this area, as illustrated on Drawing B llie benn and landscaped area would 
be ahout 4.200 feet long. 

Area 4 - East Clev eland 

Area 4 is located on the west side oflhe Short Line fiom just south of Havden Road to 
E 122"' Sireel It is descnbed above in Section", as il is a locaiion where field 
measurements were taken .Area 4 is residential, with streets aligned peqiendicular to the 
railroad tracks A substantial level of background noise is generated by vehicular tratfic 
with contnbunons fi^om both the NS and RI.A train traflRc llie noise measurements 
indicale that the RT.A contributes maximum noise levels in this area comparable to freight 
trains, it runs more trains than CSX will run. ahhough they are shorter It appears that the 
first two to three houses perjiendicular to the nght-of-way (about 40 residences) vvould 
meet the SLA s cntena for mitigation A noi.se bamer would be effective in this area A 
low noise wall and landscaping are proposed for this area, as illustrated on Drawing C. 
Tlie wall and land.scaped area wouid be about 4,000 feet long 
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.Area 5 - Cleveland 

.Area 5 is located on the we.st side of the Short Line between Fairhill Road and Nomian It 
is also described above in Section as it is a location where fieid measurements uere 
taken .As m .Area 4. a substantial ievel of backgroimd noise is generated by the RI.A lme 
and vehicular traffic Immediately adjacent to t»'e railroad tracks are a mainlenance road, 
a power line utilitv comdor. and an abandoned street A hmhed number of residences 
(about 10) are adjacenl lo the railroad nght-of-way. which is about 1.500 feet long in this 
area It appears lhat these residences are within the ''O dB.A Lj„ contour line Ilie 
remaining residences in the vicinity are either sufficiently shielded or locaied far enough 
away from the railroad tracks lo be oulside lhal contour line Tlie pioxinhty ofthe power 
line utility comdor and the maintenance road prevent the constniction ofa noise bamer in 
this area Landscaping is a feasible ahemative Ahliough landscaping will nol reduce the 
noise impacis. it will provide a visual barrier and an aesthetic improvemenl to the 
neigiiborhood 

Area o Clev eland 

Area 6 is locaied on the east side oflhe Short Line between Woodland Avenue and 
Buckeye Road Ilie area immediaiely north of Area 0 is an industrial area, which 
contributes noise to the background ieveis Flie peqiendicular alignment is similar to 
Area 4. where field mea.surements indicated that shielding is afforded to subsequent ro vs 
of houses Area t) is differeni from Area 4. however, in that the first row of houses is not 
immediately adjacent to the railroad nglii-of-way 

It appears that those residential receptors in close proximity to the Short Fine (the firsl 
row includes about 15 residences) will experience noise levels above the SF.A mitigation 
crileria .A noise barrier would be effective in this area A noise benn and landscaping are 
proposed for this area Tlie bemi and landscaped area vvould be about 1,700 feet long 

Area 7 Clev eland 

.Area is located on the east side of the Short Line between Buckeye Road and Sophia 
Streets in this area are aligned both peipendicuiar and parallel to the rail line Flie rail is 
elevated in this area lhe RT.A crosses over the Short Line vvithin this area just south of 
Buckeye Road, contributing to backgromid noi.se levels that approach those levels 
produced by the Short Line Only about five re.sidences in this area are close enough to 
the railroad iracks to be within the "0 dBA L,ti contour line These residences are 
di.siributed </v er a distance of about 2,300 feet II is nol reasonable to build noise barriers 
for sound reduction when the sensithe receptors are located so far apart In Areas 2 and 
3, for example, an av erage of about 62 linear feel of soimd barrier would be constructed 
for each residence, as opposed lo about 460 feet in Area 7 .Accordinglv, mitigation is nol 
proposed in Area 7 
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Area 8 Cleveland 

Area 8 is located on the west side ofthe Short Line beiween Kennedy and Yeakel Like 
.Area o. background noise in .Area 8 is contributed by an industrial area to the north as well 
as vehicular trafiic It appears lhat there are onlv two residences within the 70 dBA Ld„ 
contour along a 1.200 feet length of track in this area Fliat means that 600 feet of barrier 
and 01 landscaping would have to be installed for each residence .Accordingly, mhigation 
is nol proposed in Area 8 

Area 9 Clev eland 

Area 9 is located on the west side ofthe Short Line just south of Holton Fliis residential 
area is bordered on the north by an RTA line that crosses over the Short Line, on the 
south by an industnai area, and on the west by another freight line Tiiese other sources 
generate noise that may approach the levels to be generated on the Short I nie lliere are 
a limited number of residences along the Short Line right-of-way Tiiese slmctures 
provide some shielduig to subsequent rows of residences It appears that there are onlv 
four receptors located along a 1.200 foot section in Area 9 that will experience noise 
le.els above the SFA's cnteria tor muigation fliat means that 300 feel of barrier and or 
landscaping would have to be iii.stalled for each residence Accordingly, mitigation is not 
proposed in Area 9 

Area 10 Cleveland 

.Area 10 is located on the southeast side of the Short Line near where Mill Creek crosses 
the Short Line ll i i ; rail line in this area is in a cut Flie cut lowers the time-dominating 
wheel rail iioi.se below the line-of sight for the receptors in this area llie residences are 
estimated to be a minimuni of 200 feet awav from the iracks The combination of the 
lopography. di.siance from the railroad tracks and the available shielding reduce the noise 
levels experienced by the sensilive receptors in this area to a level belovv the SEA 
threshold for nutigation 

.Area 11 - Clev eland 

Area 11 is locaied on the northeast side of the Short Line south of the Mill Creek 
crossing .As in Area 10. the rail line is in a cut here llie cut lowers the time-dominating 
wheel rail noise below the line-of-sight for most ofthe receptors in this area Directly 
acioss the rail line is an industrial area uhich may contribute to the background noise 
levels Four receptors in Area 11 are located so close to the top of the walls of the cut 
that thev do not benefit from the lowered iracks or other shielding and likely come within 
the 70 dBA Lj^ contour line However, the residences are located so close to the top of 
the cut that noise mitigation, whether barriers or landscaping, cannoi be implemer'ed 
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10 BENLF'TS^I<^ LAKESHORE LIKE 

inirsuant to the CSX Oiieraimg Plan, a significani amount of train liaflRc will be rerouted 
from the Lake-shore Line to the Short Line Hiis evaluation of noise impacts in Cleveland 
and East Cleveland has so far included only noise impacts from increased traflRc on the 
Short Line In order lo understand the efTects of rerouting train traffic ftom the Lakeshore 
Line lo the Short Line, however, one must accou' l for the benefiis to residents along the 
Lakeshore Line who will experience decreased noise levels Both the Lakeshore Line and 
the Short Line pass through a mix of industrial, commercial and residenlial areas One 
useful comparison of relativ e noi.se impacts on the two lines is the nutnber of linear feet of 
residential areas aiong each route Based on analysis ofthe atiached aerial photographs, 
the linear teet of residential areas along the Lakeshore Line and Short Line in Cleveland 
and Easi Cleveland are roughly equivalent (three lo four miles in each case) When one 
considers onlv the Cilv of Cleveland, the Lakeshore Line traverses a greaier length of 
residential areas than the Short Line 

Moreover, residents along the Lakeshore Line are ex-posed to louder maximum sound 
levels than residenls along the Short Line because there are four grade crossings on the 
Lakeshore Line in Cleveland, at which locomotives must sound their homs. and no grade 
crossings al all on the Short Lhie in Cleveland and East Cleveland Fliese crossings are 
located beiween E 38th and Marquette Streets near Kirtland Park Not only will 
rerouting traffic from the Lakeshore Line to the Short Line reduce the amount of honi 
noi.se in the Cleveiand area, it will also promoie .safely for both train operations and 
motorists as grade-separated track eliminates the ri.sk of grade crossing accidents. 

11 CONCLUSION 

•An initial screening ideniified eleven areas along the Short Line in Cleveland and East 
Cleveland which met the SE.A's criteria for further investigation As described in this 
report. IfanSvsieins perfomied field inspection and look field noise measurements ui the.se 
areas Based on all available information, it is estimated that there are about 250 
residences in Cleveland and East Cleveland vvhich may wanant mitigation for noise 
impacts under the SEA's crileria (an increase of 5 dBA Lj„ and a noise level above '0 dB.A 
L.;n) Miligalion is proposed for five of these areas, vvhich account fot 235 oflhe 250 
residences identified Mitigaiion of noise inipacts to the remainmg 15 residences is not 
feasible, either for economic or engineering reasons. 

The mitieation plan would utilize low noise walls constmcted of landscape-quality railroad 
ties or earthen bemis to reduce the level of vvheel rail noise in these areas lliese 
stmctures are expected to decrease the number of mmutes each day that residents in these 
areas would ex îenence train noise exceeding 65 dBA 
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|E3 Emitting 

I Proposed After 
It^itigation 

Miiiiites per Day of Tratn \oise Exceeding 65 dB.-\ 

Additionallv, the initigation plan would utilize land.scaped bemis and enhanced landscaping 
along tl:e embankments in tiiese areas to provide an attractive vLsual bartier llie 
landscaping would increase property values ofthe residences along the Short Line, more 
than offsetting any reduction in property values caused by increased train traffic, and 
would encourage further positive investment in the communhy 

A summarv ofthe analysis of noise impacts and proposed mitigation plan is included m the 
table below: 

.\rea 

' , • 1 
• Length of i Linear Eeet 

Receptors i .Area ! per Receptor 
j 1 
I (Linear Feet) 

Proposed 
.Mitigation 

1 

1 

0 0 0 No 

80 6100 76 Noise Benn 
& Landscaping 

90 4200 47 Noise Bemi 
& Landscaping 

4 40 4000 100 Noise Wall 
& Landscaping 

5 10 1500 150 Landscape 

Only 

6 15 1700 113 Noise Berm 
& Landscaping 
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7 s 2300 460 No 

8 -1 1200 600 No 

Q 4 1200 300 No 

10 0 C 0 No 

1 1 4 0 0 No 
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Figure 4 
AREA NO. 1 - BACKGROUND 

Leq at Meter No. 1 
Short Line - Cleveland, Ohio 
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Figure 5 
AREA NO. 1 - TRAIN FROM COLLINWOOD YARD 

Leq at Meter No. 1 
Short Line - Cleveland, Ohio 
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Figure 8 
AREA NO 5 BACKGROUND 

Leq at Meter No. 1 
Short Line - Cleveland, Ohio 
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Figure 3 

F ield Noiw Mfasuremmls 
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egend 

Sfe-

or.'icor Area 

Receptor 

Rail L'nes 
CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rapic Transit 

Projectec Noise Impact 
70 cBA Contou; 

^ ^ — • ^ 65 cBA Contour 



M fe Corncor Area 
Resicentia: 
Se"S t:ve Re::fer'0' 

NortoA Southern 

Projectec Noise impac; 
•'0 cBA Contour 

— 6 5 cBA Cctour 



Frame Brook Park IMAGING 

Legend e Corncor Area 
•ntial 
ve Receptor 

Rail Lines 
CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rapic Trans't 

rojectecNoise Impact 
70 cBA Contour 
65 cBA Contour 



me 23 Brook Par IIMAGING 

gend 1/.? Mile Corncor Area 
Resicential 
Sensitive Receptor 

Rail Lines 
CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
RapiC Transit 

Projected Noise Impact 
70 cBA Contour 

" 65 cBA Contour 



24 Btjrea 

egend Rai! Lines 
/2 Mile Ooincor Area nc -̂̂  

fesiaential 
sensitive Receptor 

Nortolk Southern 
Rapic Transit 

rojecled Noise laipact 
70 CBA Contoui 
65 cBA Contour 



n 

r 
te 
rr 
© 

r 
5' 
n 



IMAGING 

egend 
Rail Lines 

Corncor Area cSX 
tial Nortolk Southern 
•i Receptor • Rapic Transit 

rejectee Noise Impact 
70 cBA Contoij' 
65 cBA ContCu' 



gend 1;2 V • ; jrnaor Area 
ResiCfe al 
Sens • Receptor 

Ra.l Lines 
CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rapic Transit 

Projected Noise Impact 
70 cBA Contour 
65 cBA Contour 



IMACIHC 

• 2 Miife C'.niaor Area 
Resicentiai 
Sensitive Receptor 

CSX 
Nortolk Soutnern 
Rap'C Transit 

Projectec Noise Impact 
70 cBA Contou' 
65 cBA Contour 



IMACir 

jrricor Area 

Sensitvt Receptor 

CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Ranic Transit 

Projectec NoiSe Impact 
70 cBA Contour 
65 cBA Contour 



MAGING 

egend 112 M • 
ResiCr 
Sens't 

3or Area 

eptor 

CSX 
Norton Southern 
Rapic Transit 

Projectec Noise Impact 
^ ^ ^ ^ 70 cBA Contoof 

65 cBA Contou' 



IMAGING 

112 Mile Cornco- Area 
Resicential 
Sensitive Receptor 

CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rapic Transit 

'rejectee Noise Impact 
70 cBA Contuj' 
65 cBA Contour 



^ ^ . L 3 6 Cleveland IMAGING 

m 
Legend 1/2 M:ie C '̂MCor Area 

Resicentiai 
Sensitive Receptor 

CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rapic Transit 

'rejectee Nese l.npa;:' 
70 cBA Cont^'.. 
65 cBA Contu..: 



IMAGING 

Rail Lines 
rArea CSX 

Nortolk Southern 
tor mmmmmmmm RapiC Tra t lS l t 

roiectec Noise Impact 
70 cBA Contuji 
65 cBA Contour 



IMAGING 

CSX 
Nortolk Southem 
Rapic Transit 

Projectec Noise Impact 
70 cBA ContOi-r 
65 cBA Contour 



end 1/2 M T 3orri00r Area 
Resice' t al 
Sens I ve Receptor 

Rai! Lines 
CSX 
Nonolk Southern 
Rapic Transit 

Projectec Noise impact 
70 cBA Cy:-.oy 

• • ' " ' " 65cBACo"tour 



IMAGING 

egend ' J '.' rorriOor Area 
Res. al 
Sens ' .r Receptor 

Rail Lines 
CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rapic Transit 

Proiected Noise Impact 
70 cBA Contour 

• " • " ^ 65 cBA Contour 



IMAGING 

egend 112 Mile Corncor Area 
Residential 
Sensitive Receptor 

CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
RapiC Transit 

roTecteC NoiseTripa^ 
7CGBACc;t.., 
65 cBA Contou' 



0̂ Cl iveland 

. l e g e n d 112 fvi ,e Corncor Area 
Resicentiai 
Sensitive Receptor 

CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rapic Transit 

Projectec "Noise Impact 
70 cBA Contour 
55 cBA Contour 



amt 9 Ck veland IMAGING 

^ L e g e n d 1/2 Mile Ccrnoor Area 
Residential 
Sensitive Receptor 

Lines 
CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rap.c Transit 

Projectec Noise Impact 
70cBAContCj ' 

"' 65 cBA Contour 



IMAGING 

egend 1 ''2 Mile Comco' Area 
Resicential 
Sensitive Receptor 

Rail Lines 
CSX 
Nortolk Soutnern 
RapiC Transit 

rejectee Noise Impact 
70 CBA Contojr 

• • " ^ 65 cBA Contour 



kame 27 Cl : and 

egend 1/2 Mi!t 
Resice' : 
Sensiti.- r 

or Area 

-ctor 

Rail Lines 
CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rapic Transit 

rejectee Noise Impact 
70 cBA Centou' 
65 cBA Contour 



Fran ^ Cleveland 

4 
egend 1/." Mile Corridor Area 

Reiicential 
Sensitive Receptor 

Rail Lines 
CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rapic Transit 

Projected Noise Impact 
70 cBA Contours 
65 cBA Contours 



^ Tie 25 Cleveland IMAGING 

112 Mile Corncor Area 
Resicential 
Sensitive Receptor 

Lines 
CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rapic 'I'ransit 

P'Ojectec Noise Impact' 
70 cBA Contour 
65 cBA Contour 



Tie 2 Cleveland 

0 
nd 1/2 Mile Corncor Area 

ReS'Cential 
Sensitive Receptor 

Rail Lines 
CSX 
Nortolk Southern 
Rapid Transit 

Projectec Noise Impact 
70 cBA Contour 

' ' 65 cBA Contour 



2|1Cleveland IMAGING 

0 
Le 1/2 Mile Cornaor Area 

Resicential 
Sensitive Receptor 

CSX 
Nortolk Scuthern 
Rapic Transit 

Projectec Noisfe Impact 
70 cBA Contour 
65 cBA Contour 



STB FD-33388 1-27-98 K ID-CITIES 



('hanip.iign 

('oiml\ 

•Ocp.irlnR'ir l-l' 

PLANNING ft 
ZONING 

KnHtki ' i i ' * 

Vd i i i i n i s t i a t l M ' ( i i i t t i 

I " ( > t \ \ , i s h i i i t ; l . i i i S i i f i ' i 

I iKm.1. I i i l l io i - MXIO 

I l ) l ) i : i 7 l ^S4 WW 
I \ \ .2171 2^2(. 

Januarv 21. 1998 E N V I H W . . . ^ H ^ l A 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief DOCUMEMT 
Secu'. .1 of Environmental ' ralysis 
Surface 11ansportation Board 
1̂ )25 K Street. NW 
Washingion. D.C. 20423-0001 

RE: Comments on Draft Enx ironmental Impact Statement - Finance "t)ortcrrNb. 33.188 
Propose(i Conrail .Acquisition 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

1 ha\ e re\ iewed the draft EIS for Finance Docket No. 33388 regarding both the proposed 
operation;'! changes and construction projects as they would affect Champaign Count\- and 
have the following comments. 

1. Safct>: Highway/Rail .At-Gradc Crossings 

.According to the 1-lS the criteria of significance tbr Cla.ss A crossings is a projected increase 
of .01 accidems per year. Class .\ Crossings are defined as ones wilh a curreni accideni rale 
of .015 or more. 

The EIS indicaies lhal all Champaign Couniy crossings fall below these ihresholds excepi 
for CR IOOO E (TR 134D. FR.\ ID. 47y930J). fhis crossing, located al the west edge ofthe 
Village of Tolono. is a Class A erossing with 3 accidents in the last 5 \ ears and is projected 
to have an increase in accidents of .0118 [Table 5-IE-8]. The EIS notes, however, lhat 
"...UKSC predicied increa.ses (were found) to be below the criteria of sigi ificance." Ip. II.-14j. 
This finding contradicts the SE.A's criteria of significance. While the projected mcrea.se in 
the accideni rateby ilself is only slightly above the threshold of significance the currem 
acciden^ rate is forty times the threshold \ alue! 

1 believe lhat by the SEA's criteria this is a signitkant and problematic cro: ing. It sees 
heavy semi-trailer truck traffic from a nearby grain storage facility and thc crossing geometry 
is ver> poor (see enclosed Map No. 1). 

The CR IOOO E crossing should he sliulied in detail and possible miiigation measures 
should he evaluated. 

2. Transportation: Passenger Rail Scr>ice 

Impacts on the two dail> Amirak trains that serve Champaign Countv * will be proportionate 
to the increase in potentially conilicting freight train movements that could cause a delay to 
lhe Amirak ir iins. I hese vvill arise frotn increased traffic on the Illinois Centra! relaled to 
NS trackage rights between Chicago. Kankakee and Gilman and by crossing movements at 
Kankakee. Tolono, Tuscola and Effingham 1 he ('itv i>l XcnOrlcan.'. may also be affected 
bv operating cha-iges further ;outh. 
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According to the .TS the proposed acquisition will lead to an increased NS train frequency using trackage 
riglus on the Illinois Centra! between Kankakee cuid Cilman of five Iiains per dav w hich is partially offset by 
a small reduction in crossing movements at Kankakee (-2.6 «od). Additionallv the additional train frequency 
on the NS {nee Wabash) line will add approximatelv 18 potential contlicting erossing mov ements at Tolono 
and the proposed new connection at Sidney will also add 6 potentiallv conilicting crossing train movements 
on the Union Pacific al Tuscola which will be offset by a similar reduction at EtTingham. Any increase in 
potentially conilicting movements between EtTingham and N'ew Orleans appears to be small. .Approximatelv 
20 additional potentially conilicting train movemenls will be added beiween Chicago and Carbondale. Some 
additional eonlliriing movenients may be added further south 

Thc SEA analysis onlv- considers increased train movements on lines over which passenger trains also operate. 
It does not consider impacts from increased train movements through crossings or interlocking plants that 
intersect such lines. This is particularly important since railroads not hosting Amirak trains through a given 
crossing or interlocking plant have no incentive to ensure on-time performance for the affected Amtrak trains. 
The SE.A analysis concludes that the impacts on .\mtrak operations in Illinois are not signilicant but there 
is likely to be some negativ e impact on the on-time performani. of .Amtrak trains operating on tlie Illinois 
Central. 

The analysis of impacts should consitler increases in potentially conflicting train movements at crossings 
or interlocking plants particularly w here such crossings or inler-lo. kings are under lhe control of the 
railroad nol hosting .Amirak trains. 

* Nos. 58'59, the ('ity of Sew Orleans and Nos. 391 '392 the ////>?i. 

3. Transportation: Roadway Crossing Delay 

The SE.A analysis sets a threshold of an increase of 8 tpd and an existing traffic volume of 5,000 ADT for 
its analysis of potential crossing delays, fhe EIS does not include analysis ofthe 111. Rt. 130 crossing at Fhilo 
which the SEA indicates has an ADT of 3.500. Illinois Department of Transportation maps, however, 
indicate that this crossing had an .ADT of 6.400 ii, 199! * and is anticipated to experience an increase of 18 
ipd in train movements. (See enclosed .Map .\o, 2). 

Our ilata indicaies that this crossing exceeds Ihe threshold of significance and it should be evaluated in 
detail. 

* TralTic counts in 1996 were not conducted at the same location but other counts in the area suggesls that 
traffic on this stretch of 111. Rt. 130 has increased approximately 10% since 1991. 

4. .Noi.sc 

The EIS indicates that there vvould be an increase of 64% in train gross ton miles between Tilton and Decatur. 
This is estimated to increase the number of residences and other noise sensitive land u.ses experiencing 
significant noi.sc impacts from 946 to 1.477 or 56"'o along this rail line segment, fhe analysis does nol break 
dow n tlic location of noise impacted land uses by County or other civii division. 
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The most intensive impacts vvill be to areas near grade crossings and track crossini'*^ or tumouts. The former 
due to sounding locomolive homs on approach lo the grade crossing and the foimer due to wheel impacis at 
points vvhere the rails are interrupted. The greatest impacts in Champaign County are likely to be in the 
villages along tlio line (Homer. Sidney. Philo, Telono, Sadorus and Ivesdale) Tolono will be particularly 
atTected due to the noise associated with the Illinois Central crossing. The background noise leve! in Tolono, 
hovvever. is higher because of the presence of the Illinois Central. SE.A concludes lhal these impacts are 
significant but do no warrant miligalion. 

The impacts in Tolono are likely to be severe and disproportionate. It vvould also appear lhat there may room 
al the NS / IC crossing to provide noise barriers of some kind. 

The noise impacts in Tolcno should be studied in delail and potential mitigation measures investigatedA 

5. Land Use Socio/Economics 

The Sidney projeci (Finance Dockei No. 33888, Sub. 5) will involve the conversion of approximaiely six 
acres of prime farmland and the seperation of about 28 acres into an irregularly shaped area which vvill impede 
cultivation of some additional small area. The Tolono project will occur entirely within existing railroad 
ROW and so raises few land use issues. 

Increased noise in Tolono (see discussion above) may have a negalive effect on some property values in the 
residential area along Dagy Street which is immediately adjacent to the NSTllinois Central crossing. The 
existing nuisance created by tlie crossing may alreadv be capitalized in the current value of these properties. 

Pending the results ofa detailed study of ?/:c noise impacts in Tolono it may be appropriate to evaluate the 
property value impacis in the most intensively aJfected areas in Tolono and provide for compensation to 
the landowners if no feasible miligalion measures are identified. 

I hope these comments are useful. If you have any questions please feel free to contact me at any time. You 
may also reach me by e-mail at: fddp^^oiccrpc.org. 

Sincerelv. 

Frank DiNovo 
Director 

xc: Environment & Eand L'se Commiitee. Champaign County Board 
Mavor Ceci! McCormick. Village of Tolono 
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.Although the acquisition ofConrail bv CSX at d NS can do much to improve rail related economic 
development in Ohio and the North Central Fasiern Umted States, the impact, as it seems, to the life and 
general welfare of residents in Seneca Countv. Ohio will be at nsk I hrough the review t>f the Draft MS 
It is urdei^tandablv clear that nvnimum standards were used to establish rail segments of high 
environmental impact not geographical areas and political sub-di\isions that wdl be negativelv impacted 
Impacts of development, air qualitv. transportation and rail cargo (le lla/ardous waste) seem to be thc 
focus on a rail line segment basis 1 here is however, short ot federalv protected species, and wetla;ius. 
no local impacts identitied for remediation befv>re the acquition can take place It should be noted that at 
a meeting held on November 2:̂ . I9Q7 at the request of Cong-, sman Paul Cullmor. the S i B stated that 
the rail lines will be required to work with local agencies to remediate local concems On page 7-18 of 
Vol 4. Chapter 7. regarding l nv ironmental .lustice. the STB elates. -( S y i iu l \S \luill com;/// w itli 
I'lci It'll nttic tells, iippriipriiiic Im al ciiiciu / i x, anJ c nmiiiiiiiilics rcprcsctiUiiivcs to tnUrcw . {uptilmii-
rcluicJ ciivirniiim tal impnc /N /// attcc led L niintiiiniiics ihal SI .1 has uU iiiifictl... " There are two such 
places in Seneca Countv that as a planning agencv. we leel mav warrent env ironmenlal justice mitigation 

1 Rail Segmeni. C-()7.'̂  I ift'in. Ohio. Seneca Countv 
- The State of Ohio designated Sccmic Sanduskv Rivor. has manv attributes specific to 

env ironmental justice mitigation 
1 ! he Sceinic Sanduskv River, with a watershed area of 428 21 square miles iit'watershed in 

Seneca Couniv alone, is verv vulnerable to Hash Hoodmu 
2 The Sanduskv Rner is u direct conduit to 1 ake I ne. protected bv the 1 ederai Clean Water Act 
3 l he Citv of I itlin is protected from Hooding hv a concrete nver wall l his wall, ouilt shortlv 

after a devistating tlood that cripplcu I if ' in in I9| v has aged bevimd its design life 
4 I he double track of CSX that is estimated to carrv a total of 54.001) rail cars of 1 la/ Mat material 

per \car crosses this rr cr in the center of 1 iffm 

It IS our opinion that the nver wall should be broughi up current design siandards through the .Armv Corp 
i>tT ngineers to a pomt lhat ensures protection ofthe rail Ime durring a 5(>0-l(HK) vear tlood event 

Miwiiii: 1.1 jiriivii,. u^^^ .iini pruiliiil I'.uui.iiK. 'nr iih nlciiinim, anJ Jf.iiii/mniu ol Icwil lis, iiilr.i\tnii.luri:. 

,1,1,1,. 1,11, mil, i.niM ill llir lhe ,'ii ii, lu ,i,nl ..,;i,^r,il nci tun - m lii. i; \ul,ni\ nt \ ii,. ,i I Huiin 



2 The City of Fostona has allnhutes ofall listed "potential impacts" on Table 7-9. Vol 4 
I TheCnv of losiona will be impacted bv a lotal of 141.(HRi rail cars o i l la/Material per year 
2. The Citv of 1 ostoria will have an average additional 311 trams per dav (from Volume 3-B. lable 

5-Oll-f>. Page Ol 1-15' 
3 Fostona is impacted bv aequition. from four rail line segments (C-075. C-070 C-206. C-228) 

I his impact will cause traffic deiavs due to stopped trains wailing for interlock availabilitv 
4 Fostoria relies c)n an underpass eorridor through the citv tor maintaining traffic I he corridor 

currentlv to capacitv will experience an increase as motorists shift from feeder streets to the mam 
corndor .so thev do not i.ave to wait for a stopped train 

5 I osloria has two "iron triangles' these are areas ofthe citv that CAN NO I receive emergencv 
serv ices dumng parls ot each dav As rail traffic increases the time at which these "iron 

triangles are cut otV Irom safely forces will mcrease It is our concern 
that lhis will present a life or death situation to the residents in i ostona 

It IS our opinion that Fostoria needs an improved highwav corridor sv stein with underpasses or overpasses 
to allow tor the fluid tlow oftraffic and preservation of life 

Seneca Countv has adopted, through resolution ot the Regional I'lannmg (.'ommisison and nK)st other 
loeal political jurisdictions impacted bv rail, design standards and requirements for grade crossing safety. 
Page 200 of Volume 2. under tirade Crossing .Safetv. gives CSX the abilitv to choose between Conrail 
and CSX best managemert practices for grade crossings Seneca Countv is plagued bv hum(X'd c.ossings. 
4 to 8 feet in height and with 0 visabililv across the tracks V\ dl the railroad be requircd to bring these 
crossing up to local standards'' Ifnot. Whv ' 

In Volume 2. Page 7 ofthe Preliminarv Commenls ofthe l'nited Stales Department of I ransportation. it 
IS stated that safetv is of paramount impxirtance m the acquition and that detailed plannmg and 
implementatii>n will reduce the risk of accidents It is stated in Additmnai Major Issues •*:9 and •*• 10 that 
consideration bv the board should be given to 'ulu the r the ininsai.in'ii M i l l have aJvcisc ciiviiiiiiiih iiial 
iinpni Is I'll llic c iminninilics. ' and 'If ilic ininsin iimi w mild have advcric cnviiniiiiicnial iinpacis mi 
Lnniinunilics. ulhllhr liicsc cftcc is ..an hc clinvnaicd m miiiiiaicd il!>-.-uiih cnndiiimis mi llic transa,. limi.' 
The scenienos posed at the begmning ofthis letter with the impact ofthe nver wall in Tiffin and life 
threatening situations in Fostona. are the epitome ot'these comments I he Regional Planning 
Commission urges the S I B to rev iew these >ituatKnis and the merit of ( S D() 1 in remediating these 
eoneerns 

In thc verified statement of Ed English. Vol 2. Page 48. TrafTic Flow Changes, il is staled thai route rehab 
will increase capacitv and traffic in the Ime between Chicago. Ill and Cleveland. Ohio, and increase 
sfx'cds to SOmph (I R.A Class 5 i Section 3( B i. Chapter 7 2 2. Page 7-12. Volume 4. identifies maximum 
ofK'rating speeds of 5()mph for " Kev I rains In light of Incidents occunng in 1997 regarding the I V SP 
that iinoKed several tram tram collisions, the .Seneca Regional I'lannmg Commission believes that 
operatiiiL' speeds of Kev I nans a ^Omph. and standard freight at 8()mph is mhearentlv dangerous 
Because dispatch (or CS.X is in .lacksonville. I I thc potential for an accident related to dispateh error m 
relating speeds and thc further potential that that error is in res|-H)nse lo a "full train inspection ' ot a Kev 

I r.un. warrcnts consistencv in tram speeds 

In \ olume 4 Page 7-13 to 7-14. Sections 4( \ ) . I'SN and NS shall prepare Ila/ Mat I mcrgencv Resptmse 

Stiwiini 1,1 pii.vuk HIM iiiiitpruikni liimkmn lor (rtt /I/HM»I/MX' CIIIJ Jcvc lupmcni nl IciiiJ ii^c. I'lfniv^riKdin'. 

llllll ,-,ini,,ntit ..rti,Mii Itir liu .ht;,flii tiiul ...•ni-rt,. Mi7r.;rr til liu ,:• iiL'tH.. ol Si . >f t .lu.iic 



Plans for each loeal emergencv response organi/alion along Major Key Routes 1 low do wc ensure 
proper training is given to our local organizations, and how wil! thev be involved in developing the plan 
(Seneca Countv has several volunterv departments on a Major Kev Route I 1 urther. the Regional 
Planning C ommission believes that a separate emergencv response plan must be developed tor the 
Sanduskv River in 1 ilTin. Ohio Onlv hours of impiCi to several other coinmunities and I ake Erie. 
Sectum 4(B). CSX and NS shall implement drill on each Majoi Kev Route \\ ill there only be one 
drill for all the emergency response organizations in the full (C-075) Section ' 

In Vol 3B. Page Oil-14. i he increase p<.>tential change in Safety ofthe Major Kev Route (C-075) going 
into Fostoria. Oh is "signifieant" The increase to the Key Route (C-070) going into I ostona is not 
" significant" m that the accident interval is less than UU) but it is much lower than pre acquition (2^6 
down to 1621 I he Regional Plannmg Commission is concerned that multiplicitv must be realized in 
evaluating impact to Fostoria 
1 The interlock 
2 The iron triangles 
3 1 he increase train sjK'cds 
4 I he position of 4 rail segmer'.s (one kev. one major kev) 
5 The increise ofhazardous waste 
6 Irafilc How prt)|ections 
7 Increased stopfx'd trains and traffic 

It IS our opinion that these and other impacts not listed will be life threatening to residents in Fostoria and 
warrent further attention before issueing approval 

1 hank vi)u for vour kind consideration ofour concerns 

In a common interest, ^y^ , • / •• / / 
yyi/yyyj^ 

VlBxV R 7,imn;erman 
Director .̂ encca Regional f%nninL! L i>mmission 

c Congre.ssman Paul Cullmor 
Senator l arrv Mumper 
ORDC 
PUCO 

.\li..iiin lo provulf Hn» iiiiJ pnijcni i,'i/(i/<iic c Inr liic plcinninv. unJ clcviiopmcni ol iiinJ I/M iiilra\in,i.tiirv 

iiiui11 OIIOIIIII "/•iiM ill tor III, 'h II, III ,1,1,1 ..,11, r.ll n, ll,ir, ol llu r, siil, ,u\ ,,l S, lu: ,i t oiiiiti 
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EKVIRONIUIENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
1925 K .Otreet NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
RECO: ^/^y^r 

108-C Seaside 
Milford, CT 06460 
Decemoer 22, 1997 

To Whom I t May Concern, 

I have been receiving packages of information from your organization for some time 

now and have no idea why. I do not work for the Department of Transportation or 

any state or local government. I have never requested ony information frcm your 

organization and have absolutely no use for the inforrnation you send. 

I f it is at all possible, would you please remove me from your mailing list? 

Sincerely, 

yy^'-^ ri, 'J<̂ C^ 

Carol Donzella 
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R(>BKRT WA .McKNKiHT 
RaiKva> Signaling Historian 
i6(X) East Avenue. Apt 11): 

Roehester, New York 14610-1633 ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

January ?9, 1998 

Office of Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Doc)cet 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Fhreet, NK 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Atte n t i o n : Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Tbank you very much for promptly sending me 
a copy of the Draft Environments! Impact 
Statement, Finance Docket 33388 of the Surface 
Transportation Eoard concerning the Proposed 
Conrail A cquisition. 

My comments on the Draft EIS are concerned 
v i t h safety at highway/rail at-grade crossings. 
The main point I wish to convey i s that 
improvements to safety at highway/rail at-grade 
crossings are Federally funded using Highvay 
Trust Funds. This i s only stated in'the Draft EIS 
by CSX Transportation and Norfolk Southern. 

This funding issue i s a major omission i n 
the Draft FIS vhich states i n several instances 
"SEA intends to recommend that the Heard impose a 
condition requiring the Applicants to upgrade the 
crossing warning devices." (Page ES-IR in the 
Executive Summary. 

There are two errors in t h i s statement: (1) 
States have the authority to order a r a i l r o a d to 
upgrade warning devices at a crossing or t c 
i n s t a l l warning devices at a crossing without 
them; and (2) STB implies that the railroads w i l l 
pay f o r these safety im.provements, but does NOT 
mention F<^dcral funding. 

The Draft FIS can e j s i l y lead a reader to 
believe tfiat funding i s not important because the 
r a i l r o a d s w i l l provide the funds. This i s NOT SO. 

The attacnnent presents comments on s p e c i f i c 
segments of the Draft EIS. 



ROBERT w. MCKNIGHT 
RuiKvav Nignalinj; Historian 
16(K) Hast Avenue, Apt. 1112 

Rochester. New York 14610-1633 
To! (7161 256-1U2 

My education and work experience includes 
the f o l l o v i n g : 

Bachelor of E l e c t r i c a l Engineering degree 
from Clarkson College of Technology i n 195C. 

Communications & signal e d i t o r of RAILWAY 
AGE f o r 22 years, and editor of Pailway Signaling 
& Communications f o r 16 years. 

Editor of The Signalman's Journal, o f f i c i a l 
p u blication of the Brotherhood of Failroad 
Signalmen for 8 years. 

From 1981 through 1988 was Director of 
Engineering f o r the Communication & Signal 
Div i s i o n , Association of American Fallroads. 

I represented the AAR on the National 
Committee on Uniform T r a f f i c Control Devices for 
8 years, and have been a member of i t s Highway 
Railrc=ids Grade Crossing Technical Committee f o r 
15 yeaPS. The NCUTCD advises Federal Highway 
Administration on the Manual on Uniform T r a f f i c 
Control Devices. 

Cordially yours. 



Comments by Robert W. McKnight 1/29/98 
Surface Transportation Board Docket 33388 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
Page ES-18, last sentence, 1st paragraph 
"SEA intends to recommend that the Board 

impose a condition requiring the Applicants to 
upgrade the crossing warning devices at these 
118 crossings as follows:" 

CSX, NS and Conrail are referred to 
c o l l e c t i v e l y as the "Applicants." according to 
Footnote 4 on page 1-1 of Volume 1 Chapter 1 
Purpose of an Need for the Conrail 
Acq u i s i t i o n . 

Who i s going to pay for these upgrades? 
SEA does not say, but the i m p l i c a t i o n seems 
clear- Applicants v i l l . 

Hovever, Federal funding i s available for 
improving safety at hlghvay/rall at-grade 
crossings. This Federal funding for Improving 
safety at such crossings i s authorized by 
Section 130 USC 23 by the Intermodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991. 
Extension of the provisions of t h i s Act vas 
extended for Fiscal Year 1998 by the US 
Congress l a s t f a l l in 1997. 

This Federal funding for improving safety 
at h lghvay/rall at-grade crossings should have 
been stated in the Draft EIS i n the Executive 
Summary and throughout the DEIS. 
Unfortunately, many people w i l l read the 
Executive Summary and probably Volume 1 of the 
Draft EIS and skip over the rest of the 
volumes. From the reading of these f i r s t two 
volumes, readers can reasonably i n f e r that 
CSX, NS and Conrail w i l l pay for a l l these 
crossing Improvements. I t i s not so. 

I believe i t is important to set the 
record s t r a i g h t at t h i s point. What takes 
place and some history are important to a true 
understanding of the s i t u a t i o n . 

Federal funds are allocated to states on 
general guidelines set by the Federal Highway 
Administratior. Generally such factors as 
population of the state, miles of Federal aid 
and non-Federal-aid highways, and number of 
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motor v e h i c l e s are considered i n a p p o r t i o n i n g 
funds from the Highway Trust Fund t o s t a t e s . 

States use an accident p r e d i c t i o n formula 
and accident h i s t o r y t o develop annual l i s t s 
of h l g h v a y / r a l l at-grade c r o s s i n g s deemed 
candidates f o r s a f e t y improvements. States 
an n u a l l y request Federal funds from FHWA f o r 
t h i s s a f e t y improvement program. 

For i n d i v i d u a l c r o s s i n g s , usual p r a c t i c e 
i s t o have a d i a g n o s t i c team w i t h 
r e presentaelves of the s t a t e department of 
t r a n s p o r t a t i o n or highway department, a 
r a i l r o a d engineer, o f t e n from the s i g n a l 
department, and a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e from the 
l o c a l road a u t h o r i t y or community. The team 
v i s i t s each c r o s s i n g considered f o r s a f e t y 
Improvements, takes photographs, measurements, 
et c . and determines what Improvements should 
be made. Following t h i s , the ? t a t e r e g u l a t o r y 
agency orders the r a i l r o a d t o submit an 
engineering design and codt estimate t o the 
s t a t e f o r making the Improvements as regards 
c r o s s i n g warning devices. Changes t o highway 
sig n s , pavement markings and otner highway 
changes would be submitted oy the l o c a l road 
a u t h o r i t y or the s t a t e highway department. 
A f t e r the s a f e t y im.provements are completed 
and the c r o s s i n g inspected t y s t a t e engineers, 
the r a i l r o a d submits i t s b i l l and the s t a t e 
pays using Federal funds. 

Funds under the Section 130 program 
u s u a l l y provide f o r 909f funding w i t h the 
s t a t e , r a i l r o a d cr l o c a l community paying the 
10%. 

P u b l i c funding f o r improving s a f e t y at 
h i g h w a y / r a i l at-grade c r o s s i n g s o r i g i n a t e d 
w i t h the I n t e r s t a t e Commerce Commission i n 
February 1964 i n Docket 33440, t i t l e d 
"Prevention of R a i l Highway Grade Crossing 
Accidents I n v o l v i n g Pailway Trains and Motor 
V e h i c l e s . ' On page 87 of the T"C Docket 33440 
i t reads: 

"(13) That highway users are the 
p r i n c i p a l r e c i p i e n t s of the b e n e f i t s f l o w i n g 
from r a i l - h i g h w a y grade sep a r a t i o n s or from 
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special protection af r a i l highway grade 
crossings. For t h i s reason, tlie cost of 
i n s t a l l i n g and maintaining such systems and 
protective devices i s a public r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
and should be financed with nublic funds the 
same as highway t r a f f i c devices." 

Later the US Suprrme Court upheld the ICC 
pos i t i o n on using public funds to impro.,; 
safety at highway/rail at-grade crossings. 

In 1973, the US Congress enacted the 
Federal Aid Highway Act of 1973 and the 
Federal Highway Safety Act of 1973. Together, 
they provided $87.5 m i l l i o n f o r the 
i n s t a l l a t i o n of warning devices at 
highway/rail at-grade crossings on the Federal 
aid system for 3 years, 1974-1976. For the 
same period $250 m i l l i o n was set aside f o r 
crossings not on the Federal ^ I d system. This 
program for improving safety at highway/rail 
at-grade crossings continues today. 

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
reported in 1994 that for the period 1978-1993 
that $2,937 b i l l i o n of Federal funds was spent 
on t h i s safety program., but that i t had 
prevented 8,000 f a t a l i t i e s and 36,000 
i n j u r i e s . Savings i n l i v e s and i n j u r i e s , 
according to FHWA, saved $8.3 b i l l i o n . Thus 
the cost/benefit r a t i o i s 35% or benefits are 
2.85 times the costs. 

Page ES-18, 6th paragraph 
"SEA believes that safety at highway/rail 

at-grade crossings could be Improved i f a 
mechanism were in place to n o t i f y the r a i l r o a d 
of stopped vehicles and other obstructions 
that could create safety r i s k s for motorists 
and t r a i n operations." 

Does SEA r e a l i z e that to prevent a 
c o l l i s i o n of a t r a i n with a s t a l l e d vehicle, 
i t might well require the active warning 
devices to operate or b a r r i e r s to close the 
crossing up to 2 minutes before the t r a i n 
would a r r i v e at the crossing. The timing 
depends upon the weight and speed of the 
t r a i n , tc determine i t s braking distance to 
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stop before h i t t i n g the s t a l l e d vehicle.This 
could be a very costly project to equip each 
crossing with a vehicle detector and a radio 
or communications l i n k to n o t i f y approaching 
t r a i n s of s t a l l e d vehicles on the crossing. 

SEA recomrendations in t h i s paragraph 
concerning t o l l free telephone numbers and a 
"unique crossing i d e n t i f i c a t i o n number" would 
indicate toat SEA s t a f f has not been out i n 
the "real world." 

Association of American Railroads/Federal 
'Railroad Administration (AAR/FRA) inventory 
numbers have been i n s t a l l e d at highway/rail 
at'grade crossings for several years. As for 
the t o l l free numbers, Texas has had t h i s 
system in service for several years. Most 
r a i l r o a d s , c e r t a i n l y Class l's have these 800 
number systems eithr?r i n service t o t a l l y , or 
in part and are working toward complete 
i n s t a l l a t i o n s . 

Also, several r a i l r o a d s give l o c a l police 
o f f i c i a l s a d i r e c t l i n e to c a l l the r a i l r o a d 
be«,.ause experience indicates the general 
public often c a l l the police f i r s t with a 
problem. 

Paqe ES-21 
Item 1- Increased t r a i n speeds may be e 

problem as some communities have laws 
regulating t r a i n speeds through them. I f 
r a i s i n g the t r a i n speed requires changes in 
the signal system to provide proper braking 
distance, who pays for these costs? This 
probably would not be federally funded unless 
the r a i l r o a d had to change the controls for 
the warning devices at highway/rail a<,-grade 
cross ings. 

Item 2- Separated grade crossings would 
come under federal funding, but the state 
makes the decision, not the r a i l r o a d or the 
Surface Transportation Poard. 

Item 3- A good idea. The r a i l r o a d s and 
STB working with states and l o c a l communities 
can make t h i s an e f f e c t i v e approach to 
im.proving safety at highway/rail at-grade 
crossings. 
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Item 4. A good idea. 
Paragr-^ph following Item 4: This i s a bad 

idea to have binding a r b i t r a t i o n . This idea 
suggests using " p o l i t i c a l c lout and power" to 
solve problems. Again, t a l k i n g about crossing 
safety There i s Federal funding available and 
a l l i t takes i s a p o s i t i v e cooperative 
approach of r a i l r o a d s , states and l o c a l 
communities. 

VOLUME 1 
Chapter 3, Page 3-11 
F i r s t paragraph under 3.4.3, l a s t 

sentence beginning "In a d d i t i o n , the Board . . 

• • requiring the r a i l r o a d to complete the 
f o l l o v i n g ; " 

The portion underlined j u s t above i s NOT 
correct concerning these bulleted items belov: 

•"Adding or upgrading h l g h v a y / r a l l 
warning devices. 

• " I n s t a l l i n g or upgrading automatic gates 
and varnlng devices." 

These tvo items require cooperation v i t h 
the state and the l o c a l road a u t h o r i t y , and 
are per;formed under an order of the state 
regulatory a u t h o r i t y . 

•"Adding or Improving 'Stop' l i n e s and 
other t r a f f i c c o n t r o l pavement markings. 

• " I n s t a l l i n g nev or a d d i t i o n a l varnlng 
signs, such as those s t a t i n g 'Do Not Stop on 
Tracks' 

•"Constructing a roadvay median to reduce 
the opportunity for vehicles to maneuver 
around an activated crossing gate." 

These are functions authorized and 
performed only by the state and local road 
au t h o r i t y . The r a i l r o a d has no j u r i s d i c t i o n in 
t h i s area of a c t i v i t y . 

•"Establishing a t o l l - f r e e telephone 
number . . . " 

CSX, NS and Conrail have such c a l l - i n 
systems in service i n vhole or i n p a r t , and 
they are progressing the systems. (See Volume 
2-CSXT statement pages 1980199; NS statement 
pages 187-188, 193) 
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•"Improving v i s i b i l i t y at hlghvay/rall 
at-grade crossings by clearing vegetation or 
i n s t a l l i n g l i g h t i n g to Illuminate passing or 
stopped t r a i n s . 

This i s a j o i n t r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the 
r a i l r o a d and the local road authority and 
often the l o c a l community. Also, for clearing 
vegetation i t may require cooperation of 
ovners of property adjacent to the crossing. 
I l l u u i i n a t i o n i s often the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of 
the l o c a l road authority or the Jocal 
community. 

Chapter 3, page 3-34 Grade Crossing Noise 
Effects 

I agree v i t h SEA's posi t i o n to v a i t f o r 
Federal Railroad Administration's proposed 
regulation. Hovever, i t i s vorth noting that 
FRA issued a report in July 1990 t i t l e d 
"Florida Train Whistle Ban" and on page 1 i t 
states: 

"Train v h l s t l e s make a difference in 
hiqhva y - r a i l crossing safety. This report 
reviews and analyzes the Florida East Coast 
Railway Company's (FEC) experience in the 65 
months since the f i r s t nighttime whistle ban 
ordinance went in t o e f f e c t along i t s operating 
c o r r i d o r in 1984. The whistle bans, imposed by 
in d i v i d u a l counties and c i t i e s . Impact only 
those crossings equipped with gates, flashing 
l i g h t s , b e l l s and special advance warning 
signs and are e f f e c t i v e only between the hours 
of 10 pm and 6 am.. The advance warning signs 
read: "NO TRAIN HORN, 10PM 6AM." 

Since the whistle bans have been Imposed, 
the FEC's nighttime accident experience at 511 
impacted crossings has t r i p l e d . At 89 similar 
crossings where the bans have not been 
Imposed, nighttime accident experience in t-ie 
l a s t 5 years has increased 23%. The combined 
daytime and nighttime accident experience at 
FEC's imp=icted cr sslngs has Increased 75%, 
while going down 17% at the non-impacted 
crossings. " 
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Table 1 on page 6 of t h i s 1990 r e p o r t 
covers Impacted Crossings, Nightime 
Experience. The Crossing-Months Experience i s 
23,474 and i t covers the time frame from 10PM 
u n t i l 6AM. 

Pre-Ordlnance: 39 acci d e n t s 
Post-Ordinance ( W h i s t l e Ban i n e f f e c t : 

t h e r e were 115 ac c i d e n t s . 
On J u l y 26, 1991, FRA Issued an emergency 

order t h a t r e q u i r e d FEC t o resume sounding 
t r a i n w h i s t l e s a f t e r 10 FM a t h i g h w a y / r a i l 
at-grade c r o s s i n g s i n F l o r i d a . 

VOLUME 2 Safecy I n t e g r a t i o n Plans 
CSXT pages 192-201. Very commendable 

statement on p o l i c y and procedures t o improve 
s a f e t y at h l g h v a y / r a l l at-gra^"- c r o s s i n g s . 
This i s a good p o s i t i v e statement concerning 
present and f u t u r e a c t i o n s i n t h i s area of 
sa f e t y a c t i v i t y . 

NS pages 185-196. A very p o s i t i v e 
statement c o n c e r r i n g NS p o l i c y r e g a r d i n g 
s a f e t y at h l g h v a y / r a l l at-grade c r o s s i n g s . I t 
has a good d e s c r i p t i o n of present p r a c t i c e s 
and vhat NS v l l l do f o l l o v i n g the a c q u i s i t i o n . 

NS should be commended f o r i t s a b i l i t y t o 
shorten the time from the s t a t e request f o r 
c r o s s i n g improvements u n t i l c ompletion. On 
page 187 NS s t a t e s : " P r e s e n t l y , NS 
Communication & Signal f o r c e s average 10 
months t o t a l f o r r a i l r o a d h a n d l i n g from the 
time a s t a t e DOT f i r s t request engineering and 
cost estimates through completion of 
co n s t r u c c i o n and a c t i v a t i o n . " 

CSAO pages 43-46. Here again, a good 
statement of p o l i c y , o b j e c t i v e s ana a c t i o n 
f o l l o v i n g a c q u i s i t i o n by CSXT and NS. 

Federal R a i l r o a d A d m i n i s t r a t i o n comments 
on page 49. 

FRA comments appear t o have been v r l t t & n 
w i t h o u t regard t o CSXT statements pages 
192-201 and NS statements on pages 185-196 i n 
t h i s Volume 2. 
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FRA states in the f i r s t paragraph 
following the four bulleted items: 

"Neither c a r r i e r , NS or CSX, focuses on 
highway-rail crossing and trespass safety 
prevention issues and other such issues 
involving public safety and emergency 
response." THIS IS NOT TRUE. 

I am concerned that FRA statements in the 
Draft EIS in Volume 2 pages 1-51 are generally 
negative and show a tiased view against the 
r a i l r o a d industry and I t s safety practices. 
The general safety record in the r a i l industry 
has been declining for several years. Only 
1996 was a temporary increase. And the 
accidents only happened on a few c a r r i e r s . 

Unfortunately, i n recent years FRA's 
sol u t i o n to problems i s to pronulgate more 
regulations. I f there i s a problem, FRA v l l l 
come up v i t h regulations as solutions. 

VOLUME 4 
Chapter 7, pages 7-7 and 7-8. 
Although SEA admits that STP does not 

determine vhere a grade separated crossing i s 
to be located and funded, SEA pushes for 
mediation and binding a r b i t r a t i o n for 5 such 
proposed grade separations. This a t t i t u d e of 
SEA i s biased and unvarranted. 

Here again SEA does not know the f a c t s , 
or ignores them concerning these Improvement 
projects for grade crossing safety. SEA should 
t a l k to FHWA and states concerning t h i s 
matter. As I have mentioned e a r l i e r , t h i s i s 
an area of j u r i s d i c t i o n of states and local 
road a u t h o r i t i e s vorking with r a i l r o a d s . 

Paqe 7-8, 2rd paragraph, l a s t sentence. 
"For comm.unities on tne f i n a l l i s t where 

parti e s have not reached a negotiated 
agreement, SEA intends to recommend that the 
Board require the Applicants (CSX, NS and 
Conrail) to p a r t i c i p a t e i n a binding 
a r b i t t a t i o n process to determine the funding 
a l l o c a t i o n for those communities on the f i n a l 
l i s t . " This statement is reprehensible. Is SEA 
threatening both states, l o c a l communities and 
ra1lioads? 
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Chapter 7 Table 7-4, pages 7-26 through 
7-33. 

" P r e l i m i n a r y Recommended Highvay/Rail 
At-Grade Crossings That May Warrant Safety 
Improvements." 

Here again i t should be noted t h a t 
Federal funding i s a v a i l a b l e a u t h o r i z e d by 
Section 130 USC. Railroads v o r k i n g v i t h s t a t e s 
and l o c a l road a u t h o r i t i e s can make s a f e t y 
improvements t o h l g h v a y / r a l l at-grade 
cross i n g s . 

Table 7-7 pages 7-43 through 7-46. Delays 
can be reduced through c o o p e r a t i o n j f the 
r a i l r o a d s , s t a t e s , l o c a l communities and 
proper r e g u l a t o r y agencies. 

VOLUME 5B 
Appendix N, page 8 
I t should be noted t h a t v i t h reference t o 

FHWA, concerns v i t h the Manual on Uniform 
T r a f f i c C o n t r o l Devices (MUTCD) are handled by 
the O f f i c e of Hlghvay Safety under the 
Associate A d m i n i s t r a t o r f o r Safety S. System 
Development. 

Also t o be handled v i t h FHWA i s the 
matter of Federal funding f o r safe t y 
improvements at h l g h v a y / r a l l at-grade 
c r o s s i n g s . This area i s handled by FHWA's 
O f f i c e of Engineering under the Associate 
A d m i n i s t r a t o r f o r Program Development. 

VOLUME 5C 
Appendix S 
Three N o r f o l k Southern l e t t e r s deserve 

commendation f o r p o s i t i v e a t t i t u d e and a 
p r o - a c t i v e plan t o Improve s a f e t y at 
h l g h v a y / r a l l at-grade c r o s s i n g s . My strong 
support i s f o r these p r o j e c t s as proposed by 
NS and c o n g r a t u l a t e them on t h e i r p o s i t i v e 
approach• 

The l e t t e r s are dated Nov. 25, 1997, as 
f o l l o v s : 

• N o r f o l k Southern M i t i g a t i o n Proposal 
f o r F r i e , Pennsylvania. 

• N o r f o l k Soi^thern M i t i g a t i o n Proposal 
f o r Muncie, Indiana Line Segment Muncie t o 
Al e x a n d r i a . 
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* Norfolk Southern M i t i g a t i o n Proposal 
for Lakevood, Rocky r i v e r . West Lake and Bay 
Vil l a g e , Chio and on to Vermilion, Ohio. 

VOLUME 6 ABANDONMENTS 
Pages 1, 2, 22, 36 
Page 22, Section 2.1.3.8 Transportation 
t h i s i s a p o s i t i v e approach to improving 

safety at hlghvay/rall at-grade crossings by 
CSXT proposing to abandon 29 miles of l i n e 
between Danville and Paris, TL. This 
abandonment v l l l eliminate the need for 29 
public and 16 private hlghvay/rall at-grade 
cross ings. 

A second major approach to improving 
safety at highvay/rail at-grade crossings i s 
the propiosed abandonment of 21.5 miles of l i n e 
between South Bend and D i l l o n Junction, IN by 
the Norfolk Southern. This abandonment w i l l 
eliminate 20 public and 19 private 
highvay/rail at-grade crossings. 

CONCLUDING COMMENTS 
My main concern v i t h the Draft EIS i s 

with safety at highvay/rail at-grade 
crossings, which I have addressed. 

I do wish to commend SEA with a generally 
good report. But there are some a.veas with 
w.iich I have concern and/or diagreement, but 
w i l l not comment or as I have less expertise 
than others vho v i l l no doubt comment. 

This concludes my comments. 

Fotert W. McKnight 
Railvay Signaling Historian 
January 29, 1998 

i Robirt \ \ . MtKniuht 
R.ul\«..i\ Sienalini; Historian 

UiIKi I,ast ,\\i.'mic. .Apt, ! M2 
RoLhcstcr. NV 14f,lil-l(i.V^ 
y j r \ ' . \ I - r : 
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cfmorpc 
Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
4n a.^y iciation of local goi}emmenls providing planning, programs and strmcts fbr the region. 

JudHh w SONwatl 
C^a:' 

"ary Panmt, 
v.ce Cl't" 

Richard A. Browning 
••ary 

Bill Habte 

Ianuarv 20, 1998 

DOCUMENT ' 
(H'tice ot the Secretary 
Case Conlrol I nn 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surtace Transponation Board 
1925 K Street, N.VV 
Washington. D.C. 20423-0001 

.Attention: Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of F.nv ironmental .-\nalysis 
E-.nv ironmental Filing 

Dear Ms. Kaiser 

Our organization has had an opportunitv to review the "Proposed Conrail .Acquisition" 
Draft L-nv ironmenlal Impact Stalemeni (DFIS) and vvould like to provide some comments 
for consideration. 

First, v\e vvould like to commend the Surface Transportation Bt)ard"s Seciion of 
Environmental Analysis on this etTort. This draft report presents an impressive amount vif 
information in a vvell-organi/ed and concise nanner T his efforl has henetlted troni thc 
hard work of vour slaff and has allowed organizations ihroughout the countrv. such as 
ourselves, the opportuniiv to make well-intormed decisions ha.scd on vour information 
and anaivsis 

V\ hile rev iewing these documenis. we noticoil th.it tber>' v»eri' a few are is ih:it needeJ 
clarilication and some key elements lhat seem to have heen omitted and need addressing. 
Speciticallv, we vvould like to take the opportunity to bring to your attention the 
hillow ing-

1. 1 he DFTS finds one intermodal facility in Ohio, F îscoverv Park, with propiiscd 
increa.ses in truck iraftic vvhich vvould exceed the board's threshold for Fnv ironmental 
.Analysis (Volume 3.A page Ol 1-21). 1 lowev cr, the report fails to prov ide a summarv 
ofthe analysis and anv miiigation strategies developed from that anaivsis. 
1 nv ironmental ,Iustice is a kev part ofthis analysis and we believe anv risk areas need 
to be included in this slalement tii ensure all the mitigation strategies lhat should be 
taken are clearly laid out tor the companies lo tollow. 

..^1 l:.l^t .\ldin btifct • Ciilumbus, Ohio 43215-5272 • htlp://www.morpL iirg 
'f.t.li ?_-:>H--?l.6-i - FAX '614* f>21 2401 • TDI) (614) 228-22=̂ 0 or 1-8()0-H86-266,'< 



Elaine K. Kaiser 
Page 2 

Januarv 20,1998 

2. Table 5-OH-8. which presents a county-by-county summary oflhe Rail .\t-Cirade 
Crossmg safety analysis, does not exist. Our organization is concemed that the grade cmssing 
between Norfolk Southem's main line feeding the Discovery Yard and Williams Road in 
southern Franklin Couniv (Columbus. Ohio melropolilan area) has been omitted hom the 
analysis. The estimated ADT on Williams Road is over 6,000 based upon a 1994 traftlc count 
by the city of Columbus. This grade crossing needs operational and geometric design upgrades, 
a fact that has been well kncnvn in our region tor a long nme l his grade crossing meets lhe 
tundamenial cniena to be included in the above referenced table for safety purposes and wc are 
concerned that it was not considered. 

We are looking forward to having th^ above issues incorporated m the tinal version ofthe SEA 
Environmental Impaci Statemenl i hank you for the opportunity to provide our comments and 
participate in the Merger Review proceedings. 

Sincerely, 

' I / , . 
J. L 

Mohamed Ismail 
Director of Transportation 

MFClFmkb 
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Beaver C ourit> Planning C ommission 
810 Third Street " Beaxer. Pa 15009 

lUMrd (ir( 'oinnilssiimrrs 
I W.l S.. htiluv (. h.nnn.m 
D.in l>>iutv'lla 
\iin>.% I .>\lc\ 

DOCUfvlENT Januarv 21. 

Oftice ofthe Secretarv. Case Conlrol Cnit 
STB Finance Docket No 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
l'>25 K Street, NW 
W ashington DC 20423-()()()l 

Attn Elaine K Kaiser. Environmental Project Director 
Section ofEnvironmental Analysis 

Rl. Draft EIS, Conrail Acquisition 

Dea; Ms Kaiser 

The Beaver County Planning Comniission. at its meeting of January 20, 1998 had the 
following comments 

1. The Commission endorses SFA's proposal that the AAR's voluntarv hazardous 
mateiial Kev Route" guidelines be lequued as the mmimum mitigation measures 
to be adopled 

2. The Commission also recommends that SF. A mandate its preliminarv recommended 
miligalion lhal the railroads provide 24 hour leiephone access lo their dispatching 
centers to all emergencv response forces in the communities along the key routes 

3. Fhe Commission requests that SF.A rec|i;ire the now voluntarv A.AR standards for 
M>i|or kev Rouies (over 20.000 car loads annuallv) for Key Routes, i e "provide 
enhanced emergency preparedness by developing a Hazaidous Materials Emergency 
Response Plan and participale wilh local governments in ha.<ardous materials 
response traimng and simulalKms' (page 4-20) In this area, the most practical 
approach would be to involve local municipalities through the Countv s l-,mergency 
Manaeement Agencv 

\..KV l'h..i.c 4I2)728-57(K) uANNIM<SCOM*»S<ON' ' ic0.aCAVtB.«"* .US 
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If there ar.- any questions please contact this otTice 

Very tru^v yours, 

^Richard W' Packer, Jr 
Act inu Director 

< 

RWP/WL/my 
Copies to Beaver County Emergency Vlanagement 

File 
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DOCUIIENT 
ELTON J. NICHOLS 
Meridian Condomium 

12.550 Lake Ave.. Suile 1504 
Lakewood. Ohio - 44107 

January 5.1997 

CS Transportation Board 
Attn: SEA - Finance Docket .33388 
1995 "K" Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20433 

Subject: Proposed merger of NS and CSX 

Gentlemen: 

Within a fi)ur block area, adjacent to the Meriidian Condominium, in which my wife and I live, 
there is a concenu-aUon of approximate!) 3,500 to 4,000 residents in buildings varying from six to 
Ihirty stories high. 

Today. I visited the post office on West 117th Street, south of the railroad track, which divides our 
city. As 1 entered the post ofhce a train started to cross 117th Street, blocking all vehicular traffic. 
At that moment an ambulance, with lighLs flashmg. and siren sounding, came to a halt at the 
crossing. Four mmutes later, as I left the post office, that ambulance was still waiting. That delay 
compounded by time to reach the thirtieth floor of Winton Place couid truly be a matter of life or 
death. Delaying response to a fire alarm of like duration could be catastrophic. 

I anended the meeting in September. 1997, along with approximately 600 concemed citizens, 
including officials of all thc vanous communities through which the railroad track passes. 
Congressman Dennis Kucinich. and Steve LaTourette. 

At no time did I hear a claim that the total amount of goods, inluding hazardous waste, shipped 
between New York and Chicago was going to increase Nor was there any effort to convince us 
that there was any benefit to be realized by the communities affected. As a matter of fact, it was 
declared by the railroad representatives, that the threefold increase in rail traffic through our area, 
was .solely to give NSCSX a competitive advantage. 

II is my serious concem that the decision whether to, or not. approve the proposal will be based 
not on what is morally right and in the best interest of those most directly afft^ted, but on the 
amount of money contributed by some lobbyist tu the political fund of either party. 

Sincerely 

C/C Dennis J. Kucinich. VIember of Co igress 
Madeline A. Cain, .Mayor, Lakewood, Ohio 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmenlal Analysis 

Mr. C. Michael Loftus 
The Four Citv Consortium 
Slover &. Loftus 
1224 Seventeenth Stieet. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20036 

January 23. 1998 ENVSf; ITAL 
DOCUttfiENT 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail: Response to Inlorniation Request 

Dear Mr. Loftus: 

The puipose ofthis letter is to respond to your information request dated January 12, 1998. 
The majority ofthe information requested is contained in Table 5-IN-9. This table is included as 
Attachment I and can also be found in the Supplemental Errata, which was mailed on January 21. 
1998. Please note that this table provides updated information on vehicle delay from what 
appeared in Volume 3 A ofthe Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

Three ofthe items you requested are not directly listed in the table. They are: 

• Train speed ai -ustments (item 2c). The adjustments used appear as Attachment I I . 
• Any assumpti is as to train weight and power (item 2d). No assumptions were 

made. Train v.jight and power were not used in the calculation of delay. 
• Number of tracks at the crossing (item 2g). This information was not used in the 

calculation of delay. 

If you have additional questions or concems that are not clarified by the attached 
information, please contact Michael Dalton, SEA Program Manager, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerelv vours. 

a^yyyiy 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Attachments 
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Section of F.n\ironmenlal .VnaKsis 
\̂ a.shmgton, DC 204:? 

PROPOSFD CONRAIL ACQUISITION 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

DRAFT FNVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATFMFNT SCPPLFMENTAL FRRATA 

Januarv 21. 1998 

Table 5-IN-9 (Revised) 
Indiana 
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.Surface Transpoitation Board 
Section ofEnvironmental Anaivsis 
Washington, DC 2IIA::. 

ATTACHMENT II 

PROPOSED CONRAIL ACQUISITION 

FINANCE DOCKETNO. 33388 
FOUR CITIES HIGHWAV/RAIL 

AT-GRADE CROSSINGS 
TRAIN SPEEDS* 

Januarv 21, l-WS 

Time 

Number of Track Pre Acq. Table 

Crossing Roadway DEIS Train Chart Adjusted Speed 

Count) Seg. No. FRA ID Roadway Names Lanes ADT Speed (mph) Sf>eed Speed Rest. 

l.ake C-023 163620N Sheffield Ave -) 8.030 25 35 30 25 

Lake C023 163621V Hohman Ave 3 10.500 25 35 30 25 

Lake C-023 163627L Calumet Ave 4 17.600 25 35 30 25 

Lake C-023 162632H Columbia Ave 4 15.000 25 35 30 25 

Lake C-023 163635D Indianapolis & I S 20 4 13.650 25 35 30 25 

Lake C-023 1626375 Railroad Ave 4 7.500 25 3S 30 25 

Lake C-023 163638Y Kennedv 4 7,325 25 35 30 25 

Lake C-023 16363')F Euclid Ave 4 7,500 25 35 30 25 

Lake C-023 163643 V US Route 12 4 14,820 25 35 30 25 

Lake C-024 522*̂ 120 5" Ave 4 13,220 30 30 25 25 

Lake C-024 522915X Clarke Rd 2 7,500 50 30 25 25 

Lake C-026 522883L Illinois St -1 7,880 35 4(1 35 NR** 

Lake C-027 155632M Countv line Rd 2 7,.SOO 50 60 50 NR 

Lake C-027 155645N Clark Rd 2 7.250 50 60 50 NR 

Lake N 012 522929r Calaniel Ave 2 7,5oO 4> 40 35 40 

Madison N-0'»0 474600L S R9 -) 14,351 40 49 45 40 

Madison N-040 47460 IT Hamson St 2 5,399 40 49 45 40 

Porter C-026 522867K W ashington St 2 13,690 35 40 35 NR 

Porter C-026 522869Y Napoleon St 2 5,296 35 40 35 NR 

Porter C-066 I55623N Crocker -) 6,800 50 60 50 NR 

• Data lor this tabic originated in the Decemtter 1997 Dratt EIS and applicable railroad track charts and titnetables which provided track rating and operating speed re.strn ions. 
•* NR - No Timetable Speed Restriction 



A dtninLstrtttively C -onfidential 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE JanuaiA- 14. 1998 

TO: John Morton 
Ed Papazian 

FROM W Steve Lee WS -̂̂  

SUBJECT Request from the Four C ty Consortium for highway/raii at-grade crossing deiay 
data 

.•\CTIO.N REQl IRED Prepare immediate response 

DATE REQUIRED Januar> 16. 1998 

The attached letter from the legal counsel (Michael Loftus) for the Four City Consortium 
requests that SEA provide additional data on the highway/rail at-grade cros>ing delay calculation 
to facilitate their review of the Draft EIS and negotiations with the r ilroads 

Please review the letter, contact the Mr Loftus for clarification if necessary, and prepare 
a response for SEA review no later than noon Friday. Januarj 16. 1998 .\s you know, these 
communities are areas of concern and are "consultation communities 

.Attachment 

cc: Mike Dalton 
Bonni .* Nixon 
Charlis Gardiner 
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W I L U A M L . S L O V E H 

C. M I C H A E L LOFTt :S 

D O N A L D O. A V E B Y 

J O H N H . LE S E L B 

K E L V I N J . D O W D 

ROBEKT D . BOSENBEBO 

C H H I S T O P H E R A. M I L L S 

F H A N K J . P E H O O U Z Z l 

ANDREW B . KOLESAB 111 

J E A N M . C U N N I N G H A M 

P E T E R A . P P O H L 

S L O V E R & LOFTTJS 
A T T D H N K Y S A T LAW 

1884 S E V E N T E E N T H STREET. N . W. 

W A S H I N O T O N . D. C 8 0 0 3 6 

January 12, 1998 

DOCUMENT 

BY HAI-JD DELIVERY 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Section of Environmental Analya\s 
Surface Transportation Board 
ATTN: STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 
CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation Inc., 
Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk 
Southern Railway Company -- Controi and Operating 
Leases/Agreements -- Conrail Inc. 
and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

The C i t i e s of East Chicago, Indiana; Hammond, Indiana; 
Gary, Indiana; and Whiting, Indiana ( c o l l e c t i v e l y , the "Four City 
Consortium" or the "Four C i t i e s " ) hereby request that the Board's 
Section of Environmental Analysis \"SEA") provide them with 
a d d i t i o n a l information concerning the t r a i n speed inputs used by 
SEA'S environmental contractor m ca l c u l a t i n g vehicle delay times 
at c e r t a i n at-grade rail/highway crossings m the Four C i t i e s 
area that w i l l be adversely impacted by the Applicants' operating 
plans a f t e r the Conrail c o n t r o l transaction i s consummated. The 
vehicle delay times calculated by SEA's contractor are included 
i n the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ("DEIS") m the above 
proceeding served on December 12, 1997. 

The information requested i s necessary to enable the 
Four City Consortium to provide meaningful comments with respect 
to the DEIS's analysis of the environmental impacts of the 
Conrail transaction on the Four C i t i e s region. Such comments are 
due on February 2, 1998. The information requested may also be 
useful i n f a c i l i t a t i n g a negotiated solution tc the probiems 
raised by the Four C i t i e s , as suggested by SEA, which would avoid 



Elaine K. Kaiser 
January 12, 1998 
Page 2 

the necessity for asking the Board to impose environmental 
m i t i g a t i n g conditions. 

On October 21, 1997, the Four City Consortium f i l e d 
Comments and Requests for Conditions m t h i s proceeding which 
described ce r t a i n negative environmental impacts from the Appli
cants' proposed d i v i s i o n of Conraii. The negative impacts r e s u l t 
p r i m a r i l y from Applicants' plans to move m.ore t r a f f i c over l i n e 
segments containing numerous highway/rail grade crossings. The 
Four C i t i e s ' Comments propose an A l t e r n a t i v e Routing Plan that 
was developed to mitigate these negative environm.ental and 
r e l a t e d impacts, while requiring only minimal adjustments t o the 
Applicants' proposed operating plans. 

In the DEIS, SEA recognizes the concerns raised by the 
Four City Consortium, and recommends thac the Applicants consult 
wit h the Four Ci t i e s and other appropriate parties to address the 
p o t e n t i a l t r a f f i c delay and safety concerns raised by the Four 
C i t i e s w:th respect to c e r t a i n rail/highway grade crossings. 
(DEIS, Volume 3A, Chapter 5 at page IN-B5.; The Four C i t i e s and 
the Applicants are i n the process of attempting to negotiate a 
mutually-acceptable agreement f o r measures to address these 
problems (which may include aspects of the A l t e r n a t i v e Routing 
Plan). The f i r s t meeting of tho pa r t i e s for t h i s purpose took 
place l a s t Friday, and fu r t h e r meetings w i l l be held m the near 
f u t u r e . 

One of the p r i n c i p a l issues m dispute between the Four 
C i t i e s and the Applicants i s the amount of delay time that i s or 
would be incurred by vehicles at c e r t a i n rail/highway grade 
crossings i n the Four Ci t i e s region that are impacted by the 
Applicants' operating plans. Crossing delay times are influenced 
heavily by t r a m length and speed, among other factors. In order 
to be able to comment i n t e l l i g e n t l y on the DEIS and respond to 
the .applicants' contentions, i t i s c r i t i c a l for the Four C i t i e s 
to know what t r a m speeds and other assum.ptions were used by the 
SEA'S environmental contractor i n deveiopmg crossmg delay 
estimates for these crossings. 

The DEIS indicates that SEA has analyzed 15 at-grade 
rail/highway grade crossings m the Four C i t i e s area f o r vehicle 
delay ( I d . , Volume 3A, Chapter 5 at page IN-84.) The Four 
C i t i e s ' consultant has inquired informally cf SEA's environmental 
contractor as to the inputs used to calculate delay times f o r 
these crossings, including the t r a m speeds used. However, the 
contractor wculd not divulge the s p e c i f i c t r a m speeds or other 
assumptions used m developing delay times f o r the 15 crossings 
studied. 



Elaine K. Kaiser 
January 12, 1998 
Page 3 

Accordingly, the Four City Consortium requests that SEA 
fu r n i s h i t w i t h the following inputs and assumptions used by 
SEA'S environmental contractor m c a l c u l a t i n g the crossing delay 
times for the 15 grade crossings studied: 

1. A l i s t of a l l grade crossmgs i n the Four C i t i e s 
that were evaluated. 

2. For each crossing evaluated (please provide the data 
separately f o r pre-and p o s t - a c a u i s i t i o n ) : 

a. The number of t r a i n s assumed to use the 
crossing d a i l y . 

b. The t r a m lengths assumed. 

c. The t r a m speeds assumed and the manner m which 
those t r a m speeds were determined ( i f actual 
speeds, the source of the infcrmation concerning 
such speeds; i f not actual speeds the basis for 
the speeds ^e.g., FRA data, r a i l r o a d timetable) 
and any adjustments made to approximate more 
closely actual speeds. 

d. Any assumptions as to t r a m weight and power 
(drawbar horsepower). 

e. Average Daily Vehicular T r a f f i c . 

f. The number cf vehicle lanes i n each d i r e c t i o n . 

g. The number of tracks at the crossmg. 

h. The warning devices at the crossmg. 

In order to be able to make meaningful use of t h i s 
information both i n the settlement discussions with the Appli
cants and i n preparing comm.ents on the DEIS, the Four Ci t i e s 
r e s p e c t f u l l y request that i t be provided to t h e i r undersigned 
counsel at the e a r l i e s t practicable date. I f SEA i s unable tc 
provide a l l of the data requested m a timely manner, the most 
c r i t i c a l items of information needed by the Four Cities are the 



Elaine K. Kaiser 
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pre- and post-acquisition t r a m lengths and t r a m speeds used m 
conducting the crossmg delay studies. 

Sincerely, 

C. Michael Loftus 
An Attorney f o r the C i t i e s of 

East Chicago, Indiana; Hammond, 
Indiana; Gary, Indiana; and 
Whiting, Indiana ( c o l l e c t i v e l y . 
The Four City Consortium) 

CAM: mf w 

cc: Hon. Vernon A. Williams 
Dennis G. Lyons, Esq. 
Richard A. Allen, Esq. 
Paul A. Cunnmgham, Esq. 
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DOCUMENT 

cm Ol MADisow ii.i.r. 
Phillip II k r n 

V l . i M l I 

Ianuarv 20, 1998 

Otfice of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
SI B Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Attention: F.laine K Kaiser, Environmental Project Director, 
Environmental Filing 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement -
Recommended Mitigation for Kentuckv 

This letter concerns the Draft Enx ironmental Impact Statement (I )EIS) issued b\ 
the Bi>ard's Section of Enx ironmental Analx sis on December 12, 1997, that directs CS.K 
to consult \\ ith appropriate authorities in the Commonwealth of Kentuckx- regarding 
Acquisitiim-related impacts. Specifically, the DEIS directs CSX to consult xvith the Citx 
of .Madisonx ille concerning a grade separation at West Noel .Ax enut, I K ^ I ii* 34,5-"̂ 31 S 

The Kentuckx Transportation Cabinet is the designated, lead agenex ox t.'rsoeing 
these matters I lu' need t\)r grade separations is determined bx the Cabinet tiuough a 
comprehensive statewide planning process anil through input from local officials, l his 
mitigation recommendation is best addressed through their existing procei.'utes The 
City's position is that mitigation is not warranted at this time 

Further, please note that the recommended grade separation is not appropriate 
tor this site. West Noel Ax enue is located within an established residential area next to 

PC Box 705 • ,M.alisoi!\ilk'. KV 42431 • ,,5021 824 2100 • f . i \ 5̂0.'̂  8.'! 0271 
City \Xoh Page: hitp;//\vw\v.kvnitt'c.coni 

E .Mail: niavorCnwko.com 
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the University of Kentucky Business and Technical Assistance Center and across Main 
Street from the First Baptist Church. Construction of a grade separation xvould hax e 
numerous adverse consecjuences. 

While the City appreciates the Board's interest, we prefer not to disrupt our 
community by grade separating West Noel Avenue. 

Sincerely, 

CITY OF MADISONVILLE 

Philip H Terry 
Mavor 

cc: Jax Westbrook, CSX 
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City of Erie Jovce A. Savocchio, Mavor 

Joffrcv F. Spaulding 
Director ol Economic &. C^ommunitv Oevflopmcnt 

Sincerelv, 

Iox (. e .\. Sax t)Cchio 
Max or 

JAS:sniw 

Officii of the Director 
626 State Streei - Room 404 Kne I'ennsylvania I 6 5 0 i - ! ( 8 1 4 ) 870-l2''0 Fax (814) 870-144' 

Ei'-JViRO; ITAL 
Janu .rx 9, 1998 

^ ^ .̂ , CENTRAL AOMIMISTRATIVE UNIT 
Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief REC'D' *• ^ 
Section of Environmental Analysis nnrilMPMT^tf y\j-r \c i9 " i 
Surface Transportation Board UUUUlVltlM r ff 
Washington, DC 20423 

RE: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southerit - Control and Acquisition 
Conrail: Draft Enx ironmental Impact Statenient 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank vou verx' nuich for x our recent comnuinication concerning input regarding the 
draft Enx ironmental liripact Statement on the reteriMued project. I he dratt FIS refers to 
the fact that theCit)- of Erie's 19th Strei l Iracks \\ ill he remoxed as part of the consoli
dation effort. . \ t lhis point, our primarx concern is to ensure that industrial rail 
customers alonf, this route continue lo receix e n>\ essar\ serx ice for their i ;irrent and 
future industrial needs. If the appropriate sidings are slill ax ailable to access customers 
and suppliers, the removals in other sections would be of great benefit to north/south 
automobile traffic flow in the Citx' of Erie. 

We are also concerned that after tlie tracks are lemox <xl, that the appropriate highwax 
intersection geomotries are put back in place. The railroad tracks currently create much 
longer and \\ ider crossing points than w ould IH> tx pu al, and these should be adjusted 
as part of the reconstruction process. 

W e would x erx iiuu h appreciate xout assistaiu i 'm helping us to ensure that local 
expectations are nu'l as part ot this x erx CIMII plu atet! process. 
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MARYLAND i)(fice ofrUiiuiiug 

Parris S. Gli'iidetiiiiy 
(jinernor 

Ronald M. Kreitner 
Diri'tiiir 

DOCu 
^TAL Januarv OS. 1998 

Ms Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Section ol Environmental Analysis 
Surtaee Transportation Board 
1925 K Sireet. NW 
Washingion. DC 20423-0001 

STATK ( L K A R I N ( ; H ( ) 1 SK RKMKW PR(K KSS 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: - ^ *** 
DOCUMENT̂  # If fl 4c 

Repl> Due Date: 
State .Application Identil'ler: 
Projeet Description: 

State Clearinghouse Contact: 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Januar> 28.1W8 
MD97i;:2-1116 
DR.AFI EIS - Proposed Conrail .Atquisiiion CSX Corporation and CSX 
1 ransportation. Inc. Nortblk Souihern Coqioration and Nort'ollk Southem Railway 
Company 
t.a \ erne Gnu 

This letter acknowledges receipt ot thc relerenceJ proiect. VVe haxe iiiui.ucd the Maryland Iniergoxernmenlal Review and 
Coordination Process (MIRC) as ot the date ot this letier. \'ou can expeci to receixe review comments and recommendations 
(.1 or belort the reply date indicated. Please place the Slate .Applicatii>n Idenlitler Numbei on all do> umenis and 
correspondence regarding ihis proiect. 

This project has been sent to ihe tollowing agencies or jurisdictions lor commeni: Thc .Maryland Departments ol Budget and 
Manaiienieni. Business and Economic Developmenl. Hinisini; and Communitv Dcv.-lopmeni includiniz the Marviand Historical 
Trust. Nalural Restiurces. and Transportation; Ballimore Cuv: .Allcja-u. BaltiPHirc. Cecil, Frederick, Hariord. Ht.>vard, 
Montm)mer\. PrinceGecirizc's. and W asluneionCounties: VVilminiiiiMi .Arc ' I'laiiniimCouncil. Baltimore MeiropolitanCouncil, 
Marviand National Capital Parks and Planning Commissu>n-Monn;onicr\ Counu. Mar\land National Capital Parks and 
Plannuii: Ccmniission-Prlncc CieorLie's C^tunix. Mcm^politan VViislii'iLnoii Council ol (ioxernmenls. Tri-Couniv Council lor 
Western .Marxland: and lhe Mar\hind OH'icc ol Phinninii. 

Vour panicipaiion in lhe MIRC process helps to ensure lhal lhis project will be consisiem with lhe plans, programs, and 
objectives of State agencies and local govemmenis. Issues resolved ihrough 'his process enhance the opponunities tor proiect 
funding and minimi/e delaxs during projecl implementation. 

It >()U need assistance or ha\c questions concerning ihis re\ ie\v. please coniaci ihe sialf person noted abo\e. Thank xou for 
>our cooperation. 

Sincerelv. 

Linda C. Jaiic\, J.D. ^ 
Manager. Clc.iriiii:hou>-c Plan Review Unil 

( J.LG:okk 

.iOl Wl \l Pii'siiiii .S,r,r( • liiiltiniiirc. Miii\l.iihi 212l)l 2StiS 

Stiili-Cli-iiniiati'iiiw i4IOl 7fi7 4-l')il lii.i 7(i7 44M> 
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BUCYRUS j )RK^AI., SOCIETY 
2n2S \ V . \ l , . N r i i . lU I VKC5. OHIO •l-lhZII 

E l a i n e K. K a i s e r 

Envi ronmenta l P r o j e c t D i r . 
S e c t i o n o f Envi rorunenta l A n a l y s i s 
SUrPACE TXANSPO-:TATION BOA^D 
1925 K S t r e e t NW, 5 th F l o o r / S u i t e 500 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Ian. 12, 1998 

In response to your recent correspondence of Dec. 19, 1997 re Finance 
Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and Ac q u i s i t i o n -
Conrail, we submit the fol l o w i n g f o r the record and f o r your f u r t h e r 
action i f necessary. 

The Bucyrus H i s t o r i c a l Society now owns the bui l d i n g known as the Toledo 
and Ohio Central Railroad Passenger Station, located on E. Rensselaer 
Street i n Bucyrus, Ohio. Norfolk Southern has also pledged to deed us 
a 110 f t . by 230 f t . parcel, appr. .58 acre, on which the b u i l d i n g 
stands. This parcel w i l l not i n t e r f e r e w i t h the N/S plan f o r a spur 
l i n e i n the area. 

Also, part of our agreement wit h N/S is f i r s t refusal on any or a l l 
elements of the old T & OC Freight Station, located across the s t r e e t 
from the passenger s t a t i o n . I t is our understanding the f r e i g h t s t a t i o n 
is scheduled f o r demolition, f o r construction of the spur l i n e . 

Current owner of the f r e i g h t b u i l d i n g is .^uinn Brothers, a l o c a l contrac
t o r . We are assuming they w i l l be adequately com.perisated f o r the loss 
of this property. 

I t is also our understanding «,uinn Brothers is interested i n gaining the 
contract f o r demolition of that b u i l d i n g . We would be i n favor of th i s 
i f our f i r s t r e fusal r i g h t s are made clear to them before anything i s 
removed and demolition is begun. I f they are not i n agreement wi-'h t h i s , 
we would recommend another l o c a l contractor be selected f o r the demoli
t i o n work. 

,A 
S i n q ^ r e l y , 

ytiv^/ & f( 
•Ben AnslTJw, J r . , (:oJi2;«ittee Chairman 
BUCYRUS HISTO"-ICAL SOCIETY, S t a t i o n P r o j e c t 
1090 Mary Ann Lane, Bucurus, Ohio i|-4820 

(Please d i r e c t correspondence to t h i s add re s s . ) 
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ROBERT VV. MCKNIGHT 
Railway Signaling Historian 
160() F.ast Avenue. Apt. 1112 

Rochester. New York 1JM0-16.\^ 
Tel: (7161 2':6-|.M2 

Jar^uary 20, 1998 E N V I R O N M E N T A L 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser DOCUMENT 
Environmental Project Director 
Section of Fnvironmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NK 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Can you please send roe a copy of ••be Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement- Proposed ConRail 
Acquisition (9 volumes). This i s under STB 
Financial Docket 33388. 

As a concerned c i t i z e n , T l i v e about 400 f t 
south of the right-of-way fence of the ConRail 
Chicago mainline. 

Also, as a graduate e l e c t r i c a l engineer, I 
have spent over 35 years in technical reporting 
on r a i l r o a d communications and signal systems f o r 
Railway Age trade magazine, and eight yeai^ as 
Director of CS-S Engineering f o r the Association 
of American Railroads. 

Also, as a Senior L i f e Membtr of the 
I n s t i t u t e of E l e c t r i c a l & Electronics Engineers 
and a member of the Transportation Research Board 
Committee A2M02 E l e c t r i f i c a t i o n and Guided Ground 
Transportation Advanced Control Systems, I 
probably would l i k e to comment on Issues of 
safety involving communications and signaling. 

Your cooperation i s much appreciated. 
Cordially yours, 
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S T A T E O F C O N N E C T I C U T 
C()\.\i:CTICL T HISTOiiKWL CO.M.MISSIO.S 

Januarv 6. 1998 

Ms. Idaine K. Kaiser 
Section ofEnvironmental Analysis 
Surtace Transportati<in Board 
W ashington. D.C. 20423 

Subject: Finance Docket No. 33388 
CSX and Norfblk Southern 
Control and .Acquisition - Conrail 

ENVlnw. 
DOCUMENT 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

The State Historic Preserv ation Office has reviewed the En\ ironmental Impact Statemenl 
prepared conceming the above-named project. This office expects that the proposed undertaking 
will ha\ e no effect on historic, architectural, or archaeological resources listed on or eligible for 
the National Register of Historic Places, l his comment upon our understanding that no 
changes to rail line scjiucnts. rail vards. or inlermodal facilities and no new construction projects 
are proposed w ilhin Connecticut. 

This oflice appreciates the opportunity to have reviewed and commented upon thc proposed 
undertaking. 

W'e recommend that the responsible agencv prov ide concerned citizens w ith the opportunitv- to 
rev iew and comment upon thc proposed undertaking in accordance with the N'ational Hi.storic 
Preservalion Act of 1%6 and the Connecticut Hnvironmental Policv .'.ct. 

For further information please contaci Dr. David .\. Poirier. Staff .Archaeologist. 

Sincerelv 

itinahan 
Direcior and Slate Historic 
Preservation Of ficer 

Jtl - '1 >f)t,-liH)} h.\.\ i2o.-'i:.tiri.-ir.s 
59 .WLIH PROSPtCi SI - H.\,:l! ORt>. CO'.'S. OblOd !"'•: 

A V f i) LA ! or PORTL V/: >• L.S4P: ., • 
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Illinois Historic 
Preservation Agency 

1 Old state Capitol Plaza • Spnrgfleld. Illinois 62701-1507 • (217)782-4836 

Various Counties 
STB-CSX and N o r f o l k - C o n r a i l a c c j u i s i t i o n 
Finance Docket No. 33 3 88 
IHPA Log #12062497, 970107004P-S 

ENVlRwNii(iENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

January 13, 1998 

Elai n e Kaiser 
Environmental P r o j e c t D i r e c t o r 
Environmental F i l i n g 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
1925 K Streec, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Our o f f i c e has reviewed the D r a f t Environmental Impact Statement f o r 
the Proposed C o n r a i l A c q u i s i t i o n . The statements m Volume 3A of 
the r e p o r t r e g a r d i n g c u l t u r a l resources i n I l l i n o i s are accurate. We 
look forward t o f u r c h e r c o n s u l t a t i o n regarding the i n u e r l o c k i r ^ g tower 
at 75th S t r e e t i n Chicago and the a r c h a e o l o g i c a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n s a t 
Exermont. I f you have any qpaestions, please contact e i t h e r Ms. Tracey 
S c u l l e , C u l t u r a l Resources Manager, 217/785-3977 or Mr. Joseph 
P h i l l i p p e , S t a f f A r c h a e o l o g i s t , 217/785-1279. 

/ g T \ ^ c e r e l i C M | , 

Anne E. Haaker 
Deputy 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 r 

AEH:TAS 
c: Paul McGinley 
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Don. L. Gaerttner 

1100 Pike Street, AP-5'/58 

Huntin^on, Pa 16634-1112 

January 1998 

Att : Elaine K. Kaiser 
Ehvironmental Project Drector 
Jhvironinental Flin^^ 
Office of the Secretary, Case Control Unit 
Fuiance Docket Number #33388 
Surface Transportation Eioard 
1925 K. Stroet, N.'.V. 
Vfashin^ton, D.C. 20-^23-0001 DOCUMENT 

Re: 19th Street Raiiroad Tracka. Erie. PA 

Dear ELLaine K. Kaiser: 

This ii' my thought* and opinion*, amojig comments concerning the 

raiiroaa tracks running through hlrie. Pa on 19th Street. 

I was borr. lr: tne t'arr.ily home in 193y on 19th street, where the trains 

ran every 15 minutes j...st so many I'eet from our home. From 1938 u n t i l this 

very ti.me, my family and a i l other lamilies throughout the Nickle Plate route 

oi" tiiose tr-;:'..-- .nave bee.n corr.plaing about those tracks for many good reasons. 

see ab.-

trains : 

why any 

Centra^ 

no 

•air.s 

,. , .̂ • j i i : ' ^ ^ i'c'.-.1.. t_. oe exact), I 

..:.y those tracks should be there anymore. Very few 

district anymore, and, there is no justifiable reason 

: • :• .-erted and transferred over to the New York 

• .:. •:. '.-le I f t h street tracks. 

• • '.tccidents and iives lost because of those tracks 

• : • • • ' • - , • • • . • . een there. I saw numerous ones uncountable. 

And i t must .nave cost t.he Kaiiroad companies millions for reparations and in 

insura;.ce claims ove.- • , . • many years too. 

1 J.ne oppose those tracks being i n front of m.y home in Erie. The 

state could gain l"rom a state straight highwa^_^ing throug.h 19th L;treet in i t s 

y i^k.^. y ^ (- J yy~r 
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ENVi/. . .y:.,yiAL 
DOCUMENT y%M^ ywf 

The Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
William Fr.incis Gaivin, .-cretary of the Commonwealth 

.Massachuscus Hi.storical Cominission 

.lamiarv l.v IWS 

Plaine K. Kaiscr. Chief 
Section ot'I iu ironmental .\nal\si>. 
Surlace I ransponation lioard 
IV2,S K Strcet. NW 
W ashingttMi. IX" 2(M23-0()()i 

RE: l>roposcd Conrail .Acquisition h\ C'S.X Corporation and Norfolk Southern (NS^ Railroads 
Statewide. \ t . \ I inancial Docket Nc. AI."IX8 (MIIC - l̂ ).>:3) 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

Ihank >ou for submitting the Draft Fn\ ironmental Impact Statement (Di;iS) (dated December 12 I W ) 
concemmg the proposed Coniail acquisition which was recei\cd b\ the Niassacluisetts Historical 
Commission on December 19. IW7, it is understood that the proposed acu.iisition will nnoi\e the 
operation ot \ariou. C onrail lines. pr-].erties. rail \ards and other mtermodai facilities. It is -iiho undeistiUHl 
that the acquisition will likel\ resuh m operating changes including increa.sed tremht '.affic o\er rai' lines 
ciinstruction ot new rail lines, and abandonments ofrail lines. 

MHC statf have re\iewed the submitted DI IS. \t this time :he MHC concurs with the prelimmar\ 
recommendations ol the Dl.lS which established th-it to date there are no simiillcant impacts identitied iii 
the state ot Massacliusens, Ihe MHC will expect -hat as the acquisition pio|ect evoKes there mav be 
additional changes which will require our coniiiuied iinoKement. 

I hese comments are prov ided to assist m compliance with Section 106 ofthe National Historic 
l'reser\ation .XaiMi CIR 800), 

i f >ou have questions, please contact Paul I loll/ at this iftice I hank \ou for >our cooperation. 

SmcereK. 

\j±c&. 

H McDcMiough 
I \ecuti\e Director 
M assachusetts Historical C onimission 
State llistoiic Preser.at'on Olticer 

220 .\Iorrissc\- Boulevard. Bo.ston, Massacluisctts 0212^ • U.\~) "I'-S^CU 
r.i.\: (617) ~2~-512S TDD: 1-cS()(J-392-6()yO 
W c[iMtc: w\\ w.m asnnet. state, nia. Us'sec'mlic 
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I'ederal Surtace iransportation Board 
Section ol llnvironmenl Anal>sts 
1925 K Strcet WV 
W xshinglon. DC 2043.̂  

.VrTENTION: Do ument Nutnber 

Cjtr.iicincn. 

["his letter is a plea to you to prevent the addition ot an\ rail treight tratlic on the 
ClevelandA ermilion line ol Norloik and S(.j.them Railroad. 

ITu-s plan vvould di.srupt so manv lives, disturb the peace ot beautilul neighborhoods, 
endanger the health ol thousands ot people trom coal dast exposure, noise pollution, the 
potential danger ol to.vic chemicais. and the economic consequences ot decreased propeny 
values and tax re\ enues would be devastating. 

Our home is in I akcwood. < )hio where we have 27 streets that are bisected b\ NS tracks. 
.Additional trams and longer, laster trams are a danger to our citi/ens and children. 
I akewood does not have school busing and students attending 8 schools cross the iracks at 
least Uvice each dav. < )ur police, lire and emergencv vehicles vvould be senoaslv impacted 
bv anv increxse in treighi rail irallic lhri)Ugh our cUy. More overpa-sses and underpasses 
would nol remove all i)tthe rail threats lo our neighborhoods. ()n intetstates through 
populated areas, signs bear the letters "HC" - hazardou-s cargo - with a > la.sh through it. 
meaning certain Irucks should take rouies through industnah/ed areas, rather than through 
lesidential /ones. Whv shouldn't the same applv to Ireight trams.' 

.\uam. please consider the heailh and saletv ol th'".!sands ol residents m Northern ()hio 
;ind prevent the escalation ol unsalc and unheauhv treight movement through our cities 
along Lake i.ne. 

SmcereK. 

/ ^ ' 

ll I- ' 

i ^ i^ -y-^y 'y^^-y^ ~, 

./ y 
y / y & t -

y '///-'y 

/,yyc.) y-'^y^y/y/ 
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G O V E R N M E N T O F T H E D I S T R I C T O F C O L U M B I A 
D P P A R T M E N T O F C O N S U M E R A N D R : £ G U L A T O R Y A F F A I R S 

O f f i c E O f THE D I R E C T O R 

October 24. l')97 

Elaine K Kaiser. Chief 
Section ofEnvironmental .Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
W ashinmon. DC 20423 

Dear Ms Kaiser 

The DC Historic Presets atisni Div ision has received vo'ir ietter i)f Dctiiber 2 
regarding the Railroad Control .Application tor the consolodatuMi oi C SX. NS and Conuiil 
railroad lines in the District of Columbia W e concur with the Surtace Transportation 
Board's finding that this consolodation project will result in No IdTect on properties listed 
or eligible for listing on the National Register of Histonc Places 

It is our understanding than if and when any physical altera'ions to the rail lines or 
supporting stmctures. such as the X'iiginia Avenue Tunnel, are proposed thai a separate 
rev lew wiil be initiated 

Sincerelv. 

:^ - y ^ (^ir > ' 

Hampton Cross 
State Histonc PreseiA ation Officer 



SURFACE TRJ^SPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental .-tnalysis 

ccr 2 9 1997 > t 
\- .... - yl 

September 29, IO07 \ 

Mr. David D. W eils 
State Historic Preserv ation Officer 
Director. Department of Consumer 
and Regulatorv .AtTairs 

614 II Stree;. NW 
Suite 1 i 20 
Washington. DC 2000! ' 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and 
-Acquisition - Conrail: National Histonc Preservation .Act. Section 106 

Dear .\lr. Cross: 

On .Iune 23, 1997. CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSX); Norfolk 
Southem Corporation, and Nortblk Southem Railvvay Conipany (NS); and Conrail Inc. and 
Consolidated Rail Corpcation (Conrail) filed a consolidated Railroad Control .Application 
(RCA) vvith the L.S. Surface Transportation Board (SFB) under 49 U.S.C. 11323-25. CSX, NS 
and Conrail (collectively the Railroads) are jointlv seeking authority for CSX and NS to acquire 
conlrol ofConrail. and for thc subsequent division ot Conrail's assets (the .Acquisition). 
Receipt ofthe RCA is the action that fortnally initiates this proposed undertaking and our role 
as thc Federal lead agency. 

The purpose ofthis letter is to initiate consultation with your otfice in accordance with 
Section 106 ofthe National Histonc Preservation .Act as amended (Section 106. 16 L.S.C. 470f) 
and its implementing guidelines (36 CFR Part SOO). Consequently, the STB is seeking your 
comments regarding those projects vvithin our junsdiction that may have the potential to affect 
historic properties lhis etlort is being coordinated with preparation ofan Environmental 
Impact Stateinent (1 IS) to comply w ith the National Environmental Policy .Act (NEP.A). 

A copv ol the 1 in ironmcntal Report (FR) submitied with the RC .A vvas sent to your 
office bv thc Railroads lhe S IBs review ofthe ER indi.ates that in Washington DC. there are 
1 o proposed changes to rail line segments, rail yards, or intemiodal facilities, and no new 
construction projects While tratfic increases arc anticipated on two Conrail segments 

1 lie S I IJ may impose cundituins cm rail line ahandonmcnts and ncvv construction. h\il his limited 
liiiisili.tion over thc .Vcqiiisition iclatcd activities. .See 4') ( I K I'ait I Ids .S. 



(Anacostia to Virginia Avenue and Virginia Avenue to Potomac Yard), no constmction or 
changes to rail line segm.ents are proposed in this Acquisition. Increased traffic is limited to the 
moving and handling of more rail cars on thc existing trackage. Increased triffic does not have 
the potential to atTect historic or cultural resources since the railroad traffic is part ofthe histonc 
setting and does not involve ground disturbance or physical alteration ofthe existing facilities. 

No rail lines are proposed to be abandoned and no other Acquisition related activities are 
proposed. However, it has been noted that CSX proposes to make clearance modifications to 
the Virginia Avenue Tunnel. The Sl B has requested CSX to define this proposed w ork and 
whether it is a component ofthe .Acquisition. As soon as the requested infomiation is received 
from CS.X, the STB w ill ev aluate the potentiai for etfect on historic and cultural resources under 
Section 106 and vvill continue consultation vvith your office. 

Except for the clearance modifications to the X'irginia .Avenue Tunnel, the STB requests 
your concurrence vvilh its finding that the Acquisition vvould have no etTect on historic resources 
in Washington. D.C. and that Section 106 consultation with your otTtce has been completed in 
accordance with the mles and regulations found in 36 CFR Part 800.5b. We look fonvard to 
your response on this matter as rapidly as your schedule vvill allow. If you have any questions, 
please call the STB's cultural resources technical team leader for thc Acquisition, Barry 
Wharton of HDR Engineenng. Inc., al (813) 287-1960 tbr assistance. 

Sincerely yours. 

/ y / t i A . 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief 
Section ofEnvironmental Anaivsis 

Enclosure: District of Columbia "Railroad Map' 

cc. Paul McGinley, McGinley Hart 
.Iohn Morton, HDR Engineering 
William Novak, DeLeuw, Gather 
Barry Wharton, HDR Engineenng 

-2-



/ 

Washington, DC 
Conrail 
CSX 
NS 
Acquisition Projects 
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Sqjtember 8.1997 
George v. Voinovich • Govemor 
Donald C. Anderson • Director 

Mr. Cannen Gilotte 
DeLeuw, Cather & Company 

113315* St.N.W. CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
Washington, D.C. 20005 REC'D' / ^ / ' ^ / f ? 

PnCllMFNT ^ nm^f l/.2i 2S/flr) 
Dear Mr. Guotte; ' 

We recentiv received notification of your proposed project as indicated in a Surlace 
Transportation Board letter dated August 22.1997 regarding the NS and CSX acquisition ofConrail. 
The project areas of interest iuoicated in the letter consist ofthe CSX Collinwood Yard intermodal 
facility and ihe NS VermiUon connection. 

A5 described in the project documentation attached with the letter, neither project area is located 
in the designated Coastal Area of Lake Erie The Ohio Coastal Management Program (OCMP), recently 
approved, rex^uires that any project that is situate.̂  in the designated Coastal Area must be consistent 
with the policies of the OCMP. 

Smce our underetanding of these projects suggests that the proposed constructions will occur 
outside ofthe designated Coastai Area of Lake Erie, the appUcant will not be required to document that 
the proiects are consistent with OCMP policies. 

Please address any requests for determinauons of potential enviromnental impacts within a 
designated coastal zone and its consistency v,ith Ohio's coastal zone management plan to my attention 
in the future. I f you have any questions or need additional information contact me at 614-265-6411. 

Sincerelv, 

Kim Baker, Environmental Administrator 
Resouî -e Management Section 
Division of Real Estate and Land Management 

^T-'2l^'Zr Fountain Square • Columbus, Ohio 4J224-1387 
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USDA United States 
Department of 
Agriculture 

Natural 
Resources 
Conservation 
Service 

200 North High Street 
Room 522 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

.\lr. \ ernon A. Williams 
Secretary 
Surtace Transportatii>n Board 
'i')25 K .Street. N. W.. Suite 700 
W ashuiizton. D.C. 2042.^-0001 

* AL OctotK;r22. m7 

DOCUMENT 

M °''/. wn t. 
A. '^AlL 

Re: linancc Docket No. 3.̂ .̂ 88 - CSX and Norfolk Southern - .Acmiisition and Control 
Conrai!: hiuironmental Assessnicni. l inance Docket No. .33.̂ 8S8 
(Sub No» 1..3.4. and 7). 

The Natural Kesourccs Conservation .Service (NKCSi has ivMcuod vom l:in ironmental 
.Assessmentts) tor prime agricultu'al land issues Information covered in these assessments 
address our concerns. These proposed rail line eonstruetion!si sitetsi will he iet|Uireii to have 
completed Earmland Protection Poiic_. .Act (FPP.A). formis) Al) 1006 The local NRC S olticc. 
tor eaeh site, vvill fie ahk to assist with the prime agncultural seclions of this form. 

Thank vou tor including: the N.iturai Resources Conservation Serv ice in vour rev iew of these 
proposed projects. 

Sincerelv. 

PAI L DeAKMAN 
.Assistant State Conservationist for Teehnoioiiv 

The Natural Resources Conservation Service, 
15 an agency ot Ihe United Sla'es Department ol 
Agriculture 

Vision ! o ' Quality A recognized, innovative team dedicated to 
Quality S'^rvice for the conservation ol our natural resoutcees 

AN EOUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYFB 
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i Itl • ̂  I .n I , A.1 II t tK 1^,11 uc x-cA^ m ZTTAtixTTiA. TTTT^^^T, 

1200 CotN-rr-Crrr BUILOINC 
SOUTH Beiro, INDIANA 466O1-1830 

PHONf 219/2JS-9371 
F« 219/23S-90?! 
TPD 219/ 23S^7 

REC™i / "l~'S '̂"'"VE mi,torn.B^, 1.1^. UAî  
DOCUMENH^gg^gg ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

ExECimvE DnffiCTOR 
AMtfE. KOLAIA 

DmnT ExEomvt DiKCTOB 

Octobers. 1997 

Mr Caimen Gilotte 
DeLeuw. Cather &. Company 
1133 IStfaStiwt^N.W. 
Washmgton, DC 2000S 

Rc: Finance Dockrt No. 33388 
CHlIon Junction Rail Line Abandoninent 

Dear Mr. Giiotie: 

Tliank you for your letter of SeptoQixx 26, 1997 offenng tLc City of South Bcpd sn opportunity 
to comraent on the proposed abandotunent noted above. Although I am responding seve-.al dsys 
after your October 1,1997 deadline, I hope that the comments noted bdow can still be of 
assistance to you. 

The City v̂as made â '̂are of Ae abandonmetit on June 25. 1997 thtou^ a icoer from thc Rails-
to-Tndis Conservancy. Subsequently, the St. Joseph Count>- Parks Department fikd for Public 
Use Conditioa/Inlerim Trail Use The City supports thc County's applicatiooL 

AppToximaldy two miles (from MP SK2.5, west) of the Dillon Junction abaatenment fells 
within die corporate limiis of the City. The predominant land use on either side ofthe track on 
the east end ofthe noted two iniles is used industrially and is roned * ^ Heavy Industrial. Thc 
remaining mile, also zoned "E" Hcavy Industrial, is prime agricultural land and is planted in 
cTDpjs. Jusl south of the eastem terminus of thc abandonment, is thc Rum Village ncighboiixood, 
a neighborhood that the Cjity is actively involved m relative to public woAs projects. The 
ahandomnerrt m itself would not conflict with planned pubhc improvcmaits. 

St Jost^h C:crtmty. aicn^ ^^ith the City, are in tbr prelimiaary stages of developing a 
comprehensive land use plan. The tmrrem zonmg clas.sificalion on either side ofthe track 
supports a vanety of industrial uses I would anticipate thai that would continue to be supported 
by long range planning- Due to ti3e cost of demucking, I would ftjrther antidpate that what Ls not 
currently devdop^ v«ll remam aj gopland ia the foreseeable future, 

~ ^ ^\,^y^ '^^c^ 



t-t<un . u t i . t i 

There is active intcxest in devdopiztg a eounty-wide tmi system in St. Joseph Cuumy. 
Pttlixmiuay steps arc being taken to coordinate thc Couaty and City eSbits in this tegBrd. Tbe 
City of Mishawaka will also be induded in this cfibtt. South Bend already bas aa extensive river 
•walk and bike network. TTiis ndwoik will eventuaUy link with the river network fliat tbe City of 
Mishawaka is developing, and that tije County has devdopod. SL Joseph County is also actively 
pursuing purchase ofa two mile abandoned rail Une north of South bend, to 4 c KCchigjan State 
Une. Thii seginentwiU eventuaUy cotmect to the Kalhaven Trial in h^cfaiga^ South Bend is 
catrently pursuing the abandonment of the Plymouth Industrial Track (STB Docket No. AB-167 
(Suh-No. 1165X) as a fiiture link to the developing ^rstan. 

As a final comment, the Dillon Junction abandonment wraps around one ofthe lop two state 
paries in Indiana, Potato Creek State Park (Figure 3-5d of the Bums & McDonnell exhibit, and 
indicated on thc map as "Stale Recreation Arca'̂ . The possibility and opportunity to Unk the 
South Bend/Mishawaka urban area with this piemici recreational fiicility by trail, cannot bc 
undetestimaled. Not only can a weU develofwd, regional trail system provide quantifiable 
qualrty of life issues, but the tourism potential also cannot go unnoticed. 

Ihank you fbr thc opportunity to comment. Please call if 1 can be iMtthex assistance. 

Sincerely, 

LaiTv Ma^ozzi, Asgjstant Dfrector 
Division of Plannmg & Neighborhood Development. 

cc: Jon Hunt 

lm/ratl07 

TOTAL P.a3 
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CITY OF GARY 
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

401 BKOAOWAY. ROOM tS 
CA£X.tHOUiHA 46401 

SCOXT U KING, KfUrOS 
SUZETTE RACCS, DEPOTV MAYOR 

JAMES n . CXAIC 

Augus t 27 , 1997 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: - ^ / . / , 
DOCUMENT # 

Carmen G i l o t t e 
DeLeuw, Cather and Company 
1133 I S t h Stxeet, N. W. 
Washingtoa, D.C. 2000S 

RE; Ervvironmental AnalyjJis 

Dear Mr. G i l o t t e : 

Please be informed t h a t we have reviewed the proposaJL f o r 
c o n s t r u c t i o n o f a proposed R a i l Line Connection w i t h i n our C i t y 
as i t r e l a t e s t o Environmental Concems and i t s e f f e c t on our 
Comprehensive Plan and Long Term Planning Objectives. 

The area inv o l v e d i s w i t h i n a Res d e n t i a l Dis-fcricfc and i s 
p r o j e c t e d fco remain as such. 

The new R a i l Line w i l l bc w i t h i n an e x i s t i n g R a i l r o a d R i g h t - o f -
way and t h e r e f o r e , w i l l not create any c o n f l i c t w i t h e x i s t i n g 
uses o r tJie envirorictent as f a r as t:his o f f i c e can detennine. 

I t s not w i t h i n a designated f l o o d p l a i n . 

We do n o t have any designated Costal Zones nor i s . l i h i s l o c a t i o n 
considered Prime A g r i c u l t u r a l Farmland. 

We t r u s t t h i s corresptindence w i l l help you assess your review o f 
any environmental impact t h i s p r o j e c t presents. 

However, please f e e l fre« t o contact t h i s o f f i c e should you need 
additi-onal i n f o r m a t i o n . 

Sincerely 

James D. Craig 
Zoning A d m i n i s t r a t o r 

JlX*: i c 
c c : R o l a n d Elvarcbeuna, C i t y Eng inee r 
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City Planner 
165 North Sdiuylcr 

Kankakee. Illinois 60901 
V«15) 936-7320 - Fax (815) 536-7314 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 

D0CL'M£NT#l^?7S:yj;:?, 

Septemba- 18, 199"; 

Mr Caimen Gilotte 
De Lewu, Cather & Company 
1133 15* Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20005 

Re: Enviroj'mental Analysis - Rail Lme Segment Construction 

Dear Mr Gilotte: 

In response to your endosed letter ofAugust 21, 1997, please note the followmg: 

1. The proposed rail line segmoit construction project is not incoasistent with the City's 
comprehensive plan (currently under development) as the proposed land use and zoning 
classification ofthe subject property is mdustrial; and, 

2. The proposed rail line segraent would have little or no effect on agricultural lands. 

Should you have any further questions or require any additional information, please give me a call. 

Sincerely, 

David A Schaeffer 
City Planner 

End. 

DAS/dh 
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BOARD OP COUNTY 
COMMISSIOIWERS 

Terry Boose 
Larry Sticox 

Karen Wilhelm 

September 16, 1997 

ISO Milan Avenue 
Norwalk. Ohio 448S7-119s 
Telephone (419) 6«8-3og2 

FAX (419) 663'3370 

Mr. Carmen Gilotte 
DcLcuw, Cather <S: Companv 
1133 15th Street, N W 
Washingtoa, DC 20005 

D.ar Mr. Gilotte: 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: /q/:>.y%21,..^ , , 

In response lo your request for an assessment of potential environmental impacts of the proposed 
rail line sccjnenl construction in Greenwich, Ohio, please see the attached communications. 

The communications from Huron County Emergency Management Assistance and Huron County 
Scil and Water Conservation District identify the concerns related to this project. 

Thank you for your consideration of these concems Please feel free to contact our office at 419-
668-3092 at any time for funhcr discussioa 

Huron County Commissioners 

AdllyK / / . 
Karen Wilhelm, President 

.jy^r 
Terry Bodsc, Vice President 



Huron County Emergency Management Agency 
Willia.m L. Ommert. Coordinator. 180 Milan Avenue. Norwalk. Ohio 4«57 
Phone: 41&-663-S772 Paue 4i9-€6S-6909 

Septenber 15,1997 CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: — 
DOCUMENT # _ 

Board of Huron County Commissioners 
180 Milan Avenue 
Norvvalk, OH 44857 

RE: Surface Transporution Environmeutal Study - Greenwich Railroad Expansion 

Dear Board of Commissioners; 

After reviewing material and coufening with Cary Brickner, Chief Art Evans, Mike King, and 
Mayor Fishbaugh, I have the followmg recommendations: 

1) Emergencv public access vi-Tli be jeopardized for residents living north md west ofthe 
current Conrail right-of-v*.-ay due to the increased number oftrains and switching taking 
pla'-je at the diamond area. This means, police, fire, and ambulance services may not be 
able to respond to residents in the above mentioned area.. 

2) Tne Village of Greenwich is concemed about street damage (hauling fiU) for the improved 

area. 

3) 

4) 

Fair and equiuble treatment for property owners. V.'hose property will be taken? 

Culverts and draina.ge areas wiil need to be enlarged to handle storm waters (see attached 
letter fi om Cary Brickner) 

Please send these comments to the Surface Transportation Board as some of these are life 
threatening. 

Sincerely yours. 

Bill Ommert, Director 
Huron County Emergency Management Agency 



,KUROM SOIL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT ^ , 

S Fair Road. Nonvatb. OKie 44857 

(419) (CS-TMS (419)«».S143 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNI' 

DOCUMENT? 

DRAINAGE RECOMMENDATIONS 

Involving 

CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC 
Cormection Construction 

Greenwich. Ohio 
September, 1997 

Subimned by: Cary Brickner, Distnct Manager / Dramage Coordinator 

Four separate drainage crossings have been identified along the proposed connection 
constructton. (See atiached map with location and numbering) 

Recommendations: 

Crossing #1 - the 30" inch cast iron pipe needs to be extended at least 10 feet beyond the 
proposed toe of slope on both the north and south side such as to prevent ballast stone 
and other debris from rolling down the slope and obstructing the free flow of runoflf. 

- The condition ofthe existing 30" culvert needs to be inspected and repaired It appears 
as though the tongue and grove culvert pipe have separated. A smk hole was observed 
berween the rails and ties above. 

Crossing ~2 - is a 10 inch cla. tile which was observui to be crushed and obstructed This tile 
should be repaired and replaced within the width of the night of way or relocated and 
outleted to the west along the south side ofthe railroad into the drainage ditch located 
about 300 feet to the west-

Crossings ̂ 3 & M - #3 is a 48" cast iron tongue and groove culvert pipe and #4 in an open span 
bridge. Both appear to be of sufficient size and depth. Both need to be extended at least 
10 feet beyond the proposed toe of slope on both the north and south side such as to 
prevent ballast stone and other debris from rolling down the slope and obstructing the 
free flow of nmoff 



STB FD-33388 10-27-97 K ID-CITIES 



COtJNTY B O A R D 
V E R M I L I O N C O U N T Y I L L I N O I S 

September 11. 1997 CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: / 0 / 2 7.4 7 
DOCUMENT # Mfex2^_£if_^ Mr. Carmen Gilotte 

Del>uv, Cather & Company 
1133 15th Street, N.W. 
Waehington, DC 20005 
Fax: (202) 775-3468 

RE: Finarice Dockett No. 3 33388 — CSX and Norfollc 
Southern Control and Acqpiisition — c o n r a i l ; Agency 
Consultation or Abandonments 

Replies to your questions follov: 

Question # 1 
Determine the consietency of the proposed 

abandonment with youx future cozaprehensive land-uce 
plan and laap. Please identify: 

(a) The future land use plan c l a s s i f i c a t i o n for 
the area of the nev proposed abandomnent. 

(b) Any potential inconsistent lajid uses created 
by the proposed abandonment. 

Answer # 1(a) 
The county of Vermilion does not have zoning. 

There i s no known plein of land use for subject area. 

Ansver i 2(b) 
I would imagine that "Rails for T r a i l s " might 

show an interest after abandoniaent. 
There w i l l probably be sone interest shovn by 

adjoining famers. 

Question # 2 
Determine and confirm any potential ef f e c t on 

prime agricultural lands (based on the attached U.S. 
Natux-al Resources Conservation Service definition) . 

Prmtcti 00 recy<=Ial paper 



i W r t̂ . <tuH ^ u c . I I ^ C A A J w v_ /-A 1 n t-. 

Answer # 2 
AXtjbcK^ prize agricultural land does exist along 

this l ine, T can't envision such uf an inyarr to the 
land. 

Questlcn # 3 
Detemine and confirm any effect: on l^nd ar 

water t?esauroes vithin a designated ooastal zcca and 
i t s oczisistjency with the ooastal zone tranagonent plan. 

AnsMsr # 3 
I don't see asty inpact cn ratural resources here. 

Question # 4 
Detennine tAiether the right-of way i s suitable 

fior altemative public uses. Specifically: 

(a) I f you determine that tbe pn:paeed 
abandorsnsBit i s suitable far altemative ptfttlic use, 
please prcvide SE^ vdth the rationale for such a 
determtnatian; 

Answr f 4(a) 
I wuld think this line within Vermilion Ctourrty 

would make a good rails to tra i l s oorricks:. 

Sinoerely 

MAX CALL 
VERIEUOM COOKIY B»RD CHAHSAN 

MC/Bsl 
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City of Qeveland 

Qtr PtannSng Commiuion 
Hunter Monison. Oireflor 
601 LBkestde Avenue Room 501 
Osve'ind. Ohio 4A114-1071 
216/664-2210 - Fu 216/66* ' i 8 1 

Mr. Cannen Gilotte 
DeLeuw. Calher & Co. 
1133 15uh Street, NW. 
Washmston.DC 20005 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: ypyj^ y^ / 

mmim ^ III/n IQMG 

Dear Mr. Gii jtte, 

This letter is ia response to your correspondence regard'ng the CSX/NS 
acquisition of Conrail propemes and the work that is pn^osed at Collinwood 
Yards within the Cit>- of Cleveland. Your lelter refers \o three specific issues, 
consistency of the proposed rail segment wilh the rutu:e iand use pian, ils 
potenUai impact on prime agricultural lands, and effects on land or water 
resources within a designated coastal zone. Belov, arc our responses: 

O Consistency with future land use plan; The land m question L- zoned 
Industnal and is proposed for induscrial uses on the future lanu use map. 

O Potential effect on pnme agricultural land; The land involved has not been 
under cultivation for at least 100 years and has been industnal in nature for 
decades. Therefore, there, would be no affect on agricultural land. 

o Effect on tand or water resources within a designated coastal zone; It is 
our understanding that this properry does not lie within and coastal zone 
management area. Therefore, there would be no affect on a coastal zone 
manaaement area. 

The City of Cleveland has other concems regarding potentioj environmental 
impacts this proposal may have on the immediate area, such as noise, additional 
truck traffic generated by lhe project, etc. We may be in contaci with you on ihesc 
issues. 

Thank you for this opp^ftumty to comment. 

Sincerely,, 

Huhi^i MSrfison, Director 
i;y Planmng Commission 
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ERNEST J.JBWErr 
M*ycw 

RONAU5W SPORYZ. Jr. 
Deputy Mayor 

KATHUEEN COLE 
CBORGELEE 

BETTY C A W J N ANDERSON 
Tmstocs 

Mr. Carmen G i l o t t 
DeLELW, CATHER & 
1133 F i f n e e n t l St 
Washington, DC 2 

Village of Blasdell 
"Gatewav to the Sourhcowns" 

RE; 

COMPANY 
r e e t N.W. 
0005 

FINANCE DOCKET NC. 
CONTROL AND ACQUISITION 
ON CONSTRUCTIONS 

BARBARAS. CESAR 
ViUa^ Ai-'junisttvar 

Village Clerk * Treasurer 

BARBARA D. SHEEHAN 
Deputy Q a t 

JAMES SHAW 
Village AnotDcy 

BUGENE W. SAUSBURY 
ViUage lastiee 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
nti D: yy/yzy^? 

33 3SS--CSX AND NORFOLK SOUTKEKN 
CONRAIL: AGENCY CONSULTATION 

Dear G i l o f t e : 

Pursuant t o your request of September S, 199" r e l a t i v e t o the 
above i t i a t t e r c u r r e n t l y under the s c r u t i n y of t h e Service 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board, please be advised of the f o l l o v ; i n g : 

1. Tht..re i s no inconsistency i n the proposed " a i l j i n e 
seg.T'ent c o n s t r u c t i o n which adversely impacts a l a n d use 
pl a n and map. 

2. There i s no adverse impact w i t h respect t o the proposed 
r a i l l i n e c o n s t r u c t i o n on prime a g r i c u l t u r a l lands. 

T.he propcsed c o n s t r u c t i o n 
designated c o a s t a l zone. 

does not impact upon 

4 . The proposed c o n s t r u c t i o n nay w e l l have an iinpact upcn 
v e h i c u l a r t r a f f i c w i t h i n the V i l l a g e of B l a s d e l l . 
Inasinuch 3S t h e r e i s a r e s i d e n t i a l zoning c l a s s i f i c a t i o n 
t o the East of the proposed c o n s t r u c t i o n . We are 
concerned about a e s t h e t i c s , the l e v e l of noise, and anv 
t r a n s i t o r y p o l l u t a n t s t h a t could be e i n i t t e d as a r e s u l t 
of t he c o n s t r u c t i o n . 

J^'^r.struction i s completed we recognize t h a t the volume of 
^ / / ± ^ y / y ^ y / / through t he V i l l a g e of b l a s d e l l n,ay increase 
JehTcu? ' ' ' i i ^ V ^ - «^^.^t^°"^^^«g^rding s a f e t y t o pe d e s t r i a n s and 
^11^ / / / / ^""".^ W i t h i n t he V i i i ^ c r e of B l a s d e l l are a concern. 
The l e v e l of noise c e r t a i n l y 
impacted. -s an area t h a t could be adversely 

: M'RIAM AViiNUE PO BOX 2Un BLASDELL, NEw 
m£PHONE: (716, 822-1921 FAX. ai6l K^i.ll.^ 



Mr. Caraen G i l o t i e 
page two 
October IS, 1997 

Sheuld you have any concerns w i t h respect t o t h i s response, or 
need a a d i t i o n a l information. Kindly contact the undersigned or the 
Vi l l a g e Clerk/Administrator of the v i l l a g e of Bla s d e l l , Ms. Barbara 
Cesar at the address and telephone nuinber indicated above. 

Very t r u l y yours, 

^A/rjLxJ- C/ C/^t<(d/ 

Ernest J. Jewett 
Mayor of the v i l l a g e of Blasdell 


