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ARNOLD & POKTER 
^ „ ENTERED 
Off,CO of the Secretary 

- \ 7.m 
f art of 

PubHc Record Augu.st 3, 2001 

B\ HAND DEUVER > - Ormnal and 25 Copies 

The Honorable Vemon A. VVilliams 
Secretary, Surface Transportation Board 
Mcrcur> Building, Room 700 
1925 KStreet. N.W. 
Washington, D C. 20423 

Mary Gabrielle Sprague 
Mary^Gay Spraguo@aporter.com 

202.942.5773 
202.942.5999 -ax 

555 Twelfth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20004-1206 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388, C5.V Corporation and CSX Transportation, 
Inc., Sorfolk Southern Corporation and Xorfolk Southern Railway 
Company - Control and Operating Leases/.Agreements — Conrail Inc. 
and Consolidated Rail Corporation -

Petition for Extension of Time for Completion of Compliance with 
Environmental Condition 11 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

Pursuant to Environmental Condition 11 of Appendix Q ofDecision No. 89 in the 
above proceeding. Applicants are required, with the written concurrence ofthe responsible 
local govemments, to mitigale train wayside noise at thc locations identified in the table 
entitled "Receptors that Meet Wayside Noise Mitigation Critena." Knvironmenlal 
Condition 11 further provides that the specific requirements ofthe condition "shall not apply 
to those communities that have executed Negotiated .Agreements with Applieants that satisfy 
thc communities' environmental concems." In Decision No. 166 (served August 22. 2000), 
the Board granted CSX and Conrail a one-year extension ofthe original comphance dale and 
established an amended compliance date ofAugust 22, 2001. CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, Inc. hereby request a funher six-month extension, until Febmary 22, 2002, to 
complete their compliance w ith Environmental Condition 11. .M the request of Conrail, vve 
arc also requesting a six-month extension for Conrail to complete its compliance with 
Environmental Condition 11. 

CSX has worked diligently dunng the past three years to implement 
Environmental Condition 11. CSX has submitted to the Board 31 Negotiated Agreemenis 
under Env ironmental Condition 11, all of w hich have been approv ed by the Board. Nine of 
these Negotiated Agreemenis were accomplished during the past year. Significantly, the 
Negotiated Agreernents cover all of the eligible recepiors identified in Environmental 
Condition 11 that are located in Indiana and Ohio CSX also entered into Negotiated 
Agreements with nine responsible local govemments in Pennsylvania. Only Elizabeth 

Washington, DC Nevv YorK Los Angeies Century City Denver London Northern Virginia 



ARNOLD & Î ORTER 
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Township and Rostraver Township infomied CS.X that thev wished CS.X to contact 
individual property owners. There are 28 structures eligible for noise mitigation in these 
townships. CSX has contacted the individual property owners as requested, and, to date, has 
entered into agreements with all but six property owners. Ilius CSX has satisfied 
I-nvironmental Condition 1 1 with respect to almost 99" o ofthe structures eligible for noisc 
mitigation under that Condition. 

Conrail has also worked diligently to comply w ith Tinvironmcnlal Condition 11 
with respeet to the eligible receptors located in the Detroit Shared .\ssets .Area. Conrail 
entered into Negotiated Agreements vv ith tvvo responsible local gov emments, both of vvhich 
were approved by the Board. However. .Allen Park. Ml. .Ash Township. MI and Tincoln 
Park, .MI infomied Conrail that they vv ished Conrail to contact indiv idual property ow ners. 
There are 8 stmctures eligible for noise mitigation in these communities. Conrail has 
contacted the individual property owners as requested, and. to date, has entered into an 
agreement w ith one propertv ow ner 

CSX and Conrail are continuing to confer vvith the owners ofthe remaining 
stmctures. If an agreement is not reached vvith a property ow ner in the near future, CSX and 
Conrail vvill promptly evaluate feasible altematives for implementing E.nvironmental 
Condition 11 vvith respect to that stmcture. In order lo complete its negotiations vvith the 
owners ofthe eligible stmctures or to implement linvironmental Condition 11 through 
ahemative means, CS.X and Conrail believe that a six-month extension ofthe deadline for 
compliance vvith Environmental Condition 11 w ill be useful and is warranted. 

For these reasons, we respectfully request that the time for completion of 
compliance with Environmental Condition 11 be extended unlil Tcbruary 22, 2002. 

Respectfully submitted 

Mary Gabrielle .Sprague 
Counsel for CS.Y Corporalion and 

CS.\' Transportation, Inc. 

cc: Victoria J. Rutson, SEA 
Neil Ferrone, Chief Environmental and Safetv Officer, Conrail 
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jRTATiow BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

i.: u L i - -^ [HI 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

July 3, 2001 

Bnmo Maestri 
V'ice President Public Affairs 
Norfolk Southem Corporation 
1500 KStreet, N.W. Suite 375 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388, CSX Corporation and CSX rran.sportation. Inc., 
Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railvvay Company 
Control and Operating Leases/Agreements — Conrail Inc. and Consolidated 
Rail Corporation (Conrail Acquisition). 

Dear Mr. Maestri: 

This letter responds to your request for the Section of Environmental Analysis's (SEA) 
assistance in verifying the locations of eligible individual sensitive noise receptors in several 
communities in Virginia without Negotiated Agreements. You state that remaining for resolution 
ofthe mitigation requirements established by Condition 11 of Appendix Q (Environmental 
Conditions) ofthe Surface Transportation Board's Decision No. 89 are the individual noise 
receptor locations identified along portions ofthe Norfolk Southem (NS) Riverton Junction, 
Virginia to Roanoke, Virginia (N-100) line segment where local govemments have infonned NS 
that the mitigation should be addressed by NS with the individual receptors (residences), or 
where discussions between NS and the local govemments continue but have not yet resulted in 
Negotiated Agreements or requests to NS to initiate individual noise receptor contact. 
Specificaily, you ask that SEA retain the consulting firm. Public Affairs Management (PAM), to 
conduct field verification of the locations of the sensitive receptors along N-100 in communities 
that do not have Negotiated Agreements with NS. 

In response to your request, SEA will retain PAM, at NS' expense, to conduct field 
verifications at locations along the N-100 line segment without Negotiated Agreements to 
identify all sensitive receptors along that are located in the established 70 db (decibel) noise 
contour. PAM will verify the use of each identified receptor within the noise contour, as well as 
the location (record the distance of thc receptor from the center line ofthe track) ofthe sensitive 
receptor relative to the rail line. The width ofthe 70 db noise contour for the N-100 line is 146 
fect, or 73 feet on either side ofthe rail line. The noise contour was established in the 1998 Final 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Conrail Acquisition. As previously agreed, PAM will 



also identify all visible residences within 20 feet ofthe 70 db noise contour and recoid the 
stmcture as located outside of the noise contour. This related task will assist the Board in 
responding to public inquiries regarding the distance of nearby residences which are located 
outside ofthe established noisc contour. 

Once SEA is satisfied that all sensitive receptors within the 70 db noise contour have 
been identified, SEA will provide NS with a final list of sensitive receptors that are eligible for 
noise mitigation. NS will be responsible for the mitigation of train wayside noise (locomotive 
engine and wheel/rail noise) at noise-sensitive receptor locations on N-100 wilhin the established 
noise contour that do not have Negotiated Agree-nents that satisfy the communities 
environmental concems. The Board encourages railroads and communities to negotiate private 
solutions to environmental issues. As vve discussed, NS may enter into Negotiated Agreements 
with communities along the N-100 line segment and request that Environmental Condition No. 
1 i be amended to reflect the parties' Negotiated Agreement. 

Ifyou have any further questions, please feel free to contact Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball, the 
Board's environmental project manager for this ̂ .lOceeding at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Victoria Rutson 
Acting Chief 
Section of Enviroiunental Anaiysis 
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By Hand Delivery - Original and 25 Copies 

The Honorable Vcmon .A. Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
Mercury Building, Room 700 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
W ashington, D.C.20423 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388-C5A' Corporation and CS.X Transportation, 
Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Raihvay 
Company—Control and Operating Leases/Agreements-Conrail, Inc. and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation; 
Negotiated .Agreement vvith Town of Stanlev , Virginia 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southem RaiKvay Company hereby 
submit a Negotiated Agreement w ith the Tow n of Stanley, Virginia pursuant to Environmental 
Condition 11 ofDecision no. 89 (slip op. at 401-02). This Negotiated Agreement effectuates the 
Board's preference for privately negotiated solutions stated in Decision No. 89 (slip op. at 153): 
"[To] give effect to privately negotiated solutions whenever possible, we clarify that negotiated 
agreements w ill remain available as an altemative to the local and site-specific mitigation 
imposed here (for cxampie, specific grade crossing upgrade mitigation, real time monitoring for 
emergency response delay, or noise mitigation)." Environmental Condition 11 similariy 
provides that the specific terms of the condition may be superseded by a Negotiated Agreement 
vvith the responsible local govemment that satisfies that community's environmental concems. 

As stated in the enclosed Negotiated Agreement, the parties request that 
Environmental Condition 11 be amended by deleting the Town of Stanley receptors from those 
identified on the Riverton Junction,VA to Roanoke, \ . \ line segment and that Environmental 
Condition 51 be amended by adding this Negotiated Agreement vvith the Tovvn of Stanley, dated 
October 13, 2000, to the list of Negotiated Agreements entered into by Norfolk Southem. 
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The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
October 27, 2000 
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Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please contact me at (202) 736-8071 
should you have any questions about this submission. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Cp^^i^ ̂ . ^^^^ 
Constance .\. Sadler 

Enclosure 

cc: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Stanley Town Manager Martha M. Grav es 



NORFOLK 
S O U T H E R N 

Norfolk Southem Corporaticn W. Bruce Wingo 
325 Old City Hall Resident Vice P-esident 
1001 East Broad Street P""'": '^"^"^ 
Richmond. Virginia 23219-1932 
804 649-2485 
804 649-3447 FAX 

September 8, 2000 

Ms. Martha M. Graves 
Town Manager 
Town of Stanley 
278 East Main Street 
Stanley, VA 22851 

Re: Negotiated Agreement Relating to NS/CSX Acquisition of Conrail 

Dear Ms. Graves: 

Thank you for the time you dedicated to discuss with Norfolk Southern ("NS") the 
opportunities and environmental issues associated with the Norfolk Southern 
Shenandoah Line, and in particular the environmental effects identified by the Surface 
Transportation Board of increased train traffic, inciuding wayside noise, through the 
Town of Stanley. 

NS and the Town of Stanley have jointly developed this Negotiated Agreement 
to satisfy the Town of Stanley's environmental concerns. NS will pay the Town of 
Stanley the sum of $30,000.00. The Town of Stanley agrees to utilize the settlement 
amount in its sole discretion for the benefit of the citizens of the Town of Stanley for 
appropriate public purposes including noise mitigation. 

This Negotiated Agreement wil! be filed with the Surface Transportation Board 
to document satisfaction with Environmental Condition 11 of the Surface Transportation 
Board's decision authorizing the NS/CSX acquisition of Conrail with respect to the 
Town of Stanley, and is intended to supersede any other obligations of NS under 
Environmental Condition 11. 

Operating Subsidiary: Norfoll< Souihern Railway Company 



Ms Martha M Graves September 8, 2000 

Upon signature beiow by the authorized representative for the Town of Stanley, 
this Negotiated Agreement shall serve as the parties' joint request to the Surface 
Transportation Board that this Negotiated Agreement be incorporated into 
Environmental Condition 51 of Finance Docket No 33388, Decision No. 89. This 
Negotiated Agreement will become effective upon an oroer of the Surface 
Transportation Board accepting this Agreement. 

Please countersign this letter to indicate your agreement. 

W. B. Wingoj^ 
Resident Vice President 

ACCEPTED AND AGREED TO BY: 

Name: ^ 

Title: ~foujni r\]Aitjd^ 

Address: P. C. .^c^ 22^ 

^Sr^rt^bp., , 1/(1 
7 



^own of Stanley 
P O BOX 2 2 0 

STANLEY VIRGINIA 2 2 8 5 1 

October 13, 2000 TELEPHONE 703 773 3454 

W. B. Wingo 
Resident Vice President 
Norfolk Southem Corporatk)Q 
325 OU City Hall 
1001 East Broad Street 
Richmond. Virginia 23219-1932 

Dear Mr. Wingo: 

Please find enclosed the executed agreement relating to NS/CSX Acquisitk>n 
of ConraiL 

We have appreciated your assistance in this matter and it hes been a pleasure to 
woric with you. 

Sincerely, 

Martha M Graves 
Town Manager 

Enclosure 
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October 27. 2000 

By Hand Deliver\' - Original and 25 Copies 

I hc Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
Mercury Building, Room 700 
1925 KStreet, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.20423 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388—C5X Corporation and CS.X Transportation, 
Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporation and .Xorfolk Southern Railway 
Company-Control and Operating Leases/.4greeinettts—Conrail, Inc. and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation: 
Negotiated .Agreement nith Town of Elkton, \ irginia 

Dear Secretary Willianis: 

Norfolk Southem Corporalion and Norfolk Southem Railway Company hereby 
submit a Negotiated Agreemenl with the Tou n of Elkton, Virginia pursuant to Environmertai 
Condition 11 ofDecision no. 89 (slip op. at 401-02). This Negotiated Agreement effectuates the 
Board's preference for privately negotiated solutions stated in Decision No. 89 (slip op. at 153): 
"[To] give eflect to privately negotiated solutions whenever possible, wc clarify that negotiated 
agreements will remain available as an alternative to the local and site-specific mitigation 
imposed hcie (for e.xampie, specific grade crossing upgrade mitigation, real time monitoring for 
emergency response delay, or noise mitigation)." En\ ironmcntal Condiiion 11 similarly 
provides that the specific temis ofthe condition may be superseded by a Negotiated Agreement 
with the responsible local govemment that satisfies that community's environmental concems. 

As stated in the enclosed Negotiated Agreement, the parties request that 
Environmental Condition 11 be amended by deleting the Town of Elkton receptors from those 
identified on the Riverton Junction.VA to Roanoke, VA line segment and that Environmental 
Condition 51 be amended by adding this Negotiated Agreement with the Town of Elkton, dated 
September 29, 2000, to the lisl of Negotiated .Agreements enlered into by Norfolk Southem. 
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Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please contact me at (202) 736-8071 
should you have any questions about this submission. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Constance A. Sadler 

Enclosure 

cc: Elaine K. Kaiser 
The Honorable M. Lee Dearing 



N O R F O L K 
S O U T H E R N 

^ T n l % T » ' ? > Corporation VV. B r u « Wingo 
325 Old City Hall Resident Vica pTes.dent 
1001 East Broad Street I'UDIIC Affairs 
Richmond, Virginia 23219-1932 
804 649-2485 
S04 649-3447 FAX 

September 22, 2000 

Hon. M. Lee Dearing 
Mayor 
Town of Elkton 
173 West Spotswood Avenue 
Elkton, VA 22827 

Re: Negotiated Agreement Relating to NS/CSX Acquisition of Conrail 

Dear Mayor Dearing; 

Thank you for the time you dedicated to discuss with Norfolk Southem ("NS") the 
opportunities and environmental issues associated with the Norfolk Southern 
Shenandoah Line, and in particular the environmental effects identified by the Surface 
Transportation Board of increased train traffic, including wayside noise, through the 
Town of Elkton. 

NS and the Town of Elkton have jointly developed this Negotiated Agreement to 
satisfy the Town of Elkton's environmental concerns. NS will pay the Town of Elkton 
the sum of $40,000.00. The Town of Elkton agrees to utilize the settlement amount in 
its sole discretion for the benefit of the citizens of the Town of Elkton for appropriate 
public purposes including noise mitigation. 

This Negotiated Agreement will be filed with the Surface Transportation Board to 
document satisfaction with Environmentai Condition 11 of the Surface Transportation 
Board's decision authorizing the NS/CSX acquisition of Conrail with respect to the 
Town of Elkton, and is intended to supersede any other obligations of NS under 
Environmental Condition 11. 

Upon signature below by the authorized representative for the Town of Elkton. 
this Negotiated Agreement shall serve as the parties' joint request to the Surface 
Transportation Board that this Negotiated Agreement be incorporated into 
Environmental Condition 51 of Finance Docket No. 33388, Decision No. 89. This 
Negotiated Agreement will become effective upon an order of the Surface 
Transportation Board accepting this Agreement. 

Operating Subsidiary: Norfolk Soutliern Railway Company 



Hon. M. Lee Dearing - 2 - September 22. 2000 

Please countersign this letter to indicate your agreement. 

Sincerely, 

W. B. Wingo 
Residfcnt Vice President 

ACCEPTED AND AGREED TO BY: 

Name: , ^ ^ 

Title: ^.^y'a,^ 

Address: ^^s' ^^sTr*^^^ >ŷ <**' 

Certificate of Admpwledgtnent 

City/County ot //O/J/'J^/j/^^^^j 

Connonwealth of Virginia 

My connission expires: C/CO, 3/ ZC^iL> 

Notary Public 
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STEPTOE & JC:)HNSON LLP 
1330 ComwcticHt AvasM, NW 
Washington. DC 2MI36-1795 

AHORNEYS AT IAW TatophoM 202.429J000 
Facaimile 202.429.3902 
www.ataptoa.coai 

DAVID H COBURN 
(202) 429-8063 

dcoburn@steptoe com 

ENTERED 
Offlee of the Secretary 

OCT -e 2000 
Partof 

Public Rocord 

October 5. 2000 

-pF.CFlVfO 
OCT 5 20̂^ 

BY HAND DFXIVERY - Original and 25 Copies 

The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary. Surface Transportation Board 
Mercury Building, Room 700 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Rc: Finance Docket No. 33388. CSX Corporation and CSX Tramportation, 
Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk .Southern Railway 
Company - Control and Operating Leases/Agreements - Conrad Inc. and 
Comolidated Rail C orporation 
Negotiated Agreement with Rochester. Ohio 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. hereby submit a Negotiated 
Agreement with Rochester, Ohio pursuant to Environmental Condition 11 ofDecision No. 89 
(slip op. at 401-02). This Negotiated Agreement effectuates the Board's preference for privately 
negotiated solutions stated in Decision No. 89 (slip op. at 153): "[To] give effect to privately 
negotiated solutions whenever possible, we clarify that negotiated agreements will remain 
available as an altemative to the local and site-specific mitigation imposed here (for example, 
specific grade crossing upgrade mitigation, real time monitoring for emergency response delay, 
or noise mitigation)." Environmental Condition 11 similarly provides that thc specific terms of 
the condition may be superseded by a Negotiated Agreement with the responsible local 
govemment that satisfies that community's environmental concems. 

As stated in the enclosed Negotiated Agreement, the parties request that 
Environmental Condition 11 be amended by deleting Rochester, Ohio on the Berea, OH to 
Greenwich, OH line segment from the list of communities and that Environmental Condition 51 
be amended by adding this Negotiated Agreement with Rochester, Ohio dated July 26, 2000, and 
accepted by Rochester on August 28, 2000, to the list of Negotiated Agreements entered into by 

WASHINGTON PHOENIX LOS ANGELES 



The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
October 5, 2000 
Page 2 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please contact ms (202-429-8063) if 
you have any questions about this submission. 

Sincerelv, 

DHC:dyj 

Enclosure 

David H. Cobum 
Counsel for CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, Inc. 

cc: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Mayor Brian T. Hodgkin 



July 26. 2000 

The Honorable Brian T. Hodgkin 
Mayor, Village of Rochester 
104 E. North Street 
Rochester, Ohio 44090 

Re: Negotiated Agreement Relating to CSX/NS Acquisition of Conrail 

Dear Mayor Hodgkin: 

Thank you for the time you dedicated to the opportunities and environmental 
issues associated with CSX's proposed operations through your community. CSX 
consulted with the Village of Rochester regarding the environmental effects identified by 
the Surface Transportation Board of increased train traffic, including wayside noise, 
through the Village of Rochester. The Village of Rochester and CSX have jointly 
developed this Negotiated Agreement to satisfy the Village of Rochester's environmental 
concems. CSX will pay the Village of Rochester $210,000.00. The Village of Rochester 
agrees to utilize the settlement amount in ils sole discretion for the benefit ofthe citizens 
of the Village of Rochester, for appropriate public purposes, including noise mitigation. 

This Negotiated Agreement will be filed with the Surface Transportation Board to 
document satisfaction of Environmental Condiiion 11 with respect to the Village of 
Rochester, and is intended to supersede any other obligations under Environmental 
Condition 11. The parties jointly request the Board's approval by requesting that this 
Negotiated Agreement be incorporated into Envirormiental Condition 51 of Finance 
Dockel No. 33388, Decision 89. This Negotiated Agreement will become effective upon 
an order ofthe Board acceptii^ this agreemenl. 

Please countersign this letter to indicate your agreement. 

Zipwners / 

Accepted and Agreed to: 

Dat© 
Village oT Rochester 
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CONRAIL 

December 14, 1999 

4 

sra 

The Honorable Vemon A Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportaticm Board 
1925 KStreet, N W 
Washington, D C 20423 

RE STB Finance Document No 33388 ̂ Service Date - Julv 23. 19̂ 8>: CSX and NS - Control 
and Acquisition of Conrail 

Subject Certificgtion of Conrail Shared Assets Compliance with Environmental Condition 8(A) 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

Enclosed please find twenty-five (25) hard copies and one electronic copy for the subject 
environmental condition certifying compliance m accordance with STB Decision No. 89 

If you have any questions regarding this submission, I can be reached at the foUowmg address and 
phone number: 

Conrail, Environmaital and Safety Department 
Room 432 
1000 Howard Boulevard 
Mount Laurel, NJ 08054 

Phone number 856-231-2008 

Craig Curry 
Chief Environmental and Safetv Officer 

cc: Ms Elaine Kaiser (5 copies) 
Mr Bob Allen - CSX 
Mr Bruno Maestri - NS 

Mr Timothy T. O'Tole 
Ms. Cheryl Cook 

CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 1000 HOWARD BOULEVARD. MT LAUREL, NJ 08054-2355 



Otflc* o< 

OEC 16 1999 
P»rt ol 

public Record 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
STB FINANCE DOCUMENT NO 33388 

JS /̂ ", 

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

-CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASE AGREEMENTS-
CONRAIL INC AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

Decision 89, as Amended by Decision 96 
Appendix Q, Environmental Conditions 

I General Em/ironmental Conditions 
Condition 8(A) Safety Hail At-grade Crossings 

Certification for 
Conrail Inc and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

December 14, 1999 



CERTIFICATION OF PROJECT COMPLETION 

In accordance with Environmental Condition 8(A) set forth in Appendix Q to decision No 
89 of the Surface Transportation Board in Docket No 33388, Conrail and Consolidated 
Rail Corporation (Conrail) hereby certify that Conrail has compiled with the requirements 
of Condition 8(A) 

The Pennsylvania Road, Wayne Taylor, Michigan rail at-grade crossing waming 
protection was upgraded from flashing lighis to gates (Rail Line Segment ID S-020, FRA 
ID #511027V) The work to improve crossing waming protection tfiis location was 
successfully completed on November 16, 1999 

Certified by: 

Craig Curry 
Conrail - Chief Environmental and Safety Officer 

Date Deceniber 14, 1999 
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MARY GABRIELLE SPRAGUE 
'202> 942-5773 

A R N O L D 8c P O R T E R 
5 5 5 TWELFTH STREET, N W. 

WASHINGTON. D C 2 0 0 0 4 - 1 2 0 2 

I 2 0 2 ) 9 ^ 2 - 5 0 0 0 

FACSIMILE 1 2 0 2 ) 9 4 2 SOWS 

December 13. 1999 

NEW YORK 

DENVER 

LOS ANGELES 

LONOON 

BUMNLLnEUVEBl - <?r/g(Viff/ md 25 Copifs 

The Honorable Vcmon A. Williams 
Secretary, Surface 1 ransportation Board 
-Mc-cuPv Building, Room 700 
1V25 K Street. N W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

ENTEREO 
OHlco of the Secretaiy 

DEC 1 4 1999 
Part of 

PubHc Becord 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, 
Inc., .Xorfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company ~ Control and Operating Leases/Agreements — Conrad Inc. 
and Consolidated Rail Corporation -
•Negotiated Agreement with Township of W ashington. Ohla 

Dear Secretary Williams; 

CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. hereby submit a Negotiated 
Agreement with the Township of Washington pursuant to Environmental Condition 11 of 
Decision No. 89 (slip op. al 401-02). This Negotiated .Agreement effectuates the Board's 
preference for pnvately negotiated solutions stated in Decision No. 89 (slip op. at 153): 
"[To] give effect to pnvately negotiated solutions whenever possible, we clarify that 
negotiated agreements will remain available as an altemative to the local and site-specific 
mitigation imposed hcrc (for example, specific grade crossing upgrade mitigation, real time 
monitonng for emergency response delay, or noise mitigation)." Lnvironmental Condition 
11 similarly provides that the specific terms cf the condition may be superseded by a 
Negotiated Agreement with the responsible local govemment that satisfies that community's 
cnvironmenlal concems. 

.As stated in the enclosed Negotiated Agreement, the parties request that 
Environmental Condition 1! be amended by deleting the Township of Washington receptors 
from those identified on the Deshler, OH to Toledo, OH line segment and that Environmental 
Condition 51 be amended by adding this Negotiated Agreement with the Township of 
Washinglon, dated November 16, 1999, to the list of Negotiated Agreements entered into by 
CSX. 

326423 



A R N O L D 6c P O R T E R 

Hon. Vemon A. W îlliams 
December 13, 1999 
Page 2 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please coniact me (202-942-5773) if 
you have any questions about this submission. 

Respectfully yours, 

.Mary Gabrielle Sprague 
Counsel for CSX Corporation and 

CSX Transportation, Inc. 

Enclosure 

cc; Elaine K. Kaiser 
William F. Heiman, Clerk, Township of Washington 



November 16, 1999 

William F. Heiman, Clerk 
Washington 1 ownship. Wood County 
Box 211 
Tontogany, Ohio 43565-0211 

Re: Negolialed Agreement Relaling to CSX Acquisiiion of Conraii 

Dear Mr. Heiman. 

Thank you for the time you dedicated to the opportuniiies and environmenlai 
issues associated with CSX's operaiions through your community. CSX consuhed with 
the Township of Washinglon regarding the environmental effects identified by the 
Surface Transportation Board of increased train traffic, including wayside noise, through 
the Township of Washington. The Township of Washington and CSX have jointly 
developed this Negotiated Agreement to satisfy the Tovmship of Washington's 
environmental concems. CSX will pay the Township of Washington $20,000. )0. The 
Township of Washinglon agrees lo utilize the settlement amount in ils sole discretion for 
the benefit of the citizens of the Township of Washington, for appropriate public 
purposes including noise mitigation. 

This Negotiated Agreement will be filed wilh the Surface Transportaiion Board to 
document satisfaction of Environmental Condition 11 wilh respeci lo the TowTiship of 
Washington, and is intended lo supersede any other obligations under Environmental 
Condition 11. The parties joinlly requesl the Board's approval by requesiing lhat this 
Negolialed Agreement be incorporated inlo Environmenlai Condition 51 of Finance 
Docket No. 33388. Decision No. 89. This Negotiated Agreemenl will become etfective 
upon an order of the Board accepting this agreement. 

Please countersign this leiter to indicaie your agreement. 

Sincerely, 

Neal F. Zimme 

Accepted and Agreed to: 

k r i J M - ^ ; . A . ^ . v A ^ DaleJLL'JJLriJ i i . 
Township of Washington 
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part ot 
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November 19. 1999 

NEW YORK 

DENVER 

LOS ANGELES 

LONDON 

RECEIVED 
NOV 1? 195: 

%tf. 
BY II.AND DELIl ERY-Original and 25 Copies 

l he Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary, Surface I ransportation Board 
Mercury Building, Room 700 
1925 KStreet, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Re: Finance Docket .No. 33388, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, 
Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company — Control and Operating Leases/.Agreements ~ Conrail Inc. 
and Consolidated Rail Corporation -
•Negotiated .A{;reenient with Ftna Green. Indiana 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation. Inc. hereby submit a Negotiated 
Agreement with the Town of Etna Green, Indiana pursuant to Environmental Condition 11 of 
Decision No. 89 (Appendix Q). This Negotiated Agreement effectuates the Board's 
preference for privately negotiated solutions stated in Decision No. 89 (slip op. at 153): 
"[To] give effect to privately negotiated solutions whenever possible, we clarify that 
negotiated agreements will remain available as an altemative to the local and site-specific 
mitigation imposed here (for example, specific grade crossing upgrade mitigation, real time 
monitoring for emergency response delay, or noise mitigation)." Environmental 
Condition 11 similarly provides that the specific terms ofthe condition may be superseded by 
a Negotiated Agreement with the responsible local govemment that satisfies that 
community's environmental concems. 

As stated in the enclosed Negotiated Agreement, the parties request that 
Fnvironmental Conduion 11 be amended by deleting F.lna Green from the list of 
communities on the Warsaw, IN to Tolleston, IN line segment and that Environmental 
Condition 51 be amended by adding the Negotiated Agreement with the Town of Etna Green, 
IN, dated November 9, 1999, to the list of Negotiated Agreements entered into by CSX. 

318413 



A R K O L D & P O R T E R 

Hon. Vemon A. Williams 
November 19, 1999 
Page 2 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please contact me (202-942-5773) if 
you have any questions about this submission. 

Respectfully yours 

cr. 

Mary Gabrielle Sprague 
Counsel for CS.\' Corporalion and 

CSX Transporiation, Inc. 

Enclosure 

cc; Elaine K. Kaiser 
Laura Baker, Clerk-Treasurer, Town of Etna Green 
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TRANSP0BXA710N 

Stephen L. Watson 
Regional Vice President 

320 Harrison Building 
143 West Market Street 
Ifxlianapolis IN 46204 

(317)267-3003 
fAX (317) 267-.3005 

State Relalions October 27, 1999 

Ms. Laura Baker 
Clerk-Treasurer 
Town of Etna Green 
P. O. Box 183 
Etna Green, IN 46524-0183 

Re: Negotiated Agreement Relaling to CSX/NS Acquisition of Conrail 

Dear Ms. Baker: 

Thank you for the time you dedicated to the opportunities and environmental issues 
associated with CSX's proposed operations over the Warsaw to Tolleston iine segment. CSX 
consulted with the Town of Etna Green regarding the environmental effects identified by the 
Surface Transportation Board of increased train traffic, including wayside noise, through the 
Town of Etna Creep. The Tovvn of Etna Green and CSX have jointly developed this 
Negotiated Agreement to satisfy the Town of Etna Green's environmental concems. CSX will 
pay the Town of Etna Green $10,000.00. The Town of Etna Green agrees to utilize the 
settlement amount in its sole discretion for the benefit of the citizens of the Town of Etna 
Green, for appropriate public purposes including necessary noise mitigation. 

This Negotiated Agreement will be filed with the Surface Transportation Board to 
document satisfaction of Environmental Condition 11 with respect to the Town of Etna Green, 
and is intended to supersede any other obligations under Environmental Condition 11. The 
parlies jointly request the Board's approval by requesting that this Negotiated Agreemenl be 
incorporated into Environmental Condition 51 of Finance Docket No. 33388, Decision No. 
89. This Negotiated Agreement will become effective upon an order of the Board accepting 
this Agreement. 

Please countersign this letter to indicate your agreement. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen L. Watson 

Accepted and Agreed to: 

Town of Etna Green, Indiana 
Andrew L. Cook, Town Council President 

Date: \\A % 
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November 19, 1999 

BY HAND DELIVERY- Original and 25 Copies 

The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary, Surface Transportation Board 
Mercury Building, Room 700 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

NEW YORK 

DENVER 

LOS ANGELES 

LONDON 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388, C5.V Corporation and CSX Transportation, 
Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company — Control and Operating Leases./Agreements — Conrail Inc. 
and Consolidated Rad Corporation -
Negotiated Agreement with Etna Green. Indiana 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. hereby submit a Negotiated 
Agreement with the Town of Etna Green, Indiana pursuant to Environmental Condition 11 of 
Decision No. 89 (Appendix Q). This Negotiated Agreement effectuates the Board's 
preference for privately negotiated solutions stated in Decision No. 89 (slip op. at 153): 
"[To] give effect lo privately negotiated solutions whenever possible, we clanfy that 
negotiated agreements will remain available as an altemative to the local and site-specific 
mitigation imposed here (for example, specific grade crossing upgrade mitigation, real time 
monitoring for emergency response delay, or noise mitigation)." Environmental 
Condition 11 similariy provides that the specific terms ofthe condition may be superseded by 
a Negotiated Agreement with the responsible local govemment that satisfies that 
community's environmental concems. 

As stated in the enclosed Negotiated Agreement, the parties request lhat 
Environmental Condition 11 be amended by deleting Etna Green from the list of 
communities on the Warsaw, IN to Tolleston, IN line segment and that Environmental 
Condition 51 be amended by adding the Negotiated Agreement with the Town of Etna Green, 
IN, dated November 9, 1999, to the list of Negotiated Agreements entered into by CSX. 

318413 



A R N O L D Sc P O R T E R 

Hon. Vemon A. Williams 
November 19, 1999 
Page 2 

Thank you for your assistance in this matier. Please contaci me (202-942-5773) if 
you have any questions about this submission. 

Respectfully yours. 

Mary Gabrielle Sprague 
Counsel for CSX Corporation and 
CSX Transponation, Inc. 

Enclosure 

cc: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Laura Baker, Clerk-Treasurer, Town of Etna Green 



320 Harrison Buikkng 
143 West WarVet Sireet 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 

(317)267-3003 
TRANSPORTATION FAX (317) 267-3006 

Stephen L. Watson Or tnhpr 77 1Q9Q 
Regional Vice Ptesident - State Relations VA^ioucr 11, lyyy 

Ms. Laura Baker 
Clerk-Treasurer 
Town of Etna Green 
P. O. Box 183 
Etna Green, IN 46524-0183 

Re: Negotiated Agreement Relating to CSX/NS Acquisition of Conrail 

Dear Ms. Baker: 

Thank you for the time you dedicated to the opportunities and environmental issues 
ass(x:iated with CSX's proposed operations over the Warsaw to Tolleston line segment. CSX 
consulted with the Town of Etna Green regarding the environmental effects identified by the 
Surface Transponation Board of increased train traffic, including wayside noise, through the 
Town of Etna Green. The Town of Etna Green and CSX have jointly developed this 
Negotiated Agreement to satisfy tbe Town of Etna Green's environmental concems. CSX will 
pay the Town of Etna Green $10,(X)0.00. The Town of Etna Green agrees to utilize the 
setdement amount in ils sole discretion for the benefit of the citizens of the Town of Etna 
Green, for appropriate public purposes including necessary noise mitigation. 

This Negotiated Agreement will be filed with the Surface Transportation Board to 
document satisfaction of Environmental Condition 11 with respect to the Town of Etna Green, 
and is intended to supersede any other obligations under Environmental Condition 11. The 
parties jointly requesl the Board's approval by requesting that this Negotiated Agreement be 
incorporated into Environmental Condition 51 of Finance Docket No. 33388, Decision No. 
89. This Negotiated Agreement will become effective upon an order of the Board accepting 
this Agreement. 

Please countersign this letter to indicate your agreement. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen L. Watson 

Accepte ̂  and Agreed to: 

Date: \ \ A A ^ 
Town of Etna Green, Indiana 
Andrew L. Cook, Town Council President 
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4HI 
N O R F O L K 
S O U T H E R N 

Norfolk Southem Corj:<)r9tiOn 
1500 K Street, N.W , S.jue 375 
Washington. D C. 20Ci05 
202 383-4166 
202 383-4425 (Dire.;rt) 
202 363-4018 (Fax) 

^ I l l ^ n i ^ r m n t 
Puhhc AffaMi»!l 

UkHtCimtt 
srs 

By Hand Delivery Q "ipnal and 25 Copies 

. i 
The Honorable Vemon A Wi lii|ms 
Secretary 
Surfece Transportation Board 
1925 K Strert, N W 
Washington, D C 20423 

19P9 

^ . g , t t we ' 

27 1999 
t»«rtot 

Re STB Finanj)ocket No 33388 (Service Date - J liy 23. ,?98j, 
CSX and : Control and Acquisition of Conra/1 

Subject Certification of Norfolk Southem Compliance witK Envir on n:̂ riial Condition 
JIAJ 

Dear Secretary Will iams 

Enclosed please find tv/enty-five (25) hard copies and one lectron.x C'.-,oy- or" a 
certification by Norfolk Soutliern of compliance with Environment;;! Co;; litK " 1(A), iu 
accordance with STB Decision No 89 

Yours very truly, 

Bnino Maestn 

Enclosures 

cc: Ms Elaine K Kaiser (5 (Xjpies) 

Operating Subsidiary r-icr oll̂  Southern Railway Company 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
STB FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION INC 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND ' 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

- CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASE AGREEMENTS -
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

Decision 89, as Amended by Decision 96 
Appendix Q, Environmental Conditions 

I. General Environmental Conditions 
Condition 1(A): Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossings 

Certification for 
Norfolk Southem Corporation and 

Norfolk Southem Railway Company 

August 27, 1999 



CERTIFICATION OF PROJECT CQMPl FTTON 

In accordance widi Enviionmental Condition 1(A) set forth m Appendix Q to Decision 
No 89 ofthe Surface Transportation Board in Docket No. 33388, Norfolk Southem Corporatiwi 
and Norfolk Soutiiem Railway Company ("Norfolk Soutiiem") hereby certify tiiat Norfolk 
Soutiiem has complied wrth tiie requirements of Condition 1(A) for afifeaed at-grade crossings on 
the following rail lme segments; 

Rail Line Segment Segment Description 
N-033 Tihon, IL to Decatur, IL 
N-040 Alexandria, IN to Muncie, IN 
N-041 Butler, IN to Ft Wayne, IN 
N-044 Ft Wayne. IN to Peru, IN 
N-045 Lafayette Jct, IN to Tilton. IL 
N-046 Pem, IN to Lafayette Jct, IN 
N-'J6I Ebenezer Jct, NY to Buflfalo, NY 
1N-C70 Bufftio FW, NY to Ashtabula, OH 
N-071 Bucyms, OH to Bellevue, OH 
N-072 Vermilion, OH to Bellevue, OH 
N-073 ^ Fairgrounds (Columbus). OH to Bucyms, OH 
N-074 Cleveland (Cloggsville), OH to CP-190, OH 
N-075 Ashtabula, OH to Cleveiand (Cloggsville), OH 
N-077 Oak Harbor, OH to Miami, OH 
N-079 jOak Harbor, OH to Bellevue, OH 
N-081 ^h i t e , OH to Cleveland, OH 
N-084 Alliance, OH to White, OH 
N-085 Bellevue, OH to Sanduskv Dock, OH 
N-086 Miami, OH to Airhne, OH 
N-293 CP-190, OH to Berea. OH 
N-090 Rutherford. PA to Hamsburg, PA 
N-091 Hamsburg, PA to Riverton Jct, VA 
N-100 Kiverton Jct, VA to Roanoke, VA 

Certified bv 

Bmno Maestri 
Assistant Vice President 
Public Affairs 

Date August 27, 1999 





CONRAIt ^ ''̂ ^ 
^^3 

August 22, 1999 

The Honorable Vemon A Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet, N W 
Washmgton, D C 20423 

RE STB Finance Document No 33388 (Service Date - Ju'y 23, 1998) CSX and NS - Control 
and Acquisition of Conrail 

Subject Certification of Conrail Shared Assets Compliancp wrth Environmental Condrtion 
Number 6 

Dear Secretary Williams 

Enclosed please find twenty-five (25) hard copies and one electronic copy for the subject 
environmental condrtion certifying compliance m accordance wrth STB Decision No 89 

If you have any questions regarding tius submission, 1 can be reached at phone number 
609-231-2008 

Smcprely, 

Craig Cfirry lH---^ 
Chief Env;ronmentaYand Safetv Officer 

cc: Ms Elaine Kaiser (̂  cqjies) 
Ml Bob Allen - CSX 
Mr Bruno Maestri - NS 

Mr Timotiiy T O'Toole 
Ms Cheryl Cook 

CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 1000 HOWARD BOULEVARD MT LAUREL NJ 08054-2355 



SLIRFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
STB FINANCE DOCUM.̂ N̂T NO 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPOR.ATION AND 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN R.AILWAY COMPANY 

-CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASE AGREEMENTS-
CONRAIL INC AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPOR.ATION 

Decision 89, as Amended by Decision 96 
Appendix Q, Environmental Conditions 

I General Environmental Conditions 
Condition 6 Safety Hazardous Materials Transport 

Certification for 
Conrail Inc and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

August 22, 1999 



CERTIFICATION OF PROJECT COMPLETION 

In accordance with Environmental Condition 6 set forth in Appendix Q lo decision No 89 
of the Surface Transportation Board in Docket No 33388, Conrail and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation (Conrail) hereby certify that Conrail has compiled with the requirements of 
Condiiion 6 

A formal Failure Mode and Effects Analysis program designed to identify and prevent 
potential causes of accidents or hazardous matenal releases was completed on i\ugust 20, 
1999 for the following Conrail locations 

Greenwich Yard, Philadelphia, Philadelphia County, PA - Site ID # SYOl 
Portside Intermodal Facility, Elizabeth, Union & Essex County, NJ - Site ID # SMOl 

Certified by 

Craig Curry 
Conrail - Chief Environmental and Safetv Officer 

Date August 22, 1999 
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TRANSPOBTATION 

Robert V . Allen 
General Manager-
Safety, Eaviraimienul & Opr. Practke* 

500 Water Street - J305 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 

(904) 359-7502 
(FAX) (904) 359-4*89 

The Honorable Vernon A Williams 
Secretary, furface Transportation Board 
Mercury Building, Room 700 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423 

August 20, 1999 

o m o of the &e 

AUG 2 3 1999 
Part ot 

Ipubtic Recora 

RECEIVED 
M'S 23 1993 

VI»lL 
Ml'.s'/.MENT 

STB Finance Docket No. 33388. (Service Dale - Julv 23. 1998): 
CSX Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southern Corporation (NS) -
Control anc* Acquisition of Conrail. Certification of CSX Compliance vith 
Environmental Condition No. 6 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

Enclosed please find twenty-five (25) hard copies and one electronic copy for the 
subject environmental conditions certifying compliance in accordance v̂ nth STB Decision 
No 89 

Respectfully yours, 

Robert V Allen 

cc: 
Ms. Elaine K Kaiser (5 copies) 

"Environmentalh on Track ' 



He* o' 

AUG as « PjCÊ ED 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
STB FINANCE DOCKET 33388 

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

-CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASE AGREEMENTS-
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

Decision 89, as Amended by Decision 96 
Appendix Q, Environmental Conditions 

11. Regional Environmental Conditions 
Condiiion No. 6: Safety: Hazardous Materials Transpon 

Cenification for 
CSX Corporation and 

CSX Transponation, Inc. 



CERTIFICATION OF PROJECT COMPLETION 

In accordance with Environmental Condition 6 set fonh in Appendix Q lo 
Decision No. 89, ofthe Surface Transportation Board in Finance Docket No. 33388. CSX 
Corporalion and CSX Transponation. Inc. ('-CSX ') hereby certify that CSX has complied 
with the requiremenis of Condition 6 with respect to the following facilities: 

Rail Yard and Intermodal Facilities that Warrant 
Hazardous Material (FMEA) Mitigation 

Proposed j [ Location 
Owner | Facility | (City) County State Site ID 

Kail Yards 
CSX Boyles Birmingham Jefferson Alabama CYOl 

csx Curtis Gary Lake Indiana CY02 

csx Rougemere Den-oit Wavne Michigan CY03 

csx Stanley Toledo Wood Ohio CY04 

csx '.eewood 
— 1 

Memphis Shelby Tennessee CY05 

Intermodal Facilities 

csx Hulsey Atlanta | Fulton Georgia CMOl 

csx 59''' St. Chicago Cook lliinois CM02 

csx Little Ferry Little Ferrv Bergen New Jersey CM03 

csx South Keamy South Keamy Hudson New Jersey CM04 

csx Greenwich Philadelphia Philadelphia Pennsylvania CMOS 

Carl A. Gerh^slein 
Diiector Eoyironmental Engineering 

Date: August 20, 1999 

Page 2 of2 
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NORFOLK 
S O U T H E R N 

Norton-. Southem Corporation 
1500 K Street, N.W., Suite 375 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
202 383-4166 
202 383-4425 (Direct) 
202 383-4018 (Fax) 

. Jo 
Public Atfairs 

^i:Qno Maestri 
*>. 'k/T." Assistant Vice President 

By Hand Deliverv - Original and 25 Copies 

The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretarj' 
Surface Transportation Board 
1923 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

4%. 

August 20, 1999 

EHTfREO 
Offlc* of the Secretary 

AUG 20 1999 
PVlXOi 

p«bllc Ricord 

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 33388 (Service Date - Julv 23. 1998): 
CSX and NS - Control and Acquisition of Conrail 

Subject: Certification of Norfolk Southem Compliance with Environmental Condition 

Dear Secretary Willianis: 

linclosed please find twenty-five (25) hard copies and one electronic copy of Quarterly 
Rcport Number 4 for the subject environmental condition certifying compliance in accordance 
with STB Decision No. 89. 

Yours very truly, 

(IJJ= 
Bruno Maestri 

Enclosures 

cc: Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser (5 copies) 

Operating Subsidiary Norfolk Southern Railway Company 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
STB FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

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

-- CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASE AGREEMENTS -
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

Decision 89, as Amended by Decision 96 
Appendix Q, Environmental Conditions 

III. Local or Site-Specific Environmental Condition"̂  
Condition 8(A): Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossings 

Quarterly Report Number 4 for 
Norfolk Southem Corporation and 

Norfolk Southem Railway Company 

August 20, 1999 



CERTIFICATION OF PROJECT COMPLETION 

In accordance with Environmental Condition 8(A) set forth in Appendix Q to Decision 
No. 89 ofthe Surface Transportation Board in Docket No. 33388, Norfolk Southem Corporation 
and Norfolk Southem Railway Company ("Norfolk Southem") hereby certify that Norfolk 
Southem has complied with the requirements of Condition 8(A) with respect to the following 
locations: 

State Crossing Name, 
County, and City FRA ID Rail Line 

Segment ID 

Current 
Waming 
Device 

Proposed Post-
Acquisition 

Device 

In 
Service 

Date 

IN CR 700 N., 
Tippecanoe. Co! bum, 4842'̂ 9R >'-046 Passive Gates S.'12/99 

IN CR 900 N., 
Tippecanoe, Colburn 484267C N-046 Passive Gates 7/13/99 

Certified by: 

Bruno Maestri jTuno Maestri 
Assistant Vice Presideni 
Public Afiairs 

Date: August 20, 1999 
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NORFOLK 
S O U T H E R N 

Norfolk Southem Corporation 
1500 K Street, N.W., Suite 375 
Washington, D C. 20005 
202 383-4166 
202 383-4425 (Direct) 
202 383-4018 (Fax) 

7. 

Bruno 
As*totant Vid/f l te^ienlt i / 

r 

V . 

August 20, 1999 

By Hand Deliverv - 0:'ipnal and 25 Copies 

The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

AUG 2 0 1999 
Partol 

Public Rtcord 

Rc: STB Finance Docket No. 33388 (Service Date - Julv 23. 1998): 
CSX and NS - Control and Acquisition of Conrail 

Subject: Certificarion of Norfolk Southem Compliance with Environmental Condition 6 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

Enclosed please find twenty-five (25) hard copies and one electronic copy of a 
certification by Norfolk Southem of compliance with Environmental Condition 6. This 
certification is submitted in accordance with STB Decision No. 89. 

Yours ve""/ truly, 

Bruno Maestri 

Enclosures 

cc: Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser (5 copies) 

Operating Subsidiary Norfolk Southern Railway Company 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
STB FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPOR \TION AND 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

~ CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASE AGREEMENTS -
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLiDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

Decision 89, as Amended by Decision 96 
Appendix Q, Environmental Conditions 
II . Regional Environmental Conditions 

Condition 6: Failure Mode Effects Analysis 

Certification for 
Norfolk Southem Corporation and 

Norfolk Southem Railway Company 

August 20, 1999 



CERTIFICATION OF PROJECT COMPLETION 

In accordance with Environmental Condition 6 set forth in Appendix Q to Decision 
No. 89 ofthe Surface Transportation Board in Docket No. 33388, Norfolk Southem Corporation 
and Norfblk Southem Railway Company ("Norfolk Southem") hereby certify that Norfolk 
Southem has complied, effective August 22, 1999, with the requirements of Condition 6 with 
respect to the following rail yards and intermodal facilities: 

Facility Location (City) County State Site ID 
NS Rail Yards 
Doraville Doraville DeKalb Georgia NYOl 
Colehour Cnicago Cook Illinois NY02 
Ft. Wayne Ft. Wayne Allen Indiana NY03 
Luther St. Louis St. Louis Missouri NY04 
Bison Buffalo Erie New York NY05 

1 Conneaut Conneaut Ashtabula Ohio NY06 
Homestead Toledo Lucas Ohio NY07 
Airline Toledo Lucas Ohio NY08 
Harrisburg Harrisburg Dauphin Pennsylvania NY09 
NS Intermodal Facilities 
Inman Atlanta Fulton Georgia NMOl 

1 Landers Chicago Cook Illinois NM02 
47''' Street Chicago Cook Illinois NM03 
Buechel Louisville Jefferson Kentucky NM04 
Oliver Ncw Orleans Orleans Louisiana NM05 
L. Lombard St. Baltimore Baltimore Maryland NM06 
Melvindaie Detroit Wayne Michigan NM07 
Voltz Kansas City Clay Missouri NM08 
Luther St. Louis St. Louis Missouri NM09 
E-Rail Elizabeth Union New Jersey NMIO 
Sandusky Sandusky Erie Ohio NMI! 
Discovery Park Columbus Franklin Ohio NMI 2 
New AmcriPort'South 
Philadelphia 

Philadelphia Philadelphia Penns) Ivania NMI 3 

Allentown Allentown Lehigh Pennsylvania NM14 
Rutherford Hairisburg Dauphin Pennsylvania NMI 5 
Morrisville Morrisville Bucks Pennsylvania NM16 
Pitcaim PiUsbu.gh Allegheny Pennsylvania NM 17 
Forrest Memphis Shelby Tennessee NMI 8 

Certified b): 

Jruno Mae-stri 
Assistant Vice President 
Public Affairs 

Date: August 20, 1999 
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TRANSPORTA-TION Otltc^ oPfi^^O 

1331 Pennsylvania Ave.. NW P.^f- 'tof U k W ^ * ' ^ M 
Suite 560 '^"""^Co,^ P ^ ^ ' - ^ ^ ^ ^ 
Washi. glon, DC 20004 ' * i ' * 

Augusts. 1999 " 

BY HAND DELIVER Y - Or/gwa/ a/irf 25 Copies 

The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary. Surface Transportation Board 
Mercury Building, Room 700 
1925 K StreeL N.W. 
WashingtonJD.C. 20423 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, 
Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company — Control and Operating Leases/Agreements — Conrail Inc. 
and Consolidated Rail Corporation -
Report on Environniental Condition 3 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

Pursuart to I-nvironmental Condition 3 of Decision No. 89 (served July 23. 1998) 
and as part ofthe ongoing dialogue among CSX Transportation. Inc. ("CSXT"), the 
Federal Railroad Administration ("FRA"). and the passenger railroads operating over 
CSX 1 lines. CSXT has consulted during the past year wilh FRA. Amtrak. MARC and 
Virginia Railway lixpress ("VRE") regarding the safely of passenger trains operating 
over CSX rail lines, including the five line segments speciiied in Environmental 
Condition 3. Environmental Condition 3 specified that the "consultation shall be 
consisient with I RA's Final Rule on Passenger Train Emergency Preparedness, issued on 
May 4. 1998 (49 CFR Parts 223 and 239)." 

The Passenger Train Emergency Preparedness Plans prepared by Amtrak. MARC 
(operated by CSXT) and VRE (operated by Amtrak) havc all received "conditional 
approval" from the FRA (that is. they have been accepted by the FRA subject to audit). 
The American Association of Railroads ("AAR") has taken the lead for the freight 
railroads in supporting the passenger agencies in the development ofthe Plans, and 
CSX i has been an active participant in thrt process. CSXT's primary role in the 
implementation ofthe Plans for Amtrak. MAi\C and VRE is the training of dispatchers. 
This iraining is presently underway at he Jacksonville. FL dispatching center (vvhich 
dispatches irains on the five rail line segments specified in Environmental Condiiion 3). 
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With respect to the Washington, DC to Poinl of Rocks, MD line segment, CSXT 
has also undertaken two capital improvement projects that enhance passenger safely on 
this line segnjent. First, CSXT, in cooperation with MARC, is installing two crossovers, 
one near Point of Rocks and one near PEPCO. The crossovers enhance passenger safety 
by allowing passenger trains to get around other trains in order to access the preferred 
platforms in the passenger stations on this Une segment, and allow freight Irains to move 
oul ofthe path of commuter trains. Second, CSXT has also installed switch healen. on all 
power switches used by MARC on this line segment. 

With respsct to the Fredericksburg, VA to Potomac Yard, VA Hne segmeni, 
CSXT has also completed four capital improvement projects that enhance passenger 
safety on this line segmeni. First, in February 1999, CSXT converted the Cab signal 
system lo the 100 Hz system used by Amtrak and VRE (at a cost of $3.7 million). This 
projeci enhances passenger safety by facilitating maintenance ofthe Cab signals ihrough 
standardization. Second, in June 1999, CSXT, in cooperation withVRE, completed the 
extension of the Amlrak Auto-train I'-ad track at Lrrton, VA. This project enhances 
passenger safety by allowing the Auto-train to bc assembled clear of tne main track. 
Third, in late 1998, CSXT installed two VRE-funded crossovers at Featheislone, VA 
which enhance passenger safety by allowing VRE trains to access the preferred platforms 
in the jjassenger stations on this line segment. Fourth, CSXT replaced air switches al 
Hamillon and North Possum Poinl with VRE-funded more reliable electric switches. 

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding this status report. 

aul Reistrup 
CSXT Vice President, Passenger Integration 

cc: Edward English, FRA 
R -»n Scolaro, Vice Presideni-Operations, Amtrak 
Kathy Waters, MARC 
Steven Roberts, Director-Operations, VRE 
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B Y HAND DELIl TR Y - Original and 25 Copies 

The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary. Surface Transportaiion Board 
Mccury Building, Room 700 
1925 K Street. N W'. 
W'ashington, D.C. 20423 

Re: Finance Dockef No. 33388, C5A' Corjtoration and CSX Transportation, 
Inc., Norfolk Southern Corpoiation and Norfolk Southern Railway 
Contpany — Control and Operating Leases/Agreements — Conrail Inc. 
and Consolidated Rad Corporation -
.Negotiated .Agreement with .New London, Ohio 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

CS.X Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. hereby submit a Negotiated 
Agreement with the Village of New London, Ohio pursuant to Fnvironmental Condition 11 
of Decision No. S9 (Appendix Q) This Negotiated Agreement elTectuates the Board's 
preference for pnvately negotiated solutions stated in Decision N'o. 89 (slip op. at 153): 
"[To] give effect to pnvately negotiated solutions whenever possible, we clarify that 
negotiated agreements w ill remain available as an aitemative to the local and site specific 
mitigation imposed here (for example, specific grade crossing upgrade mitigation, real time 
monitonng for emergency response delay, or noise mitigation)." Environmental Condiiion 
1 1 similai ly provides that the specifii' terms of the coridition may be superseded by a 
Negotiated .Agreement w ith the responsible local govemment lhat satisfies that community's 
environmental concems. 

.As stated in the enclosed Negotiated Agreement, the parties request that 
Hnvironmental Condition 11 be amended by deleting New London fi^om the list of 
communities on the Berea. OH to Greenwich. OH line segment and that Environmental 
Condition 51 be amended by adding the Negotiated .Agreement with the Village of New 
London. OH. dated May 26. 1999 and accepted by New London on June 15, 1999, to the list 
of Negotiated Agreemenis entered into by CSX. 

248371 
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Page 2 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Plea.se contact me (202-942-5773) if 
you have any questions about th's submission. 

Respectfully yours. 

Mary Gabrielle Sprague 
Counsel for CS.X Corporation and 
CS.X Transportation, Inc 

Enclosure 

cc: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Mayor Dorothy J. Sholes, Village of New London 
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(734) 464 4948 
Thomas G. Drake 
Regional Vice President-State Relafions 

May 26, 1999 

Ms. Dorothy J. Sholes 
Mayor, Village of New London 
115 E. Main Sireel 
New London, Ohio 44851 -1201 

Re: Neuotiated Agreemen' Relating to CSX.̂ NS ;Viuj-,i!jtjr._of Coiirail 

Dear Mayor Sholes: 

Thank you for the time you dedicated to the opportunities and envirormiental 
issues associated with CSX's proposed operaiions over the existing Conrail line ihrough 
your communily. CSX consulted with the Village of New London regarding the 
environmental effects identified by the Surface Transportation Board of i icreased train 
iraffic, inci 'ding wayside noise, through the Village of New London. Tke Village of 
New London ana CSX have jointly developed this Negotiated Agreement to salisfy the 
Village of New London's environ.Tienial concems. CSX will pay the Village of New 
London $450,000.00. The Village of New London agrees to utilize the settlement 
amount in its sole discretion for the benefit of the citizens of thc Village of New London, 
for appropriate public purposes including noise mitigation. 

This Negotiated Agreement will be filed with the Surface Transportation Board to 
document satisfaction of Environmenlai Condition 11 wiih respeci to the Village of New 
London, and is iniended to supersede any other obligalions under Environmental 
Condition 11. The parties jointly request the Board's approval hy requesiing that this 
Negotiated Agreemenl be incorporaied inlo Environmental Condition 51 of Finance 
Docket No. 33388, Decision No. 89. This Negotiated Agreement will become effective 
upon an order of the Board accepting this agreement. 

Please countei'sign this letter to indicate your agreement. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas G. Drake 

Accepted and Agreed to: 

i. 
Village of KJew Londoii, Chip 

^ Date: _i,-i£r23-
Village off 
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Attn: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmenlai Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

METRO REGIONAL TRANSIT Ain'HORJTY 
416 Kenmore Boulevard 
Akro,\ Ohio 44301 
3 3 0 / 7 6 2 7267 
330/762-0854 FAX 

August 4. 1997 

Office ofthe Secretary 
Case Conlrol L̂ nit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet. NW 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

ME.TRO Regional Transil Aulhorily (METRO) is the designaied recipient of federal 
transit fund in Sumn.it County. Ohio. METRO wishes to provide the following 
comments on thc proposed Scope ofthe Surface Transportation Board's Environmental 
Impact Staiement (EIS) regarding the CSX/Ncrfolk-Soulhem acquisition of Conrail. As 
a transit provider, we feel this merger should maintain and preserve rail infrastruciure for 
possible passenger rail service. We. in conjunciion wilh several other agencies, are 
attempting to establish a commuter rail service in Northeast Ohio. This effort includes 
thc Stark Area Regional Transit Authority (SARTA). the Greater Cleveland Regional 
Fransit Authority (GCRTA). the Akron Metropolitan Area Transportation Study 
(.AMATS). thc Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency (IslOACA). the Stark 
Count) Area Iransportation Study (SCA 1..̂ . and the Ohio Department ofTransportation 
(OD(Jl). ME FRO feels the following sections ofthe proposed EIS scope should be 
modified: 

I. Safetv: 

The EIS will: 

2. 

C. Address potential effects of increased freight traffic on commuter 
and intercity passenger service operation:;. 

Transportation System 

The EIS will: 

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

ME I RO suggests the following language be added lo these sections: 



1. C. Address the potential effects of increased freight traffic on ALL 
EXISTING, PROPOSED, OR PLANNED commuter and 
INTERSTATE passenger r-ul service operaiions THAT HAS 
RECEIVED FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
FCNDING. 

2. A. Describe THE TRANSPORTA TION syslem-wide effecis of the 
proposed operational changes, constructions, and rail line 
abandonments and ev aluate potential impacts on ALL EXISTING, 
PROPOSED, OR PLANNED commuter rail service and 
INTERCITY passenger service THAT RECEIVED FEDERAL 
TRANSIT ADMINISTRA TION FUNDING IN FY 1996. 

Additionally. METRO proposes item (D) be added lo the EIS under section (3.) Land Use 

3. Land Use: 

D. DESCRIBE THE POSSIBLE UTILIZA TION OF THE 
PROPOSED RAIL LINE CONSTRUCTION OR 
ABANDONMENT FOR EXISTING, PROPOSED, OR 
PLANNED COMMUTER OR INTERCITY PASSENGER 
RAIL. 

I he Akron. Ohio, area has suffered a dramatic change in the local economy caused bs the 
loss of several major empkn ers that are dependent on n i l transportation. The Akron 
area's use ofthe rail system has declined because ofthe loss of three niajor lire 
manufacturers-Goodycar. Firestone, and Goodiich. In the 1970"s. 58.000 people were 
cmploNcd by thc rubber industry compared with 3.000 presently. Economic shifts like 
this has caused man\ rail lines to be abandoned. Once the rail rights-of-way are gone, 
lhey ma\ nc\ er rclurn. A rail system is needed for a local area to allracl and retain 
industry. 

These recommendations are being offered because extensive public investment made 
throughout the counly by the Federal Transil Administration (FTA) will be affecied by 
thc proposed transaction ofthe Applicants. Locally, rail infraslruclure has been presened 
for the possible usc of commuter rail ser\ ice. Approximately $10.7 million in FTA 
funding has been expended or authorized to date in the Akron area for the preservation of 
rail infrastructure. This includes $7.7 million for the purchase ofthe CSX Sandyville 
Local between Canton and .Akron, fhese federal funds werc appropriated with the 
understanding that implementation requires access to one or more ofthe Conrail lines to 
be acquired by CSX or Norfolk-Soutliern. 

According to the Report on Funding Levels and Allocation of Funds for Transit Major 
Capital Investments (March 1997. U.S. DOT). 85 projects received $814.28 million of 



FTA funding for construclion. design, planning of passenger rail projects in FY 1997. 
This single FTA inveslmenl represenls nearly ten percent of the value of this proposed 
$10 billion transaction. The majority of these projects (52) are in the planning stages. 
Addilionally. the following publicly funded actions regarding rail passenger service on 
routes aifected b\ the proposed transaction have been conducted: 

1. .Analyses and recommendations produced by the United States Railway 
Association (USRA) and thc Rail Services Planning Office ofthe ICC as 
part of the process of creating the Consolidated Rail Corporalion/Conrail. 

2. Analyses and recommerdations produced by various agencies of the State 
of Ohio, beginning pnor to Conrail's crealion and continuing the present, 
regarding the introduclion of slate-funded intercity rail passenger services. 
These services are to operate on a variety of routes direcliy affecied by the 
proposed transaction. 

3. The on-going Northeast Ohio Commuter Rail Study being conducted by 
the NOACA. I his study was a line item in the 1991 Intermodal Surface 

I ransportatio.i Efficiency Act (ISTEA). 

Passenger rail-present or future-requires the use of existing rail rights-of-way. 
Alternative modes of transportation will become increasingly important as fossil-fuels 
become scarce. Mass transit is more fuel efficient and produces less pollution than other 
forms of v ehicular Iransportation. 

Careful consideration of these comments will be appreciated. Ifyou have any questions, 
please conlaci myself or Kirt Conrad. Planner, at (330)762-7267. 

Robert 
General Manger. Secretary- 1 reasurer 

cc: C. Veillette. Congressman Reguia 
J. Shapiro. Congressman Saw ver 
R. l ober. CiCR 1A 
J. Bell. SARTA 
C. Cefaratti. ODOT 
K. Hanson. AM.ATS 
H. Maier. NOACA 
P. Jaeger. SCATS 
Jerry Bryan. METRO 
Kirt Conrad. METRO 
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metro Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet, NW 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

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

Dear Ms Kaiser 

;997.» 

WasMiftM 
K«trtHHt>ilrM 
TrauiitotiMfnY 

600 Fi<t1 Street 

AiiWwRlon, DC 20001 

20X 9621234 

This letter is in response to your July 3. 1997 letter to our General Manager 
which transmitted the Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Notice of Intent 
to P epare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Request for 
Comments on the Proposed EtS Scope in the above docket. The 
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authonty's (WMATA) Metrorail rapid 
transit system shares approximately 32 miles of corridor with the CSXT 
Railroad and approximately two (2) miles of corridor with the Norfolk 
Southern Railroad Thus we are interested in any actions which could 
potentially impact railroad operations within our common corridors Our 
interest relative to the proposed control of Conrail by CSXT and Norfolk 
Southern focuses pnmanly on safety. 

We are concerned that the proposed actic i will increase railroad traffic in the 
Washington. D C metropolitan area and thus increase our exposure to 
incidents on the common corndors due to raiiroad operations Not only is 
this a concern to us from an operations and passenger safety perspective 
but the increased exposure would also have long-term financial implications 
due to our agreements with CSXT and its predecessors These agreements 
require WMATA to bear the costs of all liability insurance and to indemnify 
the railroad within the common corridors. 

S> Melrorail 
'•ijuan^Reil Une 

.1.- (' . Pvice-CA)(nafc>t*n 
Red. Gfeen ano 

Mow Lnes 

i Dismct of Cduriljia 
Marylano ana yi'gmia 

tanml Parinerstiip 

To address our concerns, it is requested that the EIS Scope address the 
increased railroad traffic from a safety perspective in terms ofthe additional 
trains, increased train lengths and higher tram speeds which may result from 
this action Our opinion is that increased railroad traffic increases the 
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probability and potential severity of catastrophic rail accidents and increases 
our risk exposure and the associated costs of liability insurance and 
indemnification. 

Our review of the railroad's Environmental Report and the proposed EIS 
scope has generated the following revisions and comments on the scope: 

Environmental Impact Analysis (page 8) 
Insert the following new proposed activity after 3. 

4. Anticipated changes in level nf operations on rail lines that are in 
common corridors with rapid rsil operations. 

It is recommended that S'̂ B expand its threshold for addressing 
environmental impacts from the current increase of eight (8) trains per day 
on the rail lines to consider also increased train lengths and higher train 
speeds as well since all three factors will affect the safety of the rapid rail 
operations in the common corridc. 

STB should also define a distance threshold for addressing environmental 
impacts within common corridors For instance, •he distance between the 
centeriines of WMATA's Red Line and CSX in some corndors is as close as 
20 feet. As part ot the analysis, the STB's EIS should identify all locations of 
common corndors within the above distance threshold by tabular listings and 
by maps 

Impact Category 1 Safety (page 9) 
Insert the following new impact category after C. 

D. Address potential effects of increased freight traffic, such as 
additional trains, increased tram lengths and higher train speeds, on 
rapid rail operations in common corndors. 

The STB's EIS should evaluate the increased probability and then the 
potential severity of catastrophic rail accidents between rail line and rapid rail 
operations within common corridors due to the additional trains, increased 
tram lengths and higher tram speeds which may result from this action This 
mformation was not included in the Environmental Report. 

Mitigation 
Among the possible mitigation measures to offset the possible increased 
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probability and higher risk exposure of accidents between rail line and rapid 
rail operations within common corridors, WMATA requests that the EIS 
consider the following requirements: 

A. The railroads will conduct an inventory of the safety devices and 
monitors currently in operation within the corridors shared with 
WMATA. The railroads will require written concurrence from WMATA 
for any addition, deletion or modification of these safety devices and 
monitors 

B. To offset the potential fmancial burden that the increased freight traffic 
would have on WMATA, the railroads will reimburse WMATA for the 
additional incremental costs of liability insurance and indemnification 
of the common corridor due to the increased risk. 

Addressing the above safety related issues in the EIS will provide a basis for 
determining the appropnate course of action, if any. necessary to mitigate 
the potential impacts. 

In addition to the above comments, we request that your mailing list be 
revised tor the name of our General Manager. Mr. Richard A White. 

We look forward to working with the Surface Transportation Board during this 
EIS process If you have any questions regarding our comments and 
proposals, please feel free to contact Mr. Richard Bochner, Acting Manager 
of Project Development Mr Bochner may be reached at (202) 962-1252. 

Sincerely, 

\ lohn C Elkins 
Actmg. Assistant General Manager 
Department of Transit System Development 
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MASS TRANSR ADMINISTRATION 

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

fhrris Glendening, Governor • David L. Winstead, Secretari/ • Ronald L Freeland. Administrator 

August 6, 1997 
/ ^ ' - •A. 

Ms Elaine K Kaiser 
Chief - Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 
Office of the Secretary. Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street M W 
Washington D C 20423-0001 

Subiect Comments on Proposed EIS Scope, STB Finance Docket No 33388, CSX 
Corporaf/on and CSX Transportation. Inc . Norfolk Souttiern Corporation and 
Norfolk Souttiern Railway Company - Control and Operating Leases/Agreements -
Conrail, Inc and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

Dear Ms Kaiser 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Proposed EIS Scope for the above referenced 
STB Finance Docket No 33388, which is generally referred to as the CSX and Norfolk Southern 
purchase of Conrail. 

The Maryland Mass Transit Administration (MTA) ofthe Maryland Department of Transportation 
(MDOT) has reviewed the Proposed EIS Scope and has the following comments to offer: 

• Based on information contained in the Application, it is our understanding that there will not 
be any significant new track constructton or abandonments planned in Maryland There will 
be some improvements made to existing yards, tracks, and other facilities With this 
understanding, we anticipate limited potential impact to the environment in Maryland 

• The proposed scope sets thresholds for increases in freight rail operations, i e increases in 
the average trams per day. af levels consistent with 49 CFR 1105 7 It is your intention to 
conduct appropriate environmental analyses for regions in Maryland effected by increased 
freight rail movement In particular, we note proposed increases in freight traffic of more 
than eight additional trains between Washington and Point of Rocks and between 
Hagerstown and Harrisburg and of more than three trains in the designated air quality non­
attamment areas between Washington and Baltimore 

• Maryland has two nnajor metropolitan areas which are designated non-attainment areas for 
air quality The Washington region is designated as "serious" and the Baltimore region is 
designated as "severe" In addition, Cecil County, Maryland is part of the Wilmington region 
and IS designated as a "severe" non-attainment area Because of these designations, we 
understand the lower threshold levels for air quality analysis will be used 

• We expect that the EIS will include the appropriate level of information consistent with the 
federal regulations f c all eleven categories noted in the proposed scope 

A]u t-h unun::-^ ! 4! ' ' ' 767-8787 I .MK >mmh,-rt4U)) 333-0489 TTI'(4W) 539-3497 
Envi'onmentat Analysis "" IDR] 'KA 

\Villi,ini Doiwki S h . i t ' t f r Tower • h Saint Paul Street • Baltimore, Marvland 21202-1614 

• 
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• Regarding transportation system evaluation, in addition to the analysis of potential 
environmenta: impacts on commuter rail service, the EIS should also review effects of the 
transaction on the operation or expansion of commuter rail service that may have an 
environmental impact 

Agaiii, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed scope of the EIS We look 
forward to reviewing the draft EIS Please change your mailing list to delete Kenneth Goon and 
direct future mailings to my attention If you have any questions, please contact me at the 
number below. 

Sincerely, 

Harvey L Flechner 
Director 

HLF ER Office of Planning and Programming 

PHONE 410-767-8787 FAX 410-333-0489 TDD: 410-539-3497 
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lINn BÂV 
NC Department of Transportatinn 

Rail Division 
P.O. Box 25201 

Raleigh. North Carolina 27611 
919-733-4713 n>onc 

919-733-1391 Fax 
www.byirain org 

Dale: tW/OS/VT 

I o: Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
OfTice of Ihe Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
1925 KStreet, NW 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 
FAX: 202S65-9000 

Frum: Patrick B. Simmons 
Director 

919 733-4713, ext. 263 

Kc: Conrail - Environmental Scoping Request 

V nclosure: one page memo (two pages total) 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
)AMIS K H U N T ) K RAIL DIVISION GARiANf^ B GARRfTT JR 

* " «N« 'f r o ROX 2520!, RALEIGH. N C 276115201 ^^i' >" '*•''>' 

August?. 1997 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
TO. Ms. Elaine K. Kaiscr DOCUMENT 

Ott'jce of thc Secretary 
Surface Transportaiion Board 
Chief, Section of Environmental Anaiysis 
1925 KStreet. NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

l-U; Patrick B. Simmons 
Director. Rail Division 

KK Respot.se to EIS Scoping Request 

Picase note that you will be receiving our comments regarding the EIS scoping 
request w, ithin the next twu days. Unfortunately, we were unable to en.sure your receipt of 
onr cuinirn nts by Augusi 6 due to interdepartmental communiciition problems beiween ilie 
reicvant North Carolina agencies. We apologize for any inconvenience this delay may cause. 
II you have any questions, please contact me at (919) 733-4713. ext. 263. 

PHONE <91<») 733-4713 FAX (919)733-1391 ® 
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•inance Docket No. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION .AND CSX 1 RANSPORTATION. INC.. NORFOLK SOUTHFRN 
CORFORyVriON AND NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

- CONTROL AND OPFRATING LEASES/AGREEMENTS -

CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

COMMENTS OF COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA. 
GOVERNOR 1 HOMAS J. RIDGE AND 

PENNSYLVANIA Di:PARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
ON PROPOSF:D SCOPE OF 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

Thc Commonwealth of Pennsyh ania. Govemor Thomas J. Ridge, and the Pennsylvania 

Department ofTransportation (collecti\el\. "the Commonwealth") respectfully submit these 

comments on the proposed Drafl Scope of EIS set forth in the Board's decision served July 3. 

I'JQ? in this docket. 62 Fed. Reg. 36332 {.luly 7. 1997). 

Ihe Commonwealth believes that the scope ofthe EIS should be expanded in several 

respects. First, the Board should address the issue of the en\ ironmental contamination of present 

facilities, because the proposed transactions may have effects on the financial ability ofthe 

proposed residual Conrail entity to vigorously and effectively address the cleanup of sites. 

Second, the Board should examint' the environmental effecis not onh ofrail line constructions or 



abandonments, but also ofthe expansion of facilities, including intermodal ierminals and rail 

yards. Third, the Board should expand its examination of detrimental en\ ironmental effects that 

could result from possible interference with commuter and passenger rail operations. 

The issue ofthe contamination of present facilities is of panicular immediate concern to 

the Commonweallh. In order to underscore the significance ofthis issue, we provide firsl some 

factual background. 

L En\ ironmcntai Contaminalion of Current Facilities 

A. Backĵ round 

Conrail .̂ uiTently owns or operates numerous railroad facilities throughout the 

Commonwealth. Conrail inherited many of these sites in 1976 from several bankrupt Northeast 

railroads, including the former Penn Central Transportation Company. As a result of decades of 

rail operaiions and uncertain en\ ironmental praclices. there may be pervasive environmental 

contamination at these rail facilities. 

The Commonwealth has interacted with Conrail for a number of years to address what 

were believed to be the most serious ofthe en\ ironmental concerns at a number ofrail facilities, 

most notabh the release of petroleum products into the environment as a result of ongoing rail 

operations. Recently, however, the Commonwealth has become increasingly concemed 

regarding the possible extent and seriousness of environmental problems associated with Conrail 

properties and the actual or potential threat contaminants at these facilities pose to public heallh 

and the environment. 

-2 



For example, during the week of June 23, 1997, agents from the Pennsylvania Office of 

Attomey General conducted a search of Conrail's Hollidaysburg Reclamation Plant. This search 

rev ealed the presence of numerous buried drums, both intact and crushed, suspected of having 

coniained or currently containing hazardous substances and other contaminants. Areas of visibly 

contaminated soil were also discovered. 

The Commonwealth iherefore seeks to ensure that these environmental problems are not 

ignored as a result ofthe acquisiiion on Conrail by NS and CSX. 

B. Prgp<.>S!cd Scope of EIS 

As currenth proposed, the ITS would nol address exisiing or suspected en\ ironmental 

problems associaled with Conrail facilities. Rather, the STB slates it "will evaluate only the 

polenlial impacts of operational and physical changes that are directh related to the proposed 

transaction" and "will not consider environmental impacts relating to existing rail operations and 

exisiing railroad facilities." 62 Fed. Reg. 36332-33 (July 7, 1W7). 

The Commonwealth respectfull) submits lhat the operational viabilil) and financial 

responsibility ofthe surviving Conrail entity are issues that are integral to this control proceeding 

and hence are "directl) related to the proposed transaction." I he CSX and Norfolk Southern 

hav e structured their acquisition of Conrail in a specific, unique and unprecedented manner to 

allow the emit) they acquire to surv ivc in large part as a separate corporate entity, albeil one vvith 

very different and more limited assets and sources of revenues than the Conrail of today. The 

Commonwealth respectfully requests that thc Board closely examine the implications ofthis 

corporate structure for env ironmental issues. 

-3 



Accordingly, thc Commonwealth advocates adding a sixth category of activity to the EIS 

scope.' This categorv' would specifically include the impact that the acquisition of Conrail by NS 

and CSX would have on the likelihood that existing environmental problems at Conrail sites 

would be adequately addressed in a timely manner. 

The Commonwealth notes with approval the inclusion in the proposed EIS (item 1(DK7)) 

ofan examination of how certain activities associated with the acquisition might affect the 

release of hazardous substances and other contaminants at or from current Conrail facilities lhai 

are involved in con.struction projects or rail line abandonments. Consi.stent with Part 11 ofthe 

Commonwealth's commenls below, however, the scope ofthis analvsis should be expanded to 

include expansion of existing facilities or any other propo.sed change in facility u.se that could 

disturb or relea.se contaminants. 

The Commonw ealth also notes w ith approv al thc inclusion in the proposed EIS of an 

examination of safety issues including the policies, protocols and contingency plans ofthe 

Applicants regarding releases of hazardous wastes (item l(d)(3)-(6)). Particularly in light ofthe 

experience outlined above with Conrail's apparent shortcomings in the area of environmental 

response and cleanup, and giv en the increases in rail traffic projected b) the Applicanis in this 

proceeding, il is imporlanl for the Board to salistv it.self that the Applicants w ill do everything 

reasonabi) possible lo prev eni env ironmental degradation and resource damage resulting from 

spills and other releases of toxic or hazardous substances. 

' 1 he sixth category vvould be added to the types of activity listed under the hea ling 
"Environmental Impact .Analysis" on page 36335 ofthe Federal Register notice. 
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11. Expansion of Analysis of Construclion Projects 

The propo.sed ITS .scope includes examination rail line construction projects as those 

projects might implicate coastal zone managemenl requirements, release of hazardous wastes, 

use of prime fannland. and other tv pes of environmental effects. The Commonwealth submiis 

that there is nol necessarily a difference in kind belween the effecis ofrail line construclion and 

the construction or expansion ofan) significant rail facilily. such as yards and intermodal 

terminals. While recognizing that the Board's resources are finite, there should nonetheless be a 

way of di.stinguishing among changes in facilities thai may be de minimis and those lhal have the 

potential for env ironmental effecis. such a tho.se requiring excav ation, moving of eanh or fill, 

diversion of watercourses, or new environmental permiiting of any type. Board stall 

undoubledl) has the expertise needed lo draw reastinabh and practicable lines that w ill lead to 

meaningful analysis on construction projects. 

Ill- Expanded Analysis of I'lfecls on Commuter and Passenger Rail Operaiions 

The Board's proposed analysis of "Transponation Systems" would include an evaluation 

of "potenlial env ironmental impacis on commuter rail serv ice and interstate passenger service." 

lhe Commonwealth respectfullv requests that the analysis include al a minimum a revicvv ofall 

instances in vvhich there is projected to be an increase in treight traffic on lines also used for 

commuter rail or intercity passenger operations, and an estimate of likely increases in conflicls 

belween freight and commuter/passenger schedules. 

It is well known that some ofthe most heavily used rail passenger corridors in the United 

States pass through the Commonwealth. Experience whh anoiher receni merger confirms the 

- 5 -



potential for interference by increased freight traffic with established passenger operations.' 

Such interference, and resultant delays of commuter trains, can have a cascade of negaiive 

effects, because unreliable service and poor on-time performance are probably the single biggest 

factors that can induce commuters to abandon commuter trains in fav or of private automobiles. 

The Commonwealth urges the Board to .seek to determine whether there is an increased potential 

for interference between freight and commuter/passenger trains and to quantify ihe likely 

environmental impacts lhat could rcsult from shifting of commuting patterns tow ards automobile 

traffic. 

IV. Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, the Commonweallh urges the Board to expand the scope of 

the EIS to (1) address the issue ofthe environmental contamination of presenl facilities. (2) 

examine the env ironmcntai effects not only ofrail line con.structions or abandonments, but also 

ofthe expansion of facilities, including intemiodal tenninals and rail yards and (3) expand the 

analysis of possible detrimental effects resulling from interference with commuter and passenger 

rail operation. 

See Comments of Soulhem California Regional Rail .'\ulhorilv daled Augusi 1, 1997 in 
Finance Docket No. 32760 (Sub-No. 21), the Union Pacific/Southem Pacific oversight 
proceeding. 
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Respectfully submilted. 

Paul .\. l ufano, (ieneral Counsel 
Commonweallh of Pennsylvania 
Room 225. Main Capilol Building 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 
(717)787-2551 

A, . 1. 
.'ohn I . . Oberdorfer 
Patton Boggs. L.L.P. 
2550 M Streel. N.W. 
Washinglon. DC 20037 
(202)457-6335 

Counsel for Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. Govemor Thomas Ridge, 
and Pennsylvania Department of 
Iransportation 

Dated: August 6. 1̂ 97 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

1 hereby certify that I have served copies ofthe foregoing Comments on Proposed Scope 

of Environmental Impact Staiement by first class mail upon the follow ing; 

Administrativ e Law Judge Jacob Leventhal 
1 ederal linerg) Regulator) Commission 
888 First Street. N.E. 
Suite I IF 
Washington. DC 20426 

Dennis G. Lyons. Esq. 
.Arnold & Porter 
555 12th Stieet. N.W. 
Washington. DC 20004-1202 

Richard .\. Allen. I'sq. 
/uckert, Scoutt & Rasenberger. L.L.P. 
888 Sevenleenlh Street. N.\^•. 
\\ ashington. DC 20006-3939 

Paul A. Cunningham. Esq. 
Harkins Cunningham 
Suile 600 
1300 Nineteenth Sireel, N.W, 
Washinmon, DC 20036 

John L. Oberdorfer 
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HODEHT D . H O S E N B E H O 

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

F H A N K .1 . l ' E H 0 0 1 . 1 7 Z l 

ANDHEW U . KOLESAH I U 

S L O V E R 8C L O F T U S 
A T T O H N E Y S AT LAW 

U i a 4 S E V E N T E E K T U S T H E E T , N. W. 

WASHINGTON, D. C . 8 0 0 3 0 

August 6, 1997 

DOCUMENT 

ST3 d ! 

BY HAND DELIVERY 

O f f i c e of the Secretary 
Case C o n t r o l U n i t 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
ATTN: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental F i l i n g 
1925 K S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 
CSX Cor p o r a t i o n and CSX T r a n s p o r t a t i o n I n c . , 
N o r f o l k Southern Corporation and N o r f o l k 
Southern Railway Company -- Con t r o l and Operating 
Leases/Agreements -- C o n r a i l Inc. 
and Consolidated R a i l Corporation 

Dear Ms. Kai s e r : 

Enclosed f o r f i l i n g i n the above-referenced proceeding, 
piease f i n d an o r i g i n a l and ten (10) copies of the^Comments of 
.the Stiate of New York by and through i t s Department of 
TransportatTc5n'~575~Draft Scope of Environmental Impact Statement 
(NYS-02). 

We have included an ex t r a copy of the f i l i n g . K i n d l y 
i n d i c a t e r e c e i p t by time-stamping t h i s copy and r e t u r n i n g i t w i t h 
our messenger. 

Thank you f o r your a t t e n t i o n t o t h i s m a t t e r . 

S i n c e r e l y , 

W i l l i a m L. Slover 
An Attorney f o r the S t a t e of 

New York by and through i t s 
Department of T r a n s p o r t a t i o n 

Enclosures 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMEN"^ BEFORE THE 

SlURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX 
TRANSPORTATION, I N C . , NORFOLK 
SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY 
COMPANY - - CONTROL AND OPERATING 
LEASES/AC HEMENTS — CONRAIL, INC. 
AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

NYS-02 

Finance Docket No. 33388 

COMMENTS OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
BY AND THROUGH ITS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

ON DRAFT SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

The S t a t e of New York, by and th rough i t s Department o f 

T r a n s p o r t a t i o n ("New Y o r k " ) , submits these Comments on t h e D r a f t 

Scope of the E n v i r o n m e n t a l Impact S ta tement ( " D r a f t Scope") 

s e r v e d by the Board i n the capt ioned p roceed ing on 

J u l y 3, 1997. 

New York f i r m l y endorses a d e t a i l e d , complete, and 

t h o r o u g h a n a l y s i s o f the proposed t r a n s a c t i o n ' s ' p o t e n t i a l e n v i ­

ronmen ta l impacts t h r o u g h the p r e p a r a t i o n o f a fo rma l Env i ronmen­

t a l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . As the Board recognized i n i t s D r a f t 

Scope , the t r a n s a c t i o n invo lves a number o f s i g n i f i c a n t changes 

i n e x i s t i n g r a i l o p e r a t i o n s throughout t h e eas tern Un i t ed S t a t e s , 

i n c l u d i n g s h i f t s i n t r a f f i c volumes, r a i l l i n e abandonments, and 

new c o n s t r u c t i o n p r o j e c t s . See D r a f t Scope a t 7. The magn i tude 

The t r a n s a c t i o n r e f e r r e d t o i n these Commenti.- i s t h e 
p r o p o s e d a c g u i s i t i o n and c o n t r o l of C o n r a i l , I n c . ana C o n s o l i d a t ­
e d R a i l Co rpo ra t i on ( " C c n r a i l " ) by CSX C o r p o r a t i o n and CSX 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n , I n c . ("CSXT"), and N o r f o l k Southern C o r p o r a t i o n 
a n d N o r f o l k Southern Railway Company ( " N o r f o l k Southern") ( c o l ­
l e c t i v e l y , " A p p l i c a n t s " ) . 



and complexity ot these changes, along w i t h the vast and v a r i e d 

geographic area a f f e c t e d by the proposed t r a n s a c t i o n , demand a 

c a r e f u l and complete review of the environmental conseguences 

t h a t may r e s u l t from the A p p l i c a n t s ' plan f o r the f u t u r e d i s p o s i ­

t i o n of C o n r a i l , consequences i n c l u d i n g those addressed by the 

eleven "Impact Categories" l i s t e d i n the Board's Notice. 

New York r e s p e c t f u l l y submits t h a t c e r t a i n p o t e n t i a l 

impact areas w a r r a n t a p a r t i c u l a r l y d e t a i l e d and searching 

a n a l y s i s , due t o the demographics and other c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of 

the region c u r r e n t l y served by C o n r a i l t h a t would be a f f e c t e d by 

the proposed t r a n s a c t i o n . S p e c i f i c a l l y : 

1. Impact on Passenqer Service. Unlike o t h e r , r e c e n t 

Western r a i l r o a d mergers, the proposed d i v i s i o n of C o n r a i l 

d i r e c t l y a f f e c t s h i g h l y concentrated r a i l c o r r i d o r s on which 

f r e i g h t t r a f f i c shares space w i t h h e a v i l y - u t i l i z e d commuter and 

i n t e r c i t y passenger s e r v i c e . This r a t h e r uniaue circumstance 

c a l l s f o r an e s p e c i a l l y r i g o r o u s review of the s a f e t y issues 

o u t l i n e d i n Sections 1(B) and (C) and 2(A) of the D r a f t Scope. 

2. Highway Grade Crossings. The f a c t t h a t C o n r a i l ' s 

l i n e s t r a v e r s e a densely populated r e g i o n of the country, i n c l u d ­

i n g several major m e t r o p o l i t a n areas, supports an EIS process i n 

which s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n i s paid t o highway grade c r o s s i n g im­

pacts, as contemplated by Section 1(A) of the D r a f t Scope. 

3. A i r Emissions i n Non-Attainment Areas. The 

g r e a t e r New York C i t y / N o r t h e r n New Jersey m e t r o p o l i t a n r e g i o n i s 

a recognized non-attainment area under the Clean A i r Act. The 
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A p p l i c a n t s ' plans and t r a f f i c d i v e r s i o n p r o j e c t i o n s f o r the New 

York C i t y / N o r t h e r n New Jersey t e r m i n a l area warrant focused 

a t t e n t i o n v i s - a - v i s the a i r q u a l i t y impacts d e s c r i b e d i n Section 

5 of the D r a f t Scope. In p a r t i c u l a r , the Board should ensure 

t h a t the EIS incl u d e s an assessment of emissions t h a t would 

r e s u l t from any departure by the A p p l i c a n t s from t h e i r proposed 

o p e r a t i n g plan t h a t would lead t o increased drayage or other 

highway f r e i g h t t r a f f i c . This could occur, f o r example, i f the 

App l i c a n t s make o p e r a t i n g changes r e s u l t i n g i n west-of-Hudson 

r a i l shipments t e r m i n a t i n g f u r t h e r from New York C i t y , or i f new 

s i n g l e - l i n e r o u t i n g s lead t o an increase i n east-of-Hudson 

f r e i g h t shipments w i t h o u t a concomitant expansion of r a i l capaci­

t y . 

WHEREFORE, New York urges formal a d option of the D r a f t 

Scope proposed by the Board, w i t h p a r t i c u l a r emphasis on the r a i l 

passenger, highway s a f e t y and a i r emissions issues discussed 

above. 

R e s p e c t f u l l y s u b m i t t e d , 

THE STATE OF NEW YORK BY AND 
THROUGH ITS DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

,. S l o v e r ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ OF COUNSEL: By: W i l l i a m L, 
Ke l v i n J. Dowd 
Jean M. Cunningham 

Slover & Loftus Slover & L o f t u s 
1224 Seventeenth S t r e e t , NW. 1224 Seventeenth S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 Washington, D.C. 20036 

Dated: August 6, 1997 Attorneys and P r a c t i o n e r s 
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James C. Codell. Ill 
Secretary of Transportation 

T. Kevin Flanery 
Deputy Secretary 

Commonwealth ot Kentucky 

Transportation Cabinet 
Frankfort. Kentucky 40622 

August 5, 1997 

DOCUMENT 
Paul E. Patton 

Governor 

Oft ice of the Secretary 1 ^ ^ ^ /— 
Case Control Unit V A ^ J J - „ E N T 

STB Finance Docket No. 33388 V \ . ^ » Q . ' 
Surface Transportation Board \ V A V , 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

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

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Re: Not ice of Intent to Prepare Environmen^^al Impact Statement (EIS) and 
Request for Comments on Proposed EIS Scope on STB Finance Docket No. 
33388 

Your letter of July 3, 1997 requested review comments on the subject notice 
pertaining to the consolidation application fiied jointly by the CSX Corporation and the 
Norfo l Southern (NS) Corporation seeking to acquire control of C^onrail's 44 ,000 
miles ot rail line in the Eastern United States. We have reviewed the draft scope, and 
we feel that it adequately addresses those items of interest to the Kentucky 
Transportat ion Cabinet. 

For t f ie record, the Kentucky Transportation Cabinet supports the proposed 
acquisition of Conrail's rail lines by the CSX and Norfolk Southern. We feel that The 
acquisition will provide significant benefits to the Commonweal th of Kentucky, both 
f rom an environmental and economic perspective, as outl ined below: 

• The proposed joint acquisition will enhance freight movement eff iciency 
by eliminating transfer time delays and costs due to changes in 
jurisdictional control. This should result in improved transit t ime, more 
dependable service, reduced costs to the railroad, and, therefore, better 
service and lower rates to Kentucky shippers. 

• It wi l l create competit ion between the CSX and NS which should also 
help bring about reduced shipping costs and improved delivery t ime. 

KENTUCKY TRANSPORTATION CABINfT 
•PROVlOf A SAFE, EFFICIENT. ENVIRONMENTALLY SOUND ANO FISCALLY RESPONSIBLE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 

WHICH PROMOTES ECONOMIC OROWTH AND ENHANCES THF QUALITY OF LIFE IN KENHICKY" 
•AN EQUAL OPPORrUNITY EMPLOYER M/F,''D" 



Office of the Secretary 
ATTN: Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Page Two 
August 5, 1997 

The proposed acquisition is expected to provide relief to Kentucky's 
interstate highways through reductions in truck traffic, or at least the 
rate of growth of truck traffic, due to freight diversion from trucks to rail 
because of increased efficiency and reduced costs. This will lessen 
demands on the Cabinet to improve important highway corridors such 
as 1-75 and 1-65, which would allow more resources to be used for other 
much-needed highway improvements in the state. 

T:ie anticipated diversion of freight from trucks to rail will also provide 
many other benefits, including: reduced energy use, enhanced safety 
on highways, reduced congestion, reduced system-wide air pollutant 
emissions, increased overall transportation efficiency, and reduced 
costs. 

In conclusion, we feel that the acquisition of Conrail by the CSX and NS 
railroads will be good for Kentucky and good for the country. Further, we feel that 
the draft EIS scope you have proposed will satisfactorily address the issues of 
concern to the Commonwealth of Kentucky. 

Sincerely, 

^-dames C. Codel 
Secretary of Transportation 

JCC/JLC/BSS/AMT/lh 
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ORIGINAL 
U.S. Oepartnymt of 
Trantportation 

Otfice of tne Secretary 
ol Transportat o 

GENERAL COUNSEL ^00 Sevenlh St S W 
Wasnington D C 20590 

DOT-l 

' ; g n i ? " A u g u s t 6, 1997 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket N'.>. 33388 
Surface Transportation Bonrd 
1923 KSt , N'.VV. Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

Attention; l-laine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Hnvironmental Analysis 
I • n \ • i r() n m ental Filing 

Re: Scope of Fnvironmental Impact Statement 
Finnnrt' DcKket No. .33388 

O 
o o 

IS ^ 

Dear Ms. Kaiscr. 

The Surface Tnnsportation Board ("STB" (>r "Board") has previously decided that 
its CO. ..-sideration of the proposed acquisition of Conrail by CSX Transportation 
and Norfolk Stuithern Railway ("CSX" and "NS," respectively) in the above-
reterenced proceeding requires the preparation ot an em ironmental impact 
statement ( 'F:IS') pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act. Decision 
No. 6. The STB's Section of Environmental Analysis ("SEA") is responsible for 
preparing this diKument. By decision served July 3, 1997, the SEA published a 
draft scope of thc issues to be addressed in the EIS and solicited comment. 

The United States Department of Transportation ("DOT" or "Department") shares 
the Board N recognition ot the importance ot this transaction, l l inxolves three of 
the f i \ I ' largest railroads in the nation, and it wi l l especially affect transportation 
service, economic dex elopment, and community life in the most heavily 
industrialized and denselv populated areas of the country. As discussed more 
tull\- below, the IX'partment believes the pmposed scope addresses the issues 
most likeh' io be of significance. However, we recommt nd that the STB clarify 
some of the safety issues identified, and wc submit that several other issues merit 
consideration as well . The comrnents that foik>w address the "Impact Categories" 
in the ordi-r set ft)rth in the draft scope. 



SAFETY 

The Department fully supports the proposed emphasis on the transaction's 
potential effects on safety. Decision at 7-8. Safet\- is the Department's highest 
prioritv and deserves the highest level of scrutiny. The Federal Railroad 
Administration ("ERA"), the operating administration within IX^T responsible 
for promoting and overseeing the safety of railroad operations, has already 
initiated a review of the current safety practices at all three Applicant railri>ads. 
ERA will take an acti\ e role in identify ing and analy zing possible safety concerns 
in this proceeding and in monitoring compliance with applicable regulations. 
EK')T offers the following specific recommendations in the category of Safety: 

The scope of the EIS should clearly include personal injuries and fatalities 
resulting from grade crossing collisions. The proposed draft scope properly 
inckides grade crossings as the first item to be addressed in the category of 
satet\-. id . at S. .More people die each year in grade crossing collisions that in any 
other tvpe of train incident; roughly half oi all deaths and a large portion of 
injuries associated with rail operations occur at grade crossings. Significant 
changes in dailv train \dlume at crossings could therefore ha\ e a material impact 
on safet\', and we consider additional specificity in this matter important. 

The scope of the EIS should be clarified to include the consequences of 
possible changes in the mix of trains or the length of trains due to the 
proposed transaction. The SEA has expresslv proposed \o consider the < ffects of 
increases in the number of trains on certain line segments. Id. at 7, but ^rain 
length and mix mav also ha\ e an effect on the blocking of grade cro!- .-.ings (as 
well as on air quality). 

The EIS should consider the safetv impact of potential truck-to rail traffic 
diversions arising from the transaction. The .Applicants have n ade clear that 
the diversion of traffic fri>m molttr carriage to rail carriage is a p 'ominent teature 
in their operating plans, and the consequence of such diversion or air qualit\' is 
alread\- identified as a topic for studv in the draft scope. Id. at . (It is also 
possible that air qualitv WL>uld be affectetf if this transactiiMi res ilts in diversit>n 
of traffic trom watc" carriage to rail ) To the extent that a reduc ion in the 
number of triicks on the highwa\ s translates into fewer deaths . nd injuries, the 
s.itetv implicatu>ns o\ this di\ ersiiMi are worthv of evaluation as well. 

The scope of the EIS should encompass any effects on safety due to the 
integration of three different rail carriers, l he Department has confidence that 
.ill rait carniMs seek to conduct tb.eir operations in a safe manner, and that each 
has adopted those programs deemed appropriate to this end. 1 lowe\ er, DOT 
has iibser\ ed following prior merger or acquisition proceedings that the 
intt'gr.ition of diM>rgent co''pt>rate cultures with different svstems, processes, and 
standard'' can raise safet\ issues with respect to operations, emplovee safety, and 
maintenance of rail infrastructure, l his also has important implications for such 



environmental concerns as the proper handling of hazardous materials. Eor 
these reasons we recommend including this subject within the EIS. 

TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 

The draft scope properlv encompasses both the effects of various propo.sals in the 
Application on commuter and interstate passenger rail service and the polential 
di\ ersiop of freight traffic from trucks to rail, id- 'it 8. Commuter and passenger 
rail service in the Northeastern United States, the most densely populated 
portion oi the country, are extremely important facets of this proceeding. 

The EIS should evaluate each of the lines carrying commuter or intercity rail 
passengers for the environmental effects (i.e., safety, noise, air quality) of 
increased or decreased freight service levels due to the proposed transaction. 
The draft sc(̂ pe refers to "svstem-wide" effects and "environmental" impacts. Id. 
at 3. It is not clear to the Department that these encompass attention to 
individual line segments and to the subject of safetv, which may not traditionally 
be considered an "environmental" matter. 

The EIS should identify possible instances of diversion from commuter and 
intercity rail to automobile if rail capacity problems cause a reduction in 
commuter or interstate passenger service frequency or reliability. It is a fact 
that freight and passengers sometimes compete tor limited track capacity, and it 
is also true that one of the Applicants' paraniitunt interests is to attract traffic 
from motor carriage. Such a change could affect a\ ailable rail capacity and, 
particularh' in urbai' areas, have ramifications for passenger rail operations. 
Ad\ ei"se impacts on these ctperations, in turn, could ha\ e an impact on safety, on 
air qualitx', and on land use (i.e., demand for mon- highwa\- capacitv). 

AlROUAl.lTY 

The EIS should inchide any line segments or terminal activity in which unique 
local condilions could make changes in operations below rcgnlatory 
thresholds the source of significant environmental impacts. The drafl scope 
specifies tliat stud\- of the transaction s effects on air qualitv will be guided b\' 
standards m tlie STB s ein ironmenta! rules, id . at 4'-» C.l-.R. Part 110?. VVe 
think it important to ntUe that these standards are of necessitv based on 
"average" conditions, and that while this mav be appropriate as a general matter, 
the SE.A shi>uld be sensitn i,' that particular circumstances in iocal areas ma\" 
support eniissions assessments t̂ f line segments and yards even though 
regulator\' thresholds ha\ e not been breached. 



The scope should include as complete an analysis of emissions as is feasible, 
the EIS should attempt to draw some conclusions about the consequences of 
the environmental impacts so identified, and the proposals of the Ozone 
Transport Assessment Group ("OTAG") to reduce emissions should be 
considered. The proposed EIS scope expressly excludes as infeasible an 
ex aluatuMT of ambient impacts of net increases or decreases of emissions related 
to rail operational changes, traffic delavs, and truck-to-rail dix ersions stemming 
from the transaction. Decision at 10. D(^T submits that some, perhaps more 
limited, anah tical effort in this area is important in light of the Environmental 
Protection Agenc\''s recent adoption of more stringent national ambient air 
qualitN' standards for o/one and particulate matter, and its pending standards for 
locomotive emissions. 62 Fed. Reg. 38654 and 38856 (July 18,1997) and 62 Fed. 
Reg. 6366 (February 11,1997), respectively. We suggest that SEA review the data 
that is or becomes reasonabh' available and make whatex er anah tical effort is 
feasible undei the circumstances. 

BIOLCX.ICAE RESOURCES 

The EIS should encompass the impact of proposed abandonments and rail 
construction projects on habitats that may not be designated as critical. The 
draft scope specifies onl\' "designated " critical habitats. Decision at 11, but IX^T is 
not aware of the criteria to be used or bv whom it is hi be used in identifving 
habitats to be studied. We accordingly urge the SE.A h> indicate clearlv that it 
will assess all important habitats in which the proposed transaction would ha\ e 
signiticant effects. 

ENVIRONMENTAF JUSTICE 

The scope of the EIS should explicitly include the impaci on minority or low-
income communities of increased train densities due to the proposed 
transaction. DOl commends the SEA for identif\ ing env ironmental justice as a 
subject to be covered in the FIS. id.. The SE,-\ has specified abandonments and 
construction prcijects in particular and the effects c>f these should certainlv be 
considered, id . We ciMisider impacts from actual operations to be of a kind with 
tnese and, tlierefi>re, also wortlu' ot stud\-. 

POSITIVE FNVIRONMFNTAF CONSEOUENCES 

The Department also offers a comment on a subject that dties not appear to ha\ e 
received sufficient eonsideratiiMi in the draft scope: positi\ e en\ ironmental 
impacts ot the transaction. While operational changes mav cause the volume of 
traffic to increase on some line segments, with likeh' negatix i ' consequences, to 
the extent that such tiaffic mereh' reflects shifts from elsewhere on the same 



systeni or a nearby competing system, those lines k^sing traffic will likely 
experience beneficial environmental changes. We therefore recommend that the 
EIS evaluate positive envirL')nmental impact^ 'on a line segment basis, if 
necessary) arising from the proposed transaction. 

Conclusion 
The [X'partment believ es that the proposed scope of the EIS is appropriate in 
most respects. The suggestions set forth above are offered in the interest of 
ensuring adequate attention to related issues of importance. We also look 
forward to the opportunit)' to cooperate with the Board and its contractors in all 
areas in which DOT and FRA may have responsibilities and expertise. 

Respectfully submitted. 

ancv E. McFadden 
•eneral Counsel 

cc: Hon. Jacob Eex enthal 
Ctiunsel for .Applicants 
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20314-1000 
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Policv Division 
DOCUMENT 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Attn: Ms. Elaine K. Kaiscr 
Chief. Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet. NW 
Wa.shington. DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

We are responding to your request of July 3, 1997. to provide comments on your request 
on the proposed scope tor EIS that details the preparation instigated by S fB Finance Docket 
No. '>3388. CS.X Corporalion and CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk .Southern Corporation and 
.Xorfolk Soulhcrn Railway i 'ompam-i 'ontrol und Operating Leases/.igreements-Conrail, Inc. 
and Consolidated Rail Corporation. 

We have completed our review ofthe draft propo.sed EIS scope and have found it 
sufficient, and olTcr no further comments. 

Sincerely, 

Chief, Policy Division 
Directorate of Civil Works 
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U M I T B O • T A T V a O B P A R T M E N T O F C O M I M S R C S 
N a t i o n a l O o a a n l e anal A f c m e a p h a r l a A d m l n l a c r a c l e n 
(MATlOfMAL M A R I N E FISHePWES S E R V I C E 
S i i v a r S p r i n g , M a r y l a n d a O S I O 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaisei, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analy.sis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Stxeet, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

D. ar Ms . Kaiser: 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), Office of 
Protected Resoarces. Endangered Specxe^ Di v i s i o n has reviewed the 
Notice of Int e n t to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
^!?o!f Comir.ents on Proposed EIS Scope (STB Finance Docket No. 

A f t e r reviewing these documents, the Endangered Species 
Division has determined that the scope of the proposed EIS should 
address i n d e t a i l p o t e n t i a l adverse impacts t o b i o l o g i c resources 
Examples of information needed i n the Draft EIS include: 

Sactior^ 7, B i o l o g i c a l Rasourcea, there i s no discussion of the 
eff e c t s of r a i l operations on federal endangered or 
threatened species or designated h a b i t a t s . 

Sactxon 8 - Water Rasourcea f a i l s to discuss how p o t e n t i a l 
impacts to water q u a l i t y could a f f e c t f e d e r a l l y l i s t e d 
aquatic species or designated c r i t i c a l h a b i t a t s . 

The d r a f t EIS should address possible e f f e c t s on the f e d e r a l l v 
l i s t e d species under NMFS' j u r i s d i c t i o n : shortnose sturgeon 
(Acipenser b^uv.Lrostrum) and Gulf sturgeon (Acipe;,ser oxyrhynchus 
desotoi). We also have concerns regarding Alabama shad (AJosa 
al3b^mae). saltmarsh topminnow (Fundulus j e n k i n s i ) , and A t l a n t i c 
1111^^°""'. 1^^ ' ' ^^" ' " ' ^ oxyrhy/ichus oxyrhynchus), a l l of which are 
NMFS candidate species. (See enclosure) 

Thanlc you for allowing us to review these documents. I f you 
have any questions, piease contact T e r r i Jordan at (301)713-1401. 

Sincerely, 

Nancy Chu 
Division Chief 
Endangered Species D i v i s i o n 
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ran resul t I n a l o w e r l i k e l i h o o d o f an 
/ ESA l i s t i ng . 

!n Table 1. Rev ised l is t o f c a n d i d a t e 
\ species l he c o m m o n name appears as 

uit> f i rst e n t r y f o l l o w e d by t h e sc len t l f l 
r ame . the f a m i l y n a m e , a n d the area o f 
t t n c e m T h i s area deno tes t h e general 
geographic b o u n d a r i e s o f t he species or 
the vpnebra te p o p u l a t i o n for w h i c h 

c o n c e m has been expressed. Ongo ing or 
fu tu re B io log ica l s ta tu i rev iews may 
na r row the geographic area or 
p o p u l a t i o n of concern Ir^ che fu ture . 

Tab le Z l ists species and vertebrate 
popu la t i ons w h i c h have been proposed 
for l i s t i ng unde r the ESA T w o o f these 
were on the p rev ious 1991 candidate 
species IISL As f i n a l determinat ions are 

m a d e , these spec ies/ver tebrate 
p o p u l a t i o n s may be d e t e r m i n e d to n o t 
w a r r a n t l i s t i n g , to wa r ran t l i s t i ng , or b 
des igna ted as cand ida te species. 

Dated, j u l y 8. 1997. 

Patr icia A . Maniania, 

Oepury Director. Office af Protected 
Hasouirxs. N»Honai Marins Fisheries Service. 

TABLE 1 .—REVISED UST OF CANDIDATE SPECIES 

Common nama 

Mmrinti Mammals 
fieluga Whale • 

flst\»s 
Dusky Sharts' 
Sand l lgaf Shartt* 
Wiflhi Sharti • 
Atlantic Sturgeon 
Alabama S h a d ' 
Saarun Cullhroai Tnoui *,* 
Chum Salmon 
Coho Salmon' 

Sieolheod Trout"-' . 

Sockeye Salmon*'* 

Chinook Sa lmon ' * 
Allanlic Salmon-.' .. 

Mangrove Riwuhjg' 
Salimarsh Topminnow 
Key SMverglda 
o . ^ o s u m Pipalish 
Speckled Mind" 
Jawl lsh ' 
Wamewr Qrouper 
Nassau Grouper < ... 

Mollusks 
White Abalone' 

SclaniHIe name 

Otipttinaptenti leucts. 

Carehaftilnut otseurvs 
OOonttsplt laurus 
CMitharinui signalus 
Adpmsar tuyittynehus at^ynchus. 
Aloss alMbamat 
OnoQitiynctna daitl dark) 
Or>ooi*^yiicHia keta 
Oncetriynchus kisuttft 

Onewfiyncfiua mj)kls$ . 

Oneoihynchus na/ka ... 

Oncorttync/ius tstuiw/tsetm 
Salmo aalBf 

Rh/uhjs marmofatus 
Fundulus JankinsI 
ManUia eonehorum 
Mieraphli b/aetiyunu Knatiua 
Epinaphelus drviftmondhayl ... 
Epinaphelns ibfara 
^inapfialus nigrttus 
Epltiephelus strtalus 

HeOotea soranseni 

Family 

Monodonlidae 

Careharhinidae 
C3dontaspldldae 
CardiarhinUae . 
Adpanaerldae ... 
Clupaldaa 
Salmoeldaa 
Salmonldaa 
Salmonldaa 

Salmonldae . 

Salmonldaa . 

Salmonldae . 
Salmonldaa . 

A«>k>c»iainda« .... 
Cyprlnodontldaa 
Alhadnldae 
Syngrtfihldae 
SarranWae 
Se<Tanldaa 
Sarranldaa 
Serranldaa 

Hatiotldaa 

Ar«a of eoneam» 

AK (Cook Inlet papulation). 

Allanlic, flutt of Maxico; Paciiic 
Al. iniic; Quit at Mexico 
Allanlic: Qulf ot Maiico 
Allanlic, anadmmoua. 
AL, FL, anadromous. 
Padfic. WA te CA, anadramoua.* 
Padfic. WA, OR, anadromoue.* 
Padflc, ar\adiT>mau«. Pugal Sounor 

Strait ot Oaerpla, Seuihwaal WA, 
Lowar Columbia Rvar, and OR 
Coaai ESUa* 

PadHe, anadmmoua. Middle Columbia 
Rlvar ESU 

Padllc. WA, anadromous and Ireeh-
waiar.* 

Padflc. WA to CA, anadtomoua.* 
Atlantic, anadromoua, Kennebec River, 

Tunk Snaam, Penobaeoi Rlvar, and 
St Cro l i Rivar OPSa. 

FL, • f luer lne. 
TX, LA, MS, AU FL 
Florida Kays 
Rorida, Indian Rlvar Lagoon 
NC to Qulf of Madeo. 
NC couthwaid 10 Quit of Maxico 
MA aouthward lo Quit of Masioo. 
NC couihward lo Qulf ol Mexico. 

CA, Baja CA. 

* addition lo ksl. 
< reaeareh inlilaieO aa a raauli ol being on 1891 candidate apadea lial. 
'6SU-avolut lonanly algnincani unli Padfic aalmon populations can only be Nded undar iha ESA If Ihcy are 'avolutionarily aigniflcani" per 

NMFS policy (56 FR 68812) 
3DPS«<lelincl population aagmeni 
•under ESA sialus revleMr. tpedf ic ESUi meriting eandldaie i iaiua nvlll be Idenilfted in the future foilowing atatua review. 
>lor Ihls cpeoes. certain tSUa/DPSa are candidate spaelas, whits other* are preposad lor lisiing undsr iha ESA (see Table 2) 
*Oslin«s the general geoeraptilc a'aa or populalbns ot ooneem for Ihe tpecies. 

TABLE 2.—SPECIES THAT HAVE BEEN PROPOSED fOR LISTING UNDER THE ESA 

Common nama 

Marine Mammals 
Harbor Porpoise 

Fis/ias 
Sleslhead Trouf ' 

Allanlic Salmon" ' 

Sclanlille nama 

Phoeoanmphooaana ... 

Oneoffiynchus mykiss . 

Salmo talar . 

Family 

Oelphinldae 

Salmonldae . 

Salmonldaa . 

Area under consideraiion 

Gulf of Maine. 

Padfic. artadromoua. Lowar Columoia 
River, OR Coast, iCIamatfi Moun-
(aina Province, Northern CA, On l ra l 
CA Coasl, South/Cani a l CA Coaet, 
Souttwm CA, Camral Vallay. Upper 
Columbia Rivar, S rw lu River Basin 
esus. 

Atlantic, anadromous. Oannya. E. 
Machias, Maeblaa, Pleasant, 
Narraguag'^8, Oudn-ap, and 
Shaapacol Rlvar DPS* 
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TABLE 2 --Specifs THAT HAVF B^PN PROPOSED FOR LISTING UNDER THS: ESA—Continued 

CcmrDon name Sclennric name Family Area under oonsJderalion 

Plants 
HydfDcharltaeeae FL. 

'Addition to IIKI 
' Undor siaius review 

IFR Doc 97-18326 Filed 7 11-97, 8:45 am| 
eiLUNQ COOE uiB-ta-a 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Patent and Tradamark Office (PTO) 

Deposit of Biological Malarlals for 
Patents 

ACTX9N: Proposed collection: comment 
request. 

SUMMARY: Tlte Departintrni of Commitree 
(DoC). as part of lis coniinuing effor i to 
I educe paperwork and respondent 
burden, invites the generai public and 
other Federal agencies to take this 
opportunity co corrunent on proposed 
and/or continuing Information 
collrcMotLs as lequlied by the 
Paperwork Reductton Act of 199S, Pub 
L 104- 13 (44 0 5 0 3506(c)(2)(A)) 
tJATFS: Written comments mtist be 
.submitted on or before Sepcember 12. 
1997 

ADOnCSSCS: Direct al l wri t ten commenls 
to Linda Engelmeler. DepanmenLal 
Forms Clearancf Officer Dt-panmcnt of 
Coiiiineicf;. Room 5327, 14lh and 
Constitution Avenue. NW Washington. 
DC 20230. 

IOR FURTHER INF0RKSAT1ON CONTACT: 
Requests for addittonal Information ox 
copies of the \. iformation collection 
Instrumfnt(s) and irtsiructlorvs should 
be directed to Robert J Spar Paient and 
Trademark OfTice (PTO) Wsshington 
DC 20231 telephone number (703) 
3Q'j-S28b 

SUPPLEMENTARW INFORMATTON: 

i Abstract 

Every patent must contain a 
description of the Invention written so 
as to enable a person knowledgeable In 
thp iflcrvhiil srlcnc*' In mak*" and ixsit the 
Invendon Wtipn the Invention involves 
\ bloloKlr.al material, .lomerlmex ward.\ 
ulkiiie cannoe !>uff1c:l<;ri(ly describe hvow 
to make and u^e the Invention In a 
reproducible or repealablp manner. In 
such casrts. the required biological 
material must either he luiown and 
readily (and continually) avallablt*. or br 
depQ^lied in d suliabli: dL'poi>iiary to 
obuin a paient When a deposit Is 
necessary, the PTO collects Information 

to determine: whethei Ltie patent statute 
has been compiled wi th Including 
whether the public has been notlHed 
about where samples of the biological 
material can be obtained. 

11. Meihod of Collection 

By msil. facsimile or hand cany when 
the applicanf or agent flle.s a patent 
applicat ion wi th the Patent and 
Trademark OITice (PTO) or submits 
subsequent papers during the 
prosecution of the application to the 
PTO 

IU Data 

OMS Number 0651-0022 
Form Number None 
Type af Review Renewal without 

chariue 
AfTecced Public Individuals or 

households, business or other non 
profit not-for-profit Institutions and 
Federal Government. 

Estimated Numbar of /?e.sponde.ncs. 
3.500 

f-stimafed Time Per Response: On,? 
houi. 

Estimaied Total Annual Burden 
Houn. 3 500 hours 

Estimated Total Annua/ Cost 
$350,000 to submit the Information m 
the PTO CapUal costs Include testing 
a.nd slorage fees. A one time/per deposit 
testing fee typically costs SIQO.OO to 
assess the viability o f the biological 
material. I'he one time/per deposit 
storage fee Is approximately $960.00 
The sum of capital costs Is $3,710,000 
annually ($1060 X 3500) 

IV Request for Comments 

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether 
vhe proposed collection of information 
Is necessary for Ihe proper performance 
of the functions of the agency. Including 
whether the Information shall have 
practical uti l i ty: (b) the accuracy of the 
agency's estimate of the burden 
(including hours and cost) of the 
proposed collection of informaiion: (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, snd clarity 
of the Information vO be collected: and 
(d) ways to minimize the burden of the 
collection of information on 
respondent.";, including ihrough the wise 
of automated collection techniques or 
other forms of Information (echnology 

Comments submitted In response to 
this notlci' w i l l be summarized or 

Included In the tequest foi OMB 
approval of this Information collection: 
tiiey w i l l also become a matter of public 
record. 

Daied: july 8. 1997. 
Unda Engelmeler, 
Dtpa/lmental Forms Clearance OITleer, OfTice 
af Management ar)d Organization 
\FR Doc 97-i84?9 FlUd 7-11-97, 8:45 amJ 
BlUtNO CODE 1510-

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Coffee, Sugar & Cocoa Ecchange, Inc. 
Petition for Exemption From the Dual 
Trading Prohibition In Affected 
Contract Markets 

AGENCV: Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission 
ACTION; Order 

SUMMARY; "ITie Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission ( Commission ') Is 
granting the petition of the CoiTee, Sugar 
& Cocoa Exchange, Inc. ( CSCE " or 
"Exchange ") for exemption from the 
prohibition against dual trading tn its 
Sugar «11 futures contracts 
DATES: T h U Order Is effective July 8, 
1997 

TOR FURTHER INFORMATICM CONTACT: 
Duane C. Andrcsen, Special Counsel. 
Division of Trading and Marketa, 
Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission. Three Lafayette Centre, 
1155 21st St , N W Washington, DC 
20SS1: telephone (202) 416-5490 
SUPPUMENTARV INFORMATION: On 
October 19. 1993. the Coffee. Sugar & 
Cocoa Exchange, Inc . ( CSCE' or 

Fjichange") submitted a Petition for 
Ejcemptlon f rom thf Dual Trading 
Prohibition for ils Sugar HI I and Coffee 

C" futures contracts. Subsequently the 
Exchange submitted an amende^ 
petition on March 21. 1997.' Upon 
consideration of these petltloru and 
other matirrs of record Including 
Exchange submissions and undertakings 

' In lu tmended ptddon. ilie Ejiuunie pcilUoncd 
for th* dual trading sumpllDn (or lU cDnlnci 
markes Cottcc "C , Sujar 11) v.a Caau, futun* 
t n a f u t u r m opr ion ooiuraco T>«U Orc9«r U 
applicable 10 Ihc Sugar t l I fuiurct comraa mailiei. 
wlildi curren Jy u ili* ooly afractad csniiac market 
at the Eachange 
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SOUTH WESTERN REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY 

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

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

ENVIRONF.?ENTAL "̂'̂ 3'î ^̂  
DOCUMENT 

' tf,f.! 

RE: Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS 
STB RaHroad Control Application - Finance Docket No. 33388 
(CSX Corporation et al) 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

Thank you for your letter of July 3, 1997, informing us of your intent to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the above named Railroad Control Application, 
and your request for comments on the proposed EIS scope t . : is part of the notice. 

The South Western Regional Planning Agency consists ofeight towns and cities in 
the southwestern corner of Connecticut. (These municipalities include Darien, Greenwich, 
New Canaan, Norwalk, Stamford, Weston, Westport and Wilton.) 

Both 1-95 and the Northeast Corridor rail line run directly through our region. 

The South Western Region is also located near the center of the Greater New 
York/New Jersey/New England Air-Quality Non-Attainment area. See copy of portion of 
rnap entitled Air Quality Attainment Status Fig. 1-4, page 68 of volume 6A of 8, Docket No. 
33388. The location of South Western Region is marked with an arrow. (Attachment 1) 

At their regular meeting of July 7, 1997 the South Westem Regional Planning 
Agency, (SWRPA; r, accordance with their 1995 Reaional Plan of Conservation and 
Development (Attachmvont 2) and in support of a letter dated June 18, 1997 from the South 
Western Region Metropolitan Planning Organization (SWRMPO) to Governor John 
Rowland of Connecticut (Attachment 3). unanimously authorized testimony to be submitted 
to the Surface Transportaticn Board, based on SWRPA and SWRMPO policy 

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 

.2 
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In addition to the excerpt from the SWRPA 1995 Regional Plan in 
Attachment 2, please see the excerpt from ttie SWRMPO Long Range Transportation Plan. 
(Attachment 4) 

PURPOSE OF OUR COMMENT 
The purpose of cur comment is: 1) to inform the STB of our regional transportation 

policy, which advocates high speed, truck competitive, low-profile, intermodal rai] freight 
service along the entire Northeast Co.-ridor (NEC) directly through New York City, 2) to 
comment on the scope of the draft EIS to be prepared by the Surface Transportation 
Board's vSection of Environmental Analysis, (SEA) and to urge that this EIS consider the 
environmental impact of not providing direct intermodal rail freight service directly along the 
NEC north of Newark, New Jersey to Boston, Massachusetts, and 3) to comment on the 
Railroad Control Application itself, in support of 1) and 2) above. 

1. SOUTH WESTERN REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION POLICY 

Official advisory land use/transportation policy ofthe South Western Region is set forth 
in the 1995 Regional Phn of Conservation and Development at pp. 68-70, prepared 
and aaopted by the South Western Regional Planning .Agency (SWRPA) (see 
Attachment 2) 

The South Western Region Metropolitan Planning Organization, (SWRMPO) consists 
of the eight Mayors and First Selectmen and the three Transit Districts of the region, 
in cooperation with the Connecticut Department of Transportation, SWRMPO sets 
transportation policies and priorities for the region. The SWRMPO is c'oeply concerned 
about the rail freight service which will result from the division of Conrail between CSXT 
and Norfolk Southern 

To formally express this concern, SWRMPO sent a letter under date of June 18, 1997 
to Governor John Rowland of Connecticut, urging him to request the STB to amend the 
proposal to provide for the shared use of the entire Northeast Corridor. (See 
Attachment 3) 

This proposal is based on the Long Range Transportation Plan of the South Western 
Region Metropolitan Planning Organization (See Attachment 4) 

2. COMMENT ON THE SCOPE OF THE DRAFT EIS 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT EAST OF HUDSON RIVER 
The joint CSXT/NS plan to operate Conraii includes extensive and detailed 
environmental impact statements for many track connections, increased yard 
operations, and increased freight train density levels. These environmental studies 
even include the impact of abandoning several relatively obscure rail branch lines in 
western Indiana. 
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Despite the fact that the area east of the Hudson River (N Y C , Ll, Conn, and Mass.) 
IS part of the largest air quality non-attainment area in the U S A, there has been no 
environmental study of the impact of continuing (and therefore not improving) the 
present limited rail freight servica east ofthe Hudson River. 

In the draft scope of the EIS prepared by the STB Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) it states: 

"Under the NEPA process. SEA will evaluf^te only the potential environmental 
impnuis of operational and physical changes that are directly related to the 
proposed transaction. SEA will not consider environmental impacts relating to 
existing rail opei ations and existing railroad facilities." 

We would argue that the operational and physical changes proposed in this application, 
i e the new joint use of the southern half of the Northeast Corndor (Washington, DC -
Newark) will environmentally impact the northern half (Newark-Boston) unless the same 
direct, competitive, intermodal rail freight service which will be available in the southern 
half is extended to the northern half of the Northeast Corridor. 

In the EIS scope under Impact Categorv (pp 36335-36336 of 62FR) the EIS will 
discuss: 1) the potential transportation system impacts of diversions of freight from 
trucks to rail and rail tc trucks, as appropriate, 2) the energy impacts of diversions as 
above. 3) the air quality impacts of increases in truck traffic of more than ten (10) 
percent ofthe average daily traffic or fifty (50) vehicles a day, and evaluate emissions 
increases if the proposed transaction affects a Class I or Non-Attainment area as 
designated under the Clean Air Act, 4) the noise impact of an incremental increase in 
noise level of three decibels Ldn or more, and the 5) the environmental justice impacts 
of whether the result of the proposed contrast between rail service provided to the 
northern and the southern half of the Northeast Corridor would have a disproportionally 
high and adverse health affect or environmental impact on any minority or low-income 
group. 

We would conclude that all of the foregoing impacts pertain to the Northeast Corridor. 

3. COMMENT ON RAILROAD CONTROL APPLICATION 

PROBLEM 

Vehicular traffic congestion on 1-95 has long been a serious problem, and is expected 
to worsen A significant part of this problem are the large number of tractor trailers 
which operate every hour of the day By contrast, not one through freight train of any 
kind operates over the parallel Northeast Corndor rail line north of Newark, N.J. This 
heavy truck traffic could be reduced, were competitive, north-south intermodal rail 
freight service provided directly along the Northeast Corridor rail line. 
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OPPORTUNITY 
The division ofthe Conrail system between the Chessie System (CSXT) and Norfolk 
Southern (NS) railroads presents a major opportunity to improve rail freight service in 
the Northeastern U S The Surface Transportation Board (STB) review of the proposed 
division shouid maximize this opportunity. 

Improvement will come from direct competition between CSXT and NS and between 
both railroads and the trucking industry. This competition should be reflected in 1) 
lower freight rates, 2) longer single line service without costly interchange between 
different railroads, 3) new and greatly improved north-south rail services instead of only 
the east-west service provided by Conrail and, finally 4) shared use ofthe Northeast 
Corridor (NEC) for high-speed, truck-competitive intermodal rail freight trains. 

L E S S SERVICE EAST OF HUDSON RIVER 
Unfortunately. New York City, Long Island, Connecticut and New England will not fully 
share in these improvements See Attachment 5 for Triple Crown Network and north-
south Routes which, unfortunately, do not extend east of the Hudson River. 

BACKGROUND AND PROPOSED CSXT/NS PLAN 
The April. 1997 agreement between CSXT and NS, which constitutes the plan now 
before the STB, provides that only CSXT will operate east ofthe Hudson River, denying 
or significantly reducing the major benefits of direct competition, lower freight rates and 
direct, truck- competitive intermodal service to New York City, Long Island. Connecticut 
and New England 

Prior to this agreement, NS had stated its intention of operating directly along the entire 
NEC, through Penn Station, New York City, using "Roadrailer" type intermodal 
equipment and single container-on-flatcar type trains, both of which can operate in the 
restncted overhead clearance environment of the NEC. It reported that success was 
being achieved in solving the operating concerns of Amtrak and the commuter 
railroads NS, which operates the Roadrailer trains, wants to use the NEC so it can 
directly compete with trucks. 

Unfortunately. CSXT has no such plans for direct service along the NEC through New 
York City Instead, only one conventional intermodal train is planned, operating 
between Atlanta, Georgia and Boston, Massachusetts, using the longer, slower route 
via Albany, New York 

Unfortunately, too, under the present plan now before the STB, the low profile 
Roadrailer trains will not provide service east of the Hudson River because only NS 
(and not CSXT) operates this type of equipment. 
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Roadrailers, which can operate through Penn Station New York City and the river 
tunnels and which can operate at passenger train speeds, will, however, for the first 
time, be operated by NS on the NEC, but only on the southern half, from Washington, 
DC to Newark NJ 

The northern half of the NEC from Newark, New Jersey to Boston, Massachusetts, with 
fewer passenger trains than the southern half, will remain underutilized during off peak 
hours Late at night, and until early dawn, it will be essentially empty. Such 
underutilization is particularly disturbing because the NEC is, like the highway system, 
owned, maintained and operated by the public. The public sector, like the private 
sector, should expect and receive the best possible return on its investment. (See 
Attachment 6 for Comparative Train Densities on NEC. 

The existing joint CSXT/NS application proposes joint passenger and freight operation 
of the Northeast Corridor (NEC) from Washington, DC north to Newark, NJ. which 
proposal we fully and enthusiastically support. 

This joint use of the NEC is also important to Norfolk Southern, and we quote from 
p 226 of Vol 3B of 8 (NS Operating Plan) 

"The existing Roadrailer round trip between Newark and Atlanta, which operates 
five days a week, will be rerouted from the Hagerstown route to the NEC. 
Substantial mileage will be saved. This new route will permit TCS (Tnple Crown 
Service) to compete with motor carriers for traffic between the Northeast and the 
Carolinas. something it cannot do using the Hagerstown route." 

As may be seen, direct intermodal raii freight operation on the NEC is shorter in miles 
and permits direct competition with t,rucks, thus fulfilling one of the pnmary stated 
objectives of the Railroad Control Application presently before the STB. 

North of Newark, New Jersey, the alternate routes to the NEC stated in the CSXT and 
NS operating plans are the proposed CSXT route to Boston via the existing Conrail 
iines: i e River Line to Albany and the Boston Line to Boston, or, as proposed by NS, 
the Hagerstown/ Harnsburg/ Scranton/ Binghamton/ Schenectady/Hoosac Tunnel route 
via Norfolk Southern Delaware & Hudson (Canadian Pacific) and Guilford 
Transportation Industms lines. 

Based on the NS statement quoted above, neither of these routes permit Triple Crown 
Services (TCS) or single container-on-flatcar intermodal (which can also operate 
through Penn Station) to directly and effectively compete with highway trucking along 
the entire north-south 1-95 route. 
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Thus, extension of joint passenger/freight operations along the NEC through New York 
City anci northeast to Boston and New England is the only practical competitive 
intermodal alternative to continued highway truck congestion. 

PROPOSED ACTION BY THE SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Accordingly, we advocate that the EIS include a full review ofthis proposal, including 
the impact of a continuation of the status quo on air quality, safety, healtti and the 
economy Such a review would be performed with a view toward persuading the STB 
to grant approval of the Railroad Control Application with appropriate conditions, 
namely, 1) permit and require operation of Roadrailer and single container-on-flatcar 
service through New York City via Penn Station to New Haven, Connecticut and 
beyond, and 2) require, in the interest of competitive rail freight service, joint access 
along this route to both CSXT and NS. 

We fully acknowledge and appreciate that the freight service on the NEC should be 
high speed and compatible with intercity passenger and commuter rail operations. 

Thank you for this opportunity to offer our comment. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Richard C. Carpenter, AICP 
Executive Director 

Attachments (6) 
1 Location of South Western Region 
2 SWRPA Plan 
3 Letter tn Governor Rowland 
4 SWRMPO Plan 
5 Network and Route Maps 
6 Comparative Train Densities 

cc Hon Henry Sanders Chairman SWRMPO 
William Hutchison, Chairman, SWRPA 
Hon James Sullivan Commissioner, ConnDOT 
Congressional Delegation 
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LOCATION OF SOUTH WESTERN REGION 
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SOUTH WEST^T^N tz'^or-i 

L E G E N D 
Expanded CSX and NS Systems, 

/ ^ ^ \ y ^ Shared Area.-, and NEC including 
Trackage Rifjhts and Haulage 
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[T I Maintenance 

Figure 1-4 
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station location is adjacent to the Wheels 
Hu^ "pulse point" station in downtown 
.Norwalk. and would provide direct 
connections from the station to employment 
sues throughout the city. 

Danbury Peak-1 lour Train Service 

There is also a need for additional train 
service on the Danbury brancti ofthe 
railroad, particularly running north during 
thc pc.ik atternonn rush hour. .At presen'. 
liicie is in.idequate rush hour train service 
runiiini: north to l\iiibur\. e\cn though 
there are many workers now commuting 
into the Re'.:!on t'lom the Danbury arca each 
da\. The addition of northbound train 
service between 4:45 and 6;00 PM would 
increase the convenience and efficiency ot 
usinr. mass ttansit to commute into the 
Rc'.Moii to work, a major goal of the 1̂ 45 
Kecioii.il I'lati .As ,i direct result of 
S\N Kl' . \ effons. I'M peak hour northbound 
sers ue was initiated in Julv, 199.5. 
How .", er. additional service is needed. 

Inciease I se nl Rail Sy.stem for Interstate 

I rei<^hl 

.-\ maior comnbutine f.ictor lo the sc\ere 
COIIL-CSIK'H and .ur I.]IM1I1\ problems 
pl.iiur.n^- the nonlie.ist .omdor is the truck 
ir.ifl'ic uhich miisi iis.' tlu' region !>> gct 
from New b.neland lo New \oxk and points 
south and wcsi. W hile the completion of 1-
2S~ in lUMihern New .UMSCV oilers .i new 
w.i\ lortriKk u.'fiic lo bvpass New •̂ork 
Cuv aud the South Western Region, going 
up the New "̂ 'oik Si.iic rhniwa> to 

Thc niythec:s! corridor rati svs!e."t can suppori 
adduional fn ip:'. usiitiC to uUcnatc roaa coni;csnon 
Here, an Amirak mail c.xpre.is 'rum pa.sses llnoush 
Stam ford station. 

Newburgh instead of using the George 
Washington Bridge and 1-95. additional 
treight tratTic should be shifted omo the 
Region's rail network. 

.-\ new proposal for the larger tri-state 
reeion would greatly facilitate the transfer 
l.f some truck freight to rail lines The 
.Access to the Core plan being de\ eloped 
loiiitly b\ the Port Authonty of New York 
and New .Icrsev. the Metropolitan Transit 
.Authority, and New .letsev Transit would 
include provisions for direct rail freight 
access to Manhattan, possibly via the West 
Side Line and Oak Point link to New 
hngland. and to Long Island via the Hell 
Gate Line. .Also, Road Railer and single-
container-on-flatcar service should be 
inacuarated through the Penn Station 
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tunnels SWRP..\ supports the development 
.md implement.ition of pkiiis which could 
subsuiiui.;!l\ redii.e truck tratfic and 
coiigcsiKMi ihriHighout thc Northeast 
forvidor. 

".-̂  Plan Policii s 

SW Rl'.\ , j.i.'p'eJ I:,lUsjMil,IIIOII poh^ics 
.i.ldrc^- I wule r.mgc of legisl.nne, ph\si^-.il 
i'i.inmuu. .itid dem.iiul m,m,n.'e;iient issues; 

all residents, including the transit-
dependent and the disabled. Human -
scale design and "traffic calming" 
techniques should be used 
With the know ledge lhat financial 
resources are limited, anaKve 
altemative fiscal and technical 
transponalion strategies to meet 
regional needs. Such altemati\ es 
should: 

1. Promote truck-competitive, 
intermodal rail freight 
service alonn the Nonheast 
Conidor. 

2. Promote shurde buses to ami from 
railroad stations. 

3. Promote improvement of highw ay 
safetv laws, especially speed limits, 
and elimination of defectiv e 
equipment cn cars, buses and 
trucks. Increase State Police Troop 
"G" staffing to enforce safetv law s. 
Increase weigh station operalion 
and educ.ition in dnving siifety 
pniciiccs, 

4. Promiiie the use iif less ciinvenient 
loc.illoiis and higher p.trking 
ch.irges lor smgle occupancy 
\ehicles and ,ilso a weighi'disuince 
t.LV for hc.i\ \ tmcks. 

l-iv. vHir.igc ik'x cl>'>pmcnl ol ,i b.il.inceii 
i;.iii^[\-!uiii 'I'l s\ --lem w hich iiscs a 
N.i::ct\ I'I mode-oper.itmg in ,i 
coini^i.'iiK'iH.iiA wav to s.i\e eneriiv. 
; ^L',•-!].';'., iniprox c .i:r ijU.iiilv 

;iic;iV^.i\ s.i!,t\, sticiigthcn iirtuii 
center.-, aiui tiu.ilU. to meet the needs of 

r.(> Hetween Now and 2(HI5 

Seven specific are.is of planning and 
(irogrammiug emphasis are needed to help 
.iclikwe t!ie goals ofthe regional plan for 
improved tr.msponation management and 
reduced automobile and truck traffic on the 
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Region's limited-access highwav network. 
• Complete capital maintenance programs 

for the Metro-Nonh New Hav en 
commuter rail line, ensuring continued 
and enhanced service, including through 
service at Stamford-New Haven to 
Hanford. 

• Plan and implement an improvement 
procram for C S Route " .ind Route 1 
corndors. The SW RMIH > should 
continue to advocate the completion of 
new l",S, " 10 P.inbviry. 

• Continue traffic s.itetv .md traffic 
management improvements tor I S. 
Route 7. the Mcriit! Paikwav. and 1-95. 
especially: 
1. Constnict the full interchange 

between the Merritt Parkw.iv and 
U.S. 7. and extend Ncw L S " from 
Gust Mill Ro.id to Roii-c .v'̂  South 
Ul W i h o n . 

:, l-Ait 8 .ippro.iches to 1-95. 
• Bc'jn to shift some long haul truck 

Iivi'.:ht to intermodai rail fieight along 
the Nonhc.ist Comdor vail lme, 

• PIOV ide lor .idditional commuter 
parkins: .it rail st.iiuMis .ik>ug the entire 
lmc lo encourage tr.msit use. 

• Compleie the planned enhancement of 
Si.imtoid s Transpon.Uioii Centei. with 
evp.uui.'d ..ipacitv thiough the use ot 
centei island platforms 

• Plan for thc effect of additional traffic to 
;uid froir ouiside the Region due to 
economic developmeni not under our 
control. 
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LETTER TO GOVERNOR ROWLAND 

M E T R O P O L I T A N 
P L A N N I N G 
O R G A N I Z A T I O N 
One Selieck Street Suite #210 East Norwalk, CT 06855 
Telephone: 203-866-5543 Fax: 203-866-6502 

June 18, 1997 

Hon. John G. Rowland 
Room 200 
State Capitol 
Hartford, CT 06106 

Dear Governor Rowland: 

The South Western Region Metropolitan Organization has been deeply interested 
in the rail freight service which wil! result from the division of Conraii between the Norfolk 
Southern Corporation (NS) and the CSXT Corporation (CSXT). We respectfully urge you, 
as Governor, to request the Surface Transportation Board to amend the proposal before 
it to provide for the shared use of the entire Northeast Corridor. This would provide for 
competition a'ong the Northeast Corridor and will encourage enhanced intermodal rail 
freight service, to ease congestion on 1-95. 

The mutual agreement reached in April between NS and CSXT provides that only 
CSXT will take over Conrail in New England and east of the Hudson River, including 
Conrail's trackage rights over Metro North between New York City and New Haven. NS 
by contrast, had proposed direct operation of "Road Railer" and single containers on 
flatcars through Penn Station, and directiy along the Northeast Corridor toward Boston. 
CSXT nov/ proposes the more circuitous routing (over 100 miles longer) from Boston 
west to Albany, thence south along the west bank of the Hudson River to Northern New 
Jersey. NS clearly states that it had been working out all operating concerns relating to 
direct operations thru Penn Station with Amtrak and the Long Island Railroad and with 
Metro North for operation on the New Haven Line. 

We note that the CSXT/NS agreement of April 1997 allows for the joint use of the 
Amtrak Northeast Corridor from Philadelphia to Newark, which shares track space with 
New Jersey Transit and SEPTA trains. Accordingly, we urge that this same principle of 
shared usage could and should be extended eastward, across the Hudson River at least 
to New Haven, where Conrail trackage rights end. Continuation east and north in 
cooperation with the several existing regional railroads would then be possible. The 
proposed division of Conrail between NS and CSXT Is now before the Surface 
Transportation Board for a decision. 

Resc ictfully aabmitted, -

cc: Congressional Delegation 

0 ^ ' „ ^ ^ 
Hon Hen* M Sanders, 
Chairman 12 
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FREIGHT SERVICE 

Background 

The South Western Region is situated along the pnmary freight service route to and from 
New England. Along the Northeast Corridor, within the South Western Region, the two 
transportation facilities which are available for freight transport are 1-95 and the Northeast 
Corridor Rail Line, known locally as the New Haven Rail Une. 

There is not a single through freight train operating east of New York City on the Northeast 
Rail Corridor. While the use ofthe Northeast Rail Cor-dor is restricted by low overhead 
clearance, honzontal clearance restrictions, intensive passenger trair* e, the Penn 
Siatior tunnels are the oniy direct crossing of the Hudson River and limited tenninal 
facilities. This line is, however physically capable of accommodating "Road-Railer" and 
"Single-stack container" trains as well as freight cars that are not "over dimension". 

Currently, all through rail freight which enters and leaves New England uses two rail routes 
through western Massachusetts. Trains from northern New Jersey and points south are 
forced to travel 150 miles north to Albany to cross the Hudson Rivers. This circuitous route 
increases the cost of rail shipments and increases delay so the a major portion of New 
England freight is moved by truck. 

As noted in the South Westem Region Long Range TransportaUon Plan -(993-2013, 
additional freight movement problems included: 

1. Congested highways and streets slow trucks in many areas. This is compounded by poor 
curbside management. 

2. Reliable delivery schedules are hard to maintain as a result of highway crowding; incidents, 
accidents, and construction delay; and circuitous routings caused by commercial traffic 
restrictions and outmoded, insufficient highway infrastructure. 

3. Freight costs are high, relative to tfie rest of the nation, because of highway congestion, 
construction, incidents, also minima! use of rail, and the higher costs of doing business in 
the New York area There is a lack of competitive warehousing and distribution centers east 
ofthe Hudson River 

4 . Air pollution, particularly carbon monoxide and particulate matter, is generated by tmcks 
and is locally intensified by prolonged truck idling and congestion. No effective air pollution 
controi measures for large trucks exist at present. 

5. Highways, 3long with water mains and other subsurface infrastructure, are damaged and 
fail at a faster rate as a result of heavy truck use. There are many missing, restncted or 
insufficient highv.'ay links. 

22 
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Recent Developments and Proposals 

There are three recent developments and proposals which affect the viabilify of rail 
freight in the South Western Region. 

1. Proposed Merger of Eastern Railroads 
Late in 1996, Conrail and CSXT railroad management announced plans to merge into a 
single railroad. This would reduce the number of major railroads in the eastem U S from 
hree to two-the other being the Norfolk Southem Corporation. Norfolk Southem opposed 

the proposed CSX/Conrail merger and made a counter proposal. Negotiations are 
unden^/ay between the three companies. A final public determination will be made by the 
burtace Transportation Board which is the successor to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission (ICC). The Coalition of Northeastem Govemors have adopted a policy 
conceming this merger, which calls for competitive service and Norfolk Southem 
representatives have publicly proposed and are actively pursuing the operation to "Road 
Kailer type and single container on flatear intermodal trams directly through the Penn 
Station tunnels and along the Northeast Comdor/New Haven Rail line into southem New 
England This proposal is consistent with the South Westem Region transportation policy 
for many years. J 

2. New York Harbor Tunnel 

Early in 1997, Mayor Rudolf Giulian. of New York City, proposed a rail freight tunnel under 
New York Harbor, which wouid provide a direct full clearance rail connection between the 
national rail freight system and New York City and New England. 

3. Rhode Island Proposed Containerport 
Rhode Island voters recently approved a state bond issue to finance capital improvements 
lOr a containerport or Narragansett Bay at the former Naval Air Station at Quonset Point 
Oirect North East Rail Comdor freight service connections wouid benefii this faciliry. 

Process 
Continue tc monitor freight activities and studies and to participate in the Connecticut 
Public Transportation Commission (CFTC) and other organizations that discuss or impact 
freight. Findings and recommendations will be incorporated into future Transportation 
Plans and programs as appropriate. 

Recommendation? 

• Improve Rail Competitiveness 

! 
3 . R e v i s e o u b l i c n n l i n v t n a r t i u o l w n r n m n f c o r „ - ( o i . U c J W ; . , ^ -.t ' Revise public policy to actively promote and subsidize if necessary high­

speed intermodal rail freight service along the Northeast Corridor via the 
Penn Station s tunnels, and directly along the Northeast Corridor Rail line. 
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b. Provide full overhead clearance sufficient for "double-stack" containers. 
Encourage Connecticut to cooperate with New York, Rhode Island, and 
Massachusetts in this venture. 

c. Continue advocacy through the Connecticut Public Transportation 
Commission (CPTC) as well as direct recommendations to appropriate state 
officials and the intermodal policies of the South Westem Region Long 
Range Transportation Plan. 

d. Identify and propose solutions to barriers to rail freight transport. 

Support those railroads who desire to provide high-speed intermodal rail freight 
service along the Northeast Corridor through New York City. 

Support competitive rail freight service for New York City and all of New England by 
at least two major national railroads. 

Support the proposed New York Harbor rail freight tunnel. 

Support Incident Management Activities to reduce incident related congestion 

Improve truck efficiency and safety 

a. Support increased State Police patrols on 1-95 and continue current 
enforcement activities. 

b. Continue to support truck inspection activities. 

c. Integrate freight movement, such as requiring off-street loading areas, into 
site planning, design and approval process. Provide incentives for retrofitting 
existing buildings with off-street loading areas. 

d. Support alternative-fuel truck fleets. 

2< IG. 
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NETWORK AND ROUTE MAPS 

NEW YORK CITY, LONG ISLAND AND NEW ENGLAND 
WILL NOT BE DIRECTLY SERVED BY THE RAIL NETWORK OF 

THE NEW TRIPLE CROWN NETWORK 

Figure TLF -14 
The New Triple Crown Network 

™ " Ckscortifx^ Ttx>i« CTO^ Rom«i 
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NEW YORK CITY, LONG ISLAND AND NEW ENGLAND ^e-rwoo.^ AK.r̂  r.r.̂ .̂ ^ 
WILL NOT BE DIRECTLY SERVED BY EITHER THE NETWORK AND ROUTE MAPS 

SHENANDOAH OR THE PIEDMONT ROUTES 

The Shenandoah Route 

ttl* Shenandoah Rout* Flyure JWM.V 

Tht Plodmont Rout* Figure JWM 
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COMPARATIVE TRAIN DENSITIES 
NORTHEAST CORRIDOR RAIL LINE (NEC) 

NORTHERN HALF (NEC) Newark, N.J. - Boston, Mass. 

LOCATION MILES EXISTING PROPOSED TOTAL CHANGE 
PASS. FRT. PASS. FRT 

Mass Mansfield - Readviile 159 70 4 70 4 74 0 
Attleboro - Mansfield 7 2 44 4 44 4 48 0 

Conn Bridgeport - New Haven 16 0 102 3 102 3 105 0 
Norwalk - Bridgeport 15 5 92 2 92 2 94 0 

N Y/Conn New Rochelle - Norwalk 25 0 192 5 192 5 197 0 

SOUTHERN HALF (NEC) Washington, D.C. -Newark, N.J. 

LOCATION MILES EXISTING PROPOSED TOTAL CHANGE 
PASS. FRT. J PASS. FRT. 

N J Lane - Union 7 1 240 34 240 110 251 +76 
Union - Midway 21 6 166 34 166 11.0 177 +76 
Midway - Morrisville, PA 17 3 156 34 156 110 167 +76 

PA Momsville - Zoo (Phila ) 28 5 132 34 132 7 1 139 +3 6 
Arsenal (Phila ) - Davis. Del 25 0 116 2 3 116 105 127 +8 2 

Del/Md Davis - Perryville 21 1 67 4 5 67 124 79 +79 

Md Perryville - Baltimore 32 4 77 14 3 77 156 93 + 13 
Baltimore - Bowie 28 6 99 24 99 77 107 +5 3 
Bowie - Landover 8 3 99 3 2 99 12.5 112 +9.3 

SOURCE Joint CSXT/NS Railroad Control Application, June 1997 

Note See otfier side for LOCATION MAP OF NORTHEAST CORRIDOR RAIL LINE (NEC) 
Locations listed above are identified with a dot 
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LOCATION MAP OF NORTHEAST CORRIDOR RAIL LINE (NEC) 
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morpc 
M id-Ohio Regionai Planning Commission 

August 1. 1W7 

Office ofthe Secretary 
Ca.se C ontrol Unit 
STB 1 inance Docl<et No. 33388 
Surface I ransporlation lioard 
l̂ 2̂5 K Street. N.W. 
Washinglon. D C. 20423-0001 

Attention: Rlaine K. Kaiser. Chief 
Section of I:n\ ironmenial .Analysis 
I-iivironmental l iling 

IXar Ms. Kaiser: 

Our agency has had an opporiunity lo re\ iew bolh the lun ironmenial Repori (IiR) and 
the Opeiating î lan (OP) prepared by CSX and Norloik Southem in support ofthe merger 
application, and ue would like lo provide some comments for consideraiion. 

While re\ iewing these documenls. we noticed ttial there vvere a tew numeric 
discrepancies between the material pnn ided b> the two railroads and omissions in lhe 
anah ses according lo SIB standards, l hese discrepancie:s caused some confusion and 
introduced uncertaint) in the merger conclusions as they relate lo our region. 
Specifically, we would like lo lake the opportunity lo bring lo your attention the 
following: 

1. I he estimated train densities belween (ialion and Columbus along the CR line (to be 
taken o\er b\ CSX), will eventually decrease after the merger from the existing levels 
of 13.4 irains per da\ to 7.5 trains per da\ according to .Mlachment 13-6. p. 446. 
Volume 3.̂  of 8 (Operating Plan), l hese estimates are nol consistenl with the train 
densities used in the l-nvironmental Repori (I R). Volume 6C of 8. p. 513, which 
stales that train IrafTic on the CR line will increase from 14 lo 18 Irains per day. Will 
the train densities increase or decrease? 

2. I he grade crossing belween Noriolk Southern" s main line feeding the Discovery 
Yard and Williams Road in southeri I ranklin Coumy (Columbus. Ohio melropoiitan 
area) has been omitted from the table, which extends between pages 443 and 446. 
Volume 6B of 8. I he estimaied AD I on Williams Road is ov er 6.000 ba.sed upon a 
Î >94 traftic count by the cily of Columbus. I'his grade crossing needs operational 

;.-^frvft • V ,>lumbu-, ( )hio -;vi-^..',272 • hti}.; www.morpc.org 
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™ ^ - o . . m region for a long time 
table lor safety purposes ''^''^"^ be mcluded in the above referenctd 

' - ^ ^ n ^ ^ - o u g h the NS; s Discovery Vard a^er the 
l-cls. I he.se estinnnes a're no c l is.^m wifh nT^ T " " ' " ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' -'"^itions) 
by NS to our agencv (i.e.. 77.8()0 i l in m ' " ' ' I " " ' ' ' ' ' ' ' " " ^ ' ^ P^-^^'^ 

365 workmg days per year, or 278 car^d^r^w'^s i^^tC^^^^^ - ^ ^ ^ > for 

" ^ ^ " ^ ^ t : : : : : : : ! - in Commbu. O h . has been 

(p. 440-441, Volume 6B of 8) iTrthe L e t 0̂  ''"'^^'^'^ ' "̂ '̂ ê merger 
or 1-270 or SR ,04 to Alum > ek D i T t o N " Wo ITI^^ '"^'^ > -
entrance ofthe vard Williams Rn, t '''^ ^ ^ " ' ' ^ ^ ' ^ " ^ ' " ^ K^ad to the 
substantial truck iraHlc - ' : Z ! : t - n ^ X m ^^^^^ ^ ^ ' ^ - ^ a n d 
Iransportation Impacts (p. 441 Volume 6 B o t 8 r r '̂̂ .̂ '̂ •̂"̂ '"t.s as part ofthe 
ADT of 6.000 in 1996. and AlunK'reek Dr v ^ ^ '"'•"'"•^ '̂ ^̂ ^̂  '̂ ^̂  ^n estimated 
b> segment) in 1997. Both o i Tsc^o dv av ""^^^^ (vanes 
vehicles and additional train ac;:v^ ^ D : : ^ , ^ ^ ^ ! " , " t r ^ ' ' ^ ' ^ 
frequencv tha, the train gates would be L n as w >l '̂ e 
expanded intennodal operations at the v 7 i ^ u ' 1 '"̂ '''̂ '̂ •̂ "̂̂  '̂-"̂ ''̂ -̂  handle 
environmental assessment s i x , ^ 1 ! : ^ ; ^ : ^ , ; : ^ ^ ; : : ^ ; : : ; - '^^"'^ "^^^^^ 

. the S . A .nv.onmental 
merger rev,evv proceedings. PP«"unity to provide our comments and participato in the 

Sincerely. 

Mohamed Ismail 
director of I ransportation 

Ml:i;C:mkb 



t THE VILLAGE OF OAK HARBOR 
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().\K HARBOR. OHU) 

1419) 

Auuust 4 1997 

Office ofthe Secretary 
Case Control I nit 
STB Finance Docket No 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
192.*; K Street. N U 
Washinuton. D C 20423-0001 

Aub u 6 1997 »> r 

.<<:/ 

Attention iilaine K Kaiser. Chief 
Section of f:nvironmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

Dear Ms Kaiscr 

As representatives ofthe Village of Oak Harbor and its residents, we submit the 
following concerns 

• The village is a small community with an ever-increasing amount of tourist 
traffic The vvav that the village is laid out. we have tvvo major railways 
dissecting our community .Mthough v»e support our railroads due to potential 
economic development, we have major concerns about tratTic backups due to 
an increase of train traffic and potential train breakdowns At this time, we 
have no means to bypass truck tratTic thiough our community streets 
Currently, we are experiencing tratTic backups from the Norfolk Southern 
crcissing on State Route 163 east for approximately four blocks vvhen trains 
pass thiough We feel strongly that this issue needs to be addressed 

• W e have receiv cd calls from residents concerning noise from the train horns 
as they pass through the village We have heard nothing concerning the hours 
of operation tbr the proposed increase of train tratlic This should also be 
addressed 

I w 141 Ml Hw-imv.*; 



• Although it is an existing problem, we have concerns about the crossing at 
State Route 19 in our village This crossing has been extremely elevated 
ihrough out the years Not uncommon to other communities, we have parallel 
North and South Railroad Streets Whal is uncommon is these streets are used 
hea. ily by schools, the Ohio Depanment ofTransportation and industry 
There is a .severe sight problem vvhen a vehicle is attempting to enter onto 
State Route 19 at the Conrail crossing It is impossible to see oncoming 
tratTic that is approaching at speeds of 40MPH We are concerned someone 
will be severelv injured or even killed at this location In years passed, we 
have attempted to resolve this issue with Conrail. with no success 

• Although the applicants have claimed the merger will reduce energy usage, 
enhance .safety, reduce highway congestion and reduce system-wide air 
pollutant emissions We feel in Oak Harbor, this will increase without our 
issues being addressed Some ofthe conditions exist at this time, however, 
with the proposed increase of 28 trains per day, the conditions will become 
extreme Both crossings. Norfolk Southern and Conrail, in our village are on 
state routes 

Thank vou in advance ! >' taki.m in account our concerns 

Sincerely, 

Mayor Peter J Macko 

Tim Wilkins 
\ illaue Administrator 

ILW dmd 



City of Cincinnati 

. l " l i n I . Siiircs 

August 5, 1997 

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

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

RE: 

6 1997 • 
MM. 

STB Gi 

I s : . ( : i t \ I I l i 
^ "̂'1 I ' l u , , , Street 
< .iiK ini i . i t i . O l l l , , 4SJIIJ 
I ' l l l .lie I S H I %S_'.,;J4| 
I . i \ I s I ; I 

Notice of Intent to Prpnaro c 

Comments on Proposed E l lscope r i T T F , ? ' ' T " " < '̂S) and Reques, for 
CSX r,snsnor,.„on. ,nc.. ^orl7s!Jl r c Z ° f "'^ 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

In response to your Julv 3 iqQ7i£>*+«. 

C S x V s r " i ' ° ' " ' " ' ^ ^ " ^ Committee j h eh IS condu'^^^^^ 

CSX NS/Conrail consolidation. While the r i t l h l co^^ducting hearings about the nronn^In 

Sincerely, 
John F. Shirey 
City Manager 

Attachment 

' I " ' ' <'l>P"rtuiii,v l- iiiplover 



City of Cincinnati 

^' - I'iuni Street 
( ~~:nnati. Ohm 4.S.'|): 

' ^ I i I "'5:-1.'4| 

June 18, 1997 

The Honorable Scott Oelslaapr r h 
Join, Transportanon C o r l m X e 

Columbus, OH 43215 

Dear Senator Ofelslagar: 

'• .iiiHr rr " 
In accordance with your off ' 

-c,.,.d.,nî,rrs=̂^̂^̂^̂^̂^ 
^ canning Department, at (513) 352-

Sincerely, 

John F. Shirey 
City IVIanager 

attachment 
copy: Ms. 

Beth Wilson, Ohio Rail Develop 
ment Commission 

KIIUJI ( ); pofiunitv Kinplover 



Acquisition of Ccnrail 
City of Cincinnati 
June 18, 1997 

ATTACHMENT A 

The foi iowing are railroad issues of immediate importance to the City of Cincinnati. While 
these issues are not likely to be directly affected by the proposed acquisition of Conrail and 
the division of its operations between CSXT and Norfolk Southern, they are identified below 
for consideration if warranted by future railroad merger-related actions. 

(1) To expedite resolution of railroad issues to allow timely construction of new sports 
stadium/s and region serving commercial development in the City's Central Riverfront 
area; 

(2) To remove freight rail traffic from the City's Central Riverfront area, representing 
completion of the process and City/NW railroad Agreement which began with NW's 
recently completed, state-supported. Third Main Track in the Millcreek Valley; 

(3) To resolve access issues for the Indiana & Ohio Railcorp (l&0)/Rail Tex and other short-
line rail haulers, inciuding l&O's request to obtain operating rights over CSX's Oklahoma 
Connection track at the southern end ofthe CSX Queensgate Yard as well as through the 
Millcreek Valley. 

(4) To reduce or remove freight rail traffic from the City's Eastern (Ohio) Riverfront Corridor 
in order to implement the City's neighborhood redevelopment plan for this Corridor; and 

(5) To facilitate acquisition of rights to preserve corridors and/or operate future public 
passenger transportation service on selected rail corridors, including the Blue Ash Line 
owned by the l&O/Railtex. 



CITY OF DEARBORN 

DOCUMENT 

August 5, 1997 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

RE: STB Finance Docket No: 33388 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: VIA: Express Mail 

The City of Dearborn i s extremely interested to learn what 
chanqes to expect frcm the proposed acquisition of Conrail by NS 
and CSX. The City's Engineer has reviewed the Environmental 
Impact Statement. However, a f t e r careful consideration, he i s 
unable to determine exactly what changes are proposed f o r the 
City of Dearborn. Therefore, we are unable to make informed 
comments at t h i s time concerninq the Environmental Impact 
Statem.ent. 

In the past, the City has been able to work with Conrail on 
noise complaints. However, our requests since 1994 for repair 
and ma.i ntenance on three grade separations have not been 

-i^rmed by Conrail. The lead-based paint on these struc t u r e s 
.. f ..;eling and steel reduction i s apparent. Conrail claimed that 
these needed repairs are too costly to perform. I would 
appreciate the STB addressing these concerns as part of i t s 
environmental review. Furthermore, I am extremely s e n s i t i v e to 
any changes which w i l l increase noise or otherwise have a 
detrimental impact on our community. 

CITY HALL • DEARBORN. MICHIGAN 48126 • (313)943-2300 



Ms. Elaine 
Auqust 5, 
Page 2 

K. Kaiser 
1997 

I r e s p e c t f u l l y request s p e c i f i c information concerning the 
environmental impact on and the changes proposed i n Dearborn. I f 
you have any questions, please c a l l me. Otherwise, I look 
forward to receiving additional information concerning the City 
of Dearborn at your e a r l i e s t convenience. 

Sincerely, 

MICHAEL A. 
Mayor 

GUIDO 

/ncm 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENTj^^SHVILLE AREA 

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

DAMDSON 
COU.NTY 

Goodlcttsviile 
Metropolitan 

Nashville -
Ddvid-ion County 

RUTHERFORD 
COUNT"̂  

La Vcrenc 
Murfreesboro 
SmvTna 

Phone: 6)5 / 862 - 7211 
Fax: f,I5/Sf,2 - 720<S 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: , 

Lmdslcyllall 
TV) Second fiivrnar South 

Nashville. TN 37201-SlS6 

August 4. 1997 

Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmentai Filing 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Sueet, N W 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

Re. Request for Cominents on Propoted EIS Scope in STB Fiaance 
Docket No. 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank you for the oppoitunity to conunent on the proposed Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) Scope in the Sur&ce Transportation Board (STB) 
Finance Docket No 33388. 

SL MNER 
COl'NTY 

Gallatin 
GoodlcttiN-illc 
Hendersonville 
Portldnd 

WILLIAMSON 
COl'NTY 

Brentwood 
Frankim 

WILSON 
COL NTY 

Mt Juliet 

The Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is responsible for 
long-range transportation planning for a five county area comprised of Davidson, 
Rutherford, Sumner. Wilson, and Williamson Counties Both Davidson and 
Sumner counties contain CSX rai! line segmems that meet STB thresholds for 
inaeases in daily traffic or activity: Evansville to Amqui and Amqui to Nashville. 
This fioct has brought the following topics to our attention: air quality, tbe 
potential for passenger rail service, and safety. 

Currently, Sumner County Ls designated non-attainment for air quality and 
Davidson County is designated maintenance The proposed scope indicates that 
the estimated increases in air pollutants associated with the increase in rail traffic 
will be offset by a conversion of truck transport to rwl transport The trends in 
Nashville, however, point to the contrary. 

There has been a steady increase in the area's truck traffic over the past two 
decades and a much greater utilization of trucks rather than rail lines for fireight 
movement. According to an October 1996 publication by the Bureau of 
Transportation Statisticss Freight Tran^rtation in Tennessee, most 
commodities for that year were moved by trucks, about 84 po'cent of the vaJue 
and 89 percent of the weight Rail accounted for only about 3 percent ofthe 
value and 7 percent ofthe weight 
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Utter Re; Request for Conmwitt on Proposed EIS , Augufl 4. 199? " *™ Fmance Dodcet No.333M 
Page2 

In addition, an increase in the number oftrains per dav will result in m««. 4^ 

NonoheleM. m accord«« with the Intemodal Surftce Trmponuior. Efficiencv A« 
aSTEA). Section 134(0.«ndtheNKhvil leAre.MPOiL^^.T ^ 
Pla. staff „ ^ „ ^ r e , , ^ " j ; ^ ' , ^ * ; ^ ^ y ^ » 
ft^gh We tiuc slionsty encourage the p... attion of these rail t ^ m a T ^ ^ l ! 
s r ' " ' ^ ' ^ " ^ " ^ - ' m m ufEc congestion a ^ S ^ ' i ^ * ! : 

^̂ r̂ xr̂ s-i-rî ftĥ r̂pr:̂ ^̂  

Pl.«e do not hesitate to c ^ n S ^ . , " ^ : ^ ^ ^ ^ « 

Sincerely, 

Paige Watson 
Plaruier I 

MPO 97/86 
PLW/piw 



POLICE DEPARTMENT 
(1 l Y OF NF.W ARK 

1\\\.\K1 1;C1.M> 

August 1, 1997 "OOU^iffAt. 

ornce of the Secretary 
Case Control t nit 
STB Finance Docket #33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street NW 
V\ a.shington, DC 20423-0001 

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

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

I have received a copy of your letter to City Manager Carl F. Luft concerning the intent 
to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement as it relates to Norfolk Southern Railway 
and CSX Corporation's desire to acquire control of the Conrail railroad lines in Newark. 
As you may know, this particular rail line runs through the heart of the City and virtually 
splits it in half. 

The potential for an increase in rail traffic creates a great concern in regards to the safety 
of our citizens. The City of Newark is the home of the I niversity of Delaware with a 
student population of nearly 20,000. This rail line divides the I niversity campus and 
causes a serious conflict with vehicular, bicycle and pedestrian traffic on a daily basis. 

We have been advised that the rail line will handle between two and ten additional trains 
per day. The current rail traffic creates a great deal of vehicular traffic congestion due to 
the nuniber of at-grade crossings on m^or traffic arteries of the City. An increase in this 
level of train traffic will only exacerbate the movement of citizens through our community. 

Because the rail line is in close proxiinity to our downtown area and the I niversity, vve 
usually experience one to two individuals per year who are seriously injured or killed on 
this rail line. Increased rail traffic could also increase fhe accident rate. Hazardous 
inateriui is also transported across these tracks which could pose a huge risk to the citizens 
of this community should there be an accident or derailment. More frequent train traffic 
could significantly delay police, fire and ambulance responses to emergency situations due 
to the number of our at-grade crossings. 



Ms. Kaiser 
Page Tvvo 
August I, 1997 

The environment is another issue which is impacted by increased rail traffic. Obviously, 
a number of vehicles stopped for extended periods of time, as well as the additional trains, 
w ill result in higher levels of air pollution. Noise pollution by more frequent and/or longer 
trains is another negative quality of life issue that concerns our citizens. 

During my tenure as chief of police over the past 10 years, 1 have heard numerous 
discu.ssions about relocating this rail line to bundle it with existing rail lines prior to 
entering Newark which would eliminate this present track from running through the heart 
of the City. Should additional rail traffic be placed on the existing line, 1 am sure public 
resentment vvould grow in opposition to this rail traffic passing through our City. 

These are just some of the issues that have come to my attention in my public safety role. 
Any consideration that you are able to give this matter would be greatly appreciated. If 
I may bc of assistance to you at any time in the future, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerelv, 

William A. Hogan 
Chief of Police 

W AH:ccp 
cc: Carl F. 

Rov H. 
Luft, City Manager 
Lopata, Planning Director 
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^ ^ 2 S S S « CITY MANAGER S OFFICE 
| \ E ^ ^ ' ? V R l \ <ITY()F.NLWAKK 
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D l i . . \ \ \ 220 Elkton Road PO Box .iat) .Ncw.-irk. IMnwarc I97|.5-0;!9O .'«)2 :t6fi-._2020. K,ix .JOa-.tW).?I6() 

August 4, 1997 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket #3338« ^ 
Surface Transportation Board - - c<-' 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Attn: Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis E N V I R 0 N M E N T A L 

Dtar Ms. Kaiser: DOCUMENT 
Last month, you sent me a letter concerning the Notice of Intent to prepare an 

Environmental Impart Statement, requesting comments on the proposed EIS scope 
regarding the CSX/Norfolk Southern/Conrail railroad reorganization. Since that time, you 
have received a number of communications outlining community concerns, including a letter 
from Mayor and WILMAPCO Chairman Ronald L. Gardner. 

I want to convey to you lhat, rather than repeat all specific issues expressed to the 
Surface Transportation Board, my office supports all of these concerns expressed. Indeed, 
the potential for an increase in rail traffic service in the City is a matter of great 
importance to our community. 

I respectfully ask that you give serious consideration to all ofthe environmental and 
safety impacts in Newark. Should you have any questions or need our assistance in any 
way in order to make your assessment, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Very truly yours, 

Carl F. Luft 
City Manager 

CFL/mp 
cc: Mayor and City Council 

Roy H. Lopata, Planning Director 

\ C uiH(^il-M.m,i).',i.-i t i l \ 
( iviiiiiiiucil to Scrs ICC r.xccllciice 



RFRKSHIRE REOrONAL PLANNING COMMI.SSION 

DLNHAM MALI.. PITTSKIEI.D. MA 01201A207 

TELEPHONE (41.1) 442-l.':21 • KAX (4I.1( 442-152.1 

ENVIRĈ >irv̂ £NTAL 
DOCUMENT 

THOMAS D. McCANN, Chairman 
LOIS A. LENEHAN, Vice-Chairman 
FREDA BENNETT, Clerk 
JOYCE B. SCHEFFEY, Treasurer 
ROBERT W. BIRCH, Member-At-Large 

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

Attn: Elair,<=; K. Kfi-ior, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

Re CSX Acquisition of Conraii - Draft Scope for EIS 

Dear STB: 

NATHANIEL W. KARNS, A.I.C.P. 
Executive Director 

August 5, 1997 

Thank you for your invitation tc comment on the proposed scope for the EIS for the 
Acquisition cf Conrail by CSX in Berkshire County, Massachusetts. We have previously 
submilted comments to the railroad s consultants (copy attached). At this time we would also like 
to e.xpand upon those comments. 

While the nroposed EIS wî l focus on construction of facilities and potential abandonments, 
our concerns a.e primanly focused on issues related to ownership and control of the railroads in 
Berkshire County. These concerns should perhaps be addressed in the EIS as issues of social 
equity. For example, we hope that CSX will be amenable to the continuation of Amtrak's rail 
passenger service in Pittsfield. and wiH cooperate in efforts to preserve that service and give it 
reasonable priority m scheduling. Also in regard to passenger service, we ho|.e thPt CSX will be 
cooperative in allowing trackage nghts for the Berkshire Scenic Railway Museum to provide tourist 
service into Pittsfield from the south. 

There is also a feasibility study unden/vay concerning the development of an Intermodal 
Transportation Center (ITC) in the Pittsfleld CBD. Currently Conrail has a representati ve serving 
on the ITC study committee. We would hope for the cooperation of CSX in thai study, and 
specifically with regard to the location of the Amtrack station and any air rights that may be 
necessary 

Another issue of concern is the future use of the secondary branch line in Pittsfield which 
extends to the town line in Lanesboro. This ROW hss potential for use as a bike path and/or as 



t"e c::;rtron''^^^^^^^ ^^^^^ -^^^^^ - - ' ^ ^ope for 

Finally, the preliminary EIS we received indicated that in Massachusetts there would be no 
'^^ZT ''̂ '̂ Q^® STB thresholds" and therefore no impact. However, we would like the 
estimates to be shown demonstrating that they are below the threshold. Similarly, we would like 
0 see the estimates of truck rail diversions in order to gauge the magnitude of the benefits alluded 

to in the preliminary EIS. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments and understand that we will be 
given additional opportunities to comment on the Draft and Final EIS's as they become available 
If you have any questions on these issues please feel free to contact the Charles Cook Senior 
Transportation Planner, at 413-442-1521. 

Yours truly. 

Nathaniel W. Karns, A.I.C.P 
Executive Director 



Huncombe ( ountv 

BOARD o r tOMMISSION! RS 
6()C()l RT Pl ..A/A 
ASHl.Vll.Li;. NC 28801-
Phone and TDD (704) 255-55 V< 
I A.X (^04) 255-5535 

Board of Coiiiniissioncrs 

Tom Sobol. C hairman 
COMMlSSlONliRS 

David Ciantt 
Pats> Kcever 

William H. Stanley 
David W. Young 

Amusi 4. 1997 

Surface Transportation Board 
Section of F-lnvironmental Analysis 
1925 K Stieet NW. 5th Floor/Suite 500 
Washinmon. DC 20423-0001 

RE: Countv Commissioner Chairman; 

ENVIRO ŜMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

We have been receiving mail directed to Mr. Gene Rainey as Chairman. Mr. Rainey has not 
been our Chairman loi quite some time. 

Our new County Commissioaer Chairman is Mr. Tom Sobol. 

Would you please make a name change on all your recinds regarding this issue. 

Thank You, 

MaiV-Colbert 
Administrative Assistant 
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Akron MeiropQlitan Area Trsnsportstion Study 
806 CltiCentsr 
146 S. Klch St. 

Akrcn, Ohio 443Q8-14-23 

I o : 

Fax: 

Fram: 

FACSIMILE TRANSIVinTAL 

ATTEOTION Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environinental Filing 
Offioe of- the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
yi-y Finance Uocket No. U M 
Surface fransportation Board 
1925 K Street NW ' 
Washington DC 20423-0001 

KPnnetii A. Hanson 

Dste: 

Feces: 

Re: 

If iriere sre sny difficulties witfi this transmission, please call us as soon as 
pcssicfe. If yau accicentaily recsive this transminai. please dc not hesftste 
ta camtacr us ar: 
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AMATS AKRON METROPOUTAN AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY 
806 CitiCenter / 146 South High Street / Akron, OH 44 308-142 « 
(330)375-2436 FAX (3 30) 375-2275 

August 5, 1997 ENVIRONMENTAL CENTRAL ADMINJSTRATIVE UNIT 
DOCUMFNT REC'D: e/^/ff 

Office of the Secretai-y Attention: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Case Control Unit Chief, SecUon of 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board Environmental Filing 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. ICaiser: 

The Alcron Metropolitan Area Transportation Study (AMATS). is the Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) for Poruge and Summit counties and for Chippewa Township in Wayne 
County, Ohio. The AMATS Staff wishes to submit the following comments on the proposed 
Scope of the STB's Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) regarding the CSX-Norfolk-Southem 
acquisition of Conrail. Specifically, the Stoff wishes to comment on the following sections of 
the proposed EIS Scope: 

1. S^ife^y. 

The EIS will: 

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

2. TmnspoiiatioH System. 

The EIS will: 

A. Describe system-wide effects of the proposed operational changes, 
constructions, artd rail line abandonments and evaluate poteraial 
environmental impacis on commmer rail service and interstate 
passenger service. 

Coop* '4 i>vr tunvpor t j i i o n p l i nn ing by t h t V i l U | r , City i n d County g o v r m m t n n of P o r t j | n n d Summit C o u n i i f i . *nd 1h« CKippcwa 
Township o i S\4vne County; tn contunction wi th the U S Oep»rtment ot T r tn tpor t i i i on . f«d* f< l H»ghi*(4y Adrnfmitnt iott , 
f n f i i v r * i T t i P M t A d m m i v t r i t i o n . i r . s i t h e O h i o D « p 4 f t m « a t o f T f i o ^ p o r t i t t o n 
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Office of the Secretary 
Augusts, 1997 
Page 2 

AMATS recommends that the wording of these sections be amended as follows: 

1. C. Address potential effects of increased freight traffic on EXISTING, OR 
FFOFOSED commuter and intercity passenger service operations. 

2. A. Describe system-wide effects of the proposed operational changes, 
constructions, and rail line abandonments and evaluate potential 
environmental impacts on ALL EXISTING OR PROPOSED commuter rail service 
and iNTERcm passenger service. 

NOTE: PROPOSED refers to documented recommendations or plans by public 
entities. 

This recommendation is offered because of the extensive public expenditures made throughout the 
area affected by the proposed transaction by the Applicanis, Over 85 rail passenger service 
proposals that have received Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funds are in various stages of 
development throughout the country, many with thc area affected by the proposed transaction. 
In addition, AMATS is aware of the following publicly funded actions regarding potential rail 
passenger services on routes affected by the proposed transaction: 

1. Access Ohio, the state's long range multi-modal transportation plan, includes 
ĵecific recommendations for passenger rail service improvements using rail lines 

affected by this proposed merger. Several of these recommended routes would 
serve the AMATS area. 

2. AMATS Statement of Long Range Public Transportation Needs includes 
a recommendalion for commuter rail service linking Canion, Akron and 
Cleveland. 

3. The on-going Northeast Ohio Commuter Rail Study, a hne item in the 1991 
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA). 

Each of the rail passenger studies cited above were supported by federal (and non-federal) public 
funds In addition, over $10 million in federal funds havc been appropriated to purchase, preserve 
and improve rail lines in this region in anticipation of their eventual use for commuter and/or 
intercity ra.il passenger services. These federal funds have been appropriated and spent with the 
understanding that successful implementation of the planned passenger rail services will require 
access to one or more of the Conrail lines now to be acquired by CSX or Norfolk Southern. 
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Office of the Secretary 
Augusts, 1997 
Page 3 

Careful consideraUon of these comments will be appreciated. If you have any quesUons, picase 
call mc. 

Yours truly, 

Kenneth A. Hanson, P.E. 
Technical Director 

KAH:lmw 
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The Greater CleveUnd 
Regional Transit Authority 

615 Superior Avenue, w 
Cl«̂ /Blan(j. Chio4(r3-l878 

PtH)ne216SE6-S0St 
Fax 216 781-4043 

RoseMary Govingten 
Assistant Genenl Mantqer 
Mtrksong tnd CsvetopmenT 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Contro! Unit 
Finance Oocket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

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

Augusts, 1997 

Dear Ms. Kaiser 

The purpose of this letter is to provide comments by the Greater Cleveland 
Regional Transit Authority (GCRTA) on the Conraii acquisition Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) scope. To reduce auto vehicle miles traveled and 
emissions, GCRTA's future plans include use of existing Conrail, CSX, and 
Norfolk Southem rights-of-way for provision of commuter passenger services. 
While we have overai) concems about the impact of the operating plan as 
filed on future commuter rati services proposed by GCRTA, we have a 
specific concem regarding Pan 4 Proposed Construction Projects, Item 8.9 
Vermilion. 

The proposers have provided an action alternative and a no-action 
alternative. We find ti^e no-action alternative to be unacceptable for the 
reasons stated in tiie ER. We also find the proposed connection trackage at 
Vermilion, Ohio to be unacceptable because this would introduce more than 
23 additional trains per day over the Norfolk Southem (NS) Bellevue-Buffalo 
line trackage through Lakewood, Ohio. This is a very densely-populated 
residential area with 27 (twenty-seven) grade crossings within a distance of 3 
(three) miles. These cross-ngs generally have very littie avaiiabie site 
distance for motorists in the area. This area has a history of high grade 
crossing accident rates, which has long been a concern of the city of 
Lakewood, the Ohio Rail Development Commission, and local public safety 
officiais. There is also substantial pedestrian traffic in this area and a history 
of pedestrian-train incidents. 

To mitigate the above concerns, we request that the EiS consider an 
altemative tiiat involves a connection to existing Conrail lines in the 
Cleveland area. Similar to the Vermilion project, this wouid connect the NS 
Believue-Buffaio line to the current Conrail Chicago line. This would be 
accomplished by the upgrading of existing active trackage between the 
vicinity of West 25th Street and Train Avenue in Cleveland, and the vicinity of 
Cleveland Hopkins International Airport, also in Cleveland. This may also 
involve additional trackage completely or largely in existing rights of-way. 
The route would use existing NS trackage and the Conraii Flats industnal 
Track via Unndale, CP Short, and would bypass and parallel tiie Conrail 
Rockport Yard. 
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The proposed aitemative route would use existing rights-of-way largely 
through industrial areas and would include no grade crossings. We believe 
this altemative would substantially reduce rail traffic volumes on the NS 
Bellevue-Buffalo line through the Lakewood area and points west, and 
should be addressed in the EIS. 

Sincerely, 

RoseMary Covington \^ 
Assistgril General Manager \ 
Marketing and Development̂  
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July 30, 1997 

OfTice of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket #33^88 
Surface Transportation Board 
ATTN Elaine K Kaiser, Chie<' 
Section of Environmental Analysis, F.nvironmental Filing 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms Kaiser, 

1 would like to again express my concerns regarding the proposed changes to rail traffic 
through the City of Newark. With three (3) at-grade crossings in the middle of town, 
changes without thoughtful consideration could have a severe negative impact. 

I would appreciate if the following concerns are addressed: 
1 The volume of traffic through the at-grade crossings 
2 Pedestrian use ofihe at-grade crossings due to the close proximity to the 

University of Delaware 
3 The possibility of eliminating the at-grade crossings. 
4 The impact on emergency services 

5 The environmentai impact (Air quality, noise and hazardous materials) 

Your attention to this matter is greath' appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Tim Boulden 
Chairman, House Transportation Committee 
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Err •^NMENTAL Sj^J',y S)t[. S. 
en e^i il DOCUMENT .OOC 

AiKinat t -2 , 1997 

V^L^uzlc. "-r^cL^uie 19711 -

O f f i r f ! o f i,hn 55f'rrf!l .n r y 
Casc! Con1-,r;)l U n i l , STR F i n n n r n Dnckni. #33S8/-
f i u r f n c o T rn i iRpor t . n l , i on Ronre! 
-1 9 2 ') K Si.roni-. VM 
VJn s h i nql .on , DC 2041? 3-0001 

A l . l . c ^ n l . i o n : F . l a i n o K a i s o r , C l i i o f S o c l . i o n o f E n v i ro i imon l .n .1 Ann I . 

D o a r . F.n i s o r : 

A'^ n rJnv;ai-k ros i ( ion l - . f o r 34 yoa r s , T v / r i l . o l.o rommoni. on l. l io 
p r o p o K o H FTS s r o j j o i n l.lio opornt . ions o f CSX nnfi N o r f o l k Son l . l i -
o r n Rn i 1 vnys . 

M o r n I . m ins - moro n o i s o + morf l . r n i n v M i i s l . l o s + itioro po l .on l . i n . l 
q r n t i n c r o s s i n q n r r i f i o n l - , s + nioro l - . r n f f i r cJolnys + moro p o l . o n i . i n ] 
f o r ( i o r n i 1 mont.s -i- moro hn;'.nr(ious v)nsi,o i . r ansT jo r i . o f l by r n i l + 
m o r n omorctonry v o l i i d o s ' dol ; i y s / r o r o n 1. i nri + moro n i r ' p o l 1 nl , i on 
f r n n v o l r i r l o r i o l n y s + moro po1-.onl,inl f o r i30fios1,r i nn ncc ic ionl . s 
n l . c f r n r i o r r o s s i n c ( S TUF SACRTFTCF OF TUF SAFFTY, WFLFARF ANI) 
T-'UTTJRF OF OOR CTTY AND nriTVFRSTTY RFSTDFUTS. 

1 u i i f i o r s l . n n c i 1-,]inT. 1 ,rains cominq l.1iroiK(li FJownrk, DF conl<i i n -
r r n n s o f r o m f o u r i,o l.cni (in i l y . T I.li i n k wo a l r o n d y l invo l .hni . 
mirnl- ) f ! r ! Tho f o l l o v i n c i t i o s c r i b o s n l y i v i c n l I . m i n - r n m h l i nq 
r n o r i i i n q i n Nownrk : J n l y M , 1 997, T vns n b r n p l . l y nwakonod 
n t . ':>:07 a.m. by n 1 , m i n anci 7 w l i i s M o b l a s l . s ; !'^:24 a.m. a n -
o i - . l i f f r l . m i n nnti 10 w h i s l . l o b ln s l . s ; 6 :01 a . m . anof . l ior f . r a i n 
V? i l . l l H b l n s l . s ; 9 a .m. nnof.l ior wt1.li b l a s i . s ; anci al. 9:44 n . m . 
B i - . i l l ano l . l io r l . m i n vri i . l i B b ln s i . s . As a r o i . i r o c i i . f j a c l i o r , T 
WOULD I / IKF i.O s l o o ) ) n n i . i l 8:30 or 9 n . m . FORGFT TT! 

A m i . h o r o nny ro s l . r i c l , i ons or q n i f i o l i n o s f o r i . m i n vrhi s f . l os? 
U ' l i y s u c h n c i i s p n r i f . y o f f r ' )m "i i-,o 10 v / l i i s i - , l o b ln s i . s ? Musi. 
1-.linsn v ' l r i s l , l o s b l a s i , s i , n r i . i n q vmy oni, o f Lovni nnti c o n i - i n n i n q 
v n y p.asi, l.lio c imdo c r o s s inqs? T Ho not, know HOVJ t.lio U n i v o r -
s i l . ^ ' ' i o rmi i - . o ry r o s i r i f n i i . s shiniy or s l o o p w i i . l i a l l o f i-,lio i r a i n s 
r-:i n i,l-,or i nq nnti wl i i si-,1 o - b l t)V'i nq i-,lironqli Nowark on i.lio i-,racks 
--c3 j n c o n i . i.o i . i i o i r t i o r m s ! 

i : line) anot . l ior i . y p i c a l ox j^or ionco on J n l y 2 4 , 1997 ni n p ) ) r o x i -
n n l - . f ! l y 10 a . m . . T Imti i^lnnnoti l.o i r i v o tJown VCosi-. Main Si , , i.o 
my ( i o c i . o r ' s o f f i c o nboui , 20 minni-os a v a y . A i . r a i n was s i i . i , i n c ( 
o i l i . l i o i . r a c k s ; l - . r a f f i c \;ns b n c k ' t i - n p . For i .unai- .o l y T saw l.lio 
l . r n i n i n i,imo i.o i .ako nn n l i .o rna i .o roni , ( ! by i , n r n i n q oni.o i , l io 
n o n ros i - . s i . r oo i , anti i . nk inc i n lonf (or r o i i i . o i.o i.lio tioc1-,or, 

O n 
A s 

J n l y 29. 1 997, j u s i , b f ; f o r o 10 a . m . , T was NOT so f o r i . n n n i . o 
:! n i^proacl io t i i . l io i . r a cks bolrinti 6 o i . l i o r c a r s , ••.ho q n a r d r a i l 

] 



(loscontlofi anti i-.lio rod liqhi-.s boqan f l a s l i i n q i.ho warninq of 
an approachinq i . r a i n . T was si-.nck i.horo f o r 6 minui.os, con-
cornoti i.hai, T wonlci bo lai,o f o r my 10:30 a.m, mooi.inq. Mnsi. 
my d a i l y l i v i n q p lan f o r car i .ravol i n c l i i t i o allowanco f o r 
i^rain dolays? 

As a rosult , of DFLDOT ' s cnrroni ; plan i.o s i qn i f i cani.l y r o -
(;ronfiqnro t.ho i ni^or soci. i on of Main St.. and Now London Road, 
i s any cons i tiorat-.i on bo inq qivon i.o i.ho impaci. of moro i-.rains 
on i-.ho incroasod aui.omobilo and i.ruck t . r a f f i c dno i.o l .his 
roconf iqnrat. ion? 

D a i l y t . r a f f i c ct)uni.s at-, onr c i i . y ' s qrath; crossinqs oxcood 
5000 v o h i c l o s ; t i a i l y volnmos ranqo f rom 7700 i.o 26,900 
(vo l umo a f f oci.od by On i vors i i.y ' s school soss ions) . And 
t.lK?ro aro i.honsands of TJnivorsii.y si;ndoni: i)odosi.rians and 
b i c y c l i s t . s who cross and ro-cross t.lioso i.racks d a i l y . 

T si-.ronqly urqo i-liai-. CSX/Norfolk Soui,horn Railways abandon 
i.lif! i.racks which qo t.hronqh t.ho hoari. of onr c i i . y . Thoy 
can ro-roi i ' .o around l.ho c i t .y by nsinq t.ho Nort.h East, c o r r i t i o r 
1 i 11 f ?. 

Rni-- t.hon, tioos anyono r 
c i i.v" ? 

d., ..y caro about-, "t.ho hoari-. of our 

Rospoci-.f n l 1 y submi t-.i.od , 

Copios: ('jovornor T1H)S . Carpor 
DFLDOT Soc. Anno Canby 
U.S. Sonat.or Wm. Rot.h' 
r j . S . Sonat,or Joo Rition 
O.S, Rot). Miko Cas t.io 
Mayor and Co \mc i l 
Roy Lo])ai-,a, I ' l ann inq Diroc l .or 
St.al.o Son. Si.ovo Amick 
Si.at.o Ro]). Tim Boul tion 

I 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
July 28. 1997 DOCUMENT 

f-laine K. Kaiser 
Office of the Secretary 
3TB Fiiidnwe Dc»v. '.cl ̂ ^33368 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet 
NW Washington D.C. 20423-0001 

Deaf f\/ls. Kaiser. 

t am a resident of Abbot&ford, in Newark, Delaware, who is very concerned 
aboul the changes that are said to be coming to the railway system in cur area. The 
tram tracks run behind my house, basically on the edge of my properly. There is only a 
wooden fence separating the tracks and the backyard where my children and their 
friends play 

' I feel the need to let you know that I do not share the lax attitude of our 
Association President in this matter. While his intentions may be good, he lives on the 
other side of our development and is not directty affected by the situation. Therefore, 1 
do not feel that his opinion of 'having no problem" v/ith the reorganization proposals, 
represents my family or any of the other families that have homes near the roilroad 
tracks 

I paid $ 170,000 ror my nome 3 i/2 years ago Knowing tnat tne tratn tracKS were 
there I aid not, however, anticipate that the amount of Irains would increase, that there 
would be double-decker trains, or that they would carry hazardous wastes, l never 
wvutd have buitt heiel Ov.< yuu K\iu<i« Ituw UitTiv̂ ull il will be tut ine lu ^(1 nty tiuiiie if ull of 
those changes occurs 

Although a very major finandal concern, resale value is not of utmost concern to 
me. The safety of my children, and that of visiting or neighboring children, is of 
primary importance. I don't care how many studies are conducted or how much 
information is gathered I do not want to take the chance of having anytliiiiy hdjjpcn to 
these children that play on swing sets only fifteen yarda from the tracks. 

I do understand that your goal is to best utilize the surface transoortation system 
that you have But, at what expense? 

I'd like to close by asking a question and posing an invitation. First, please ask 
yourself if you would be comfortable with the proposed changes if you lived where we 
do Second 1 would like to inviie you and any nf your mworkprs visit my 
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neighborhood, my street, and my home. In giving you the benefrt of the doubt, I don't 
think that you realize just how close these tracks are to nur homes, and our lives. 

I am enckJSing a list of neighbors who are against the proposed changes, even 
though their individual circumstances may vary slightly from my own 

Thank you very much for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Lori A. Mannuca 

Cc Ray Lopata 

City of Newark 

Enclosures: 1 
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Office of the .Sorefaiy 
Case Contro! Urut 
STB Finance Dockcn #13388 
Surface Transponation Board 
1925 K Streel 
NW Washington D C. 20423-OUOl 
Attn; ElajneK Kaiscr 

July 29. 1997 

Dear Ms Kaiscr. 
Asperypur leOCTto Tvlr Carl Luft, City Administrator of Newark. DE of July 2 1997, I 

am forwarding you our concerns on the reorganization of the railway s> stc«n, and how it couJd affea the 
neighborhood for which I am re^nsible At present, the railroad tracks are close to some homes m our 
neighborhood, say wiihia 50 vards, and 22 trains pass by daily la thc future, my understanding is that 30 
or so trains will bc passing, and that some wiil bc double-decker, axid may be canying hazardous waste, I 
have no problem with any of this as long as the proper precautions are taken to insuit public safety and 
trust For instance, are the uacks prepared to handle the extra force that a double-decker car puts on the 
rail?, and is there acx:es& in case a spill occurs near our neighborhood? Further, under OSHA, is the ncise 
limjt surpassed at a ceriajn t̂ peed for these trains?, and can a l>arher bc put in pl'cs to guarantee these 
siandards are met. while also bemg visually appealing? Wc have a Rivc neighborhood in Abbotsford, 
with homes ranging frcm $110.000 to $220,000, and we undei stand the need for progress in surface 
transportatioa All wt need to be assured of is that the proper processes will take place, where 
information is gathered, and studies conducted to provide the data you and I need so your railwav S)-stcni 
deal goes through without putting the general public, namely the homeowT\ers in Abbotsford, in jeopardy 
in any way Thank yvu io advaace for your attention to our concems. 

JosepHT'Haley-
President Abbotsford Homeowners 
Association 



MAIN TOWERS 
330 East Main Street 
Newark, Delaware 19711 
(302) 737-9574 
TDD (302) 761-9700 

August 1, 1997 

O f f i c e of the Secretary 
Case Control U n i t 
STB Finance Dockett #33388 
Surface Transportacion Board 
1925 K S t r e e t NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

A t t n : Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environniental Analysis 
Environmental F i l i n g 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

On behalf of the r e s i d e n t s of Main Towers, I would l i k e t o express 
our concern r e g a r d i n g the impact of the proposed r a i l r o a d 
r e o r g a n i z a t i o n of the CSX, N o r f o l k Southern, and CONRAIL R a i l r o a d ' s 
f r e i g h t r a i l o p e r a t i o n s . We are concerned about the increase i n 
r a i l f r e i g h t t r a f f i c through our coinmunity. Since r a i l r o a d t r a c k s 
run behind our apartment complex. Main Towers would be d i r e c t l y 
a f f e c t e d . While we have a l l learned t o l i v e w i t h the c u r r e n t 
r a i l r o a d t r a f f i c , we f e e l t h a t increased r a i l t r a f f i c would be 
excessive. 

I n d i s c u s s i n g t h i s w i t h some of our r e s i d e n t s , not o n l y are they 
concerned about the increased noise l e v e l ( e s p e c i a l l y d u r i n g the 
evening and n i g h t t i m e hours), but the increased l e v e l s of p o l l u t i o n 
as w e l l . 

Also increased f r e i g h t r a i l t r a f f i c w i l l most c e r t a i n l y j e o p a r d i z e 
p u b l i c s a f e t y , emergency v e h i c l e response, a i r q u a l i t y , 
pedestrians, student d o r m i t o r i e s , and dovmtovm businesses. 

We f e e l t h a t the e l d e r l y r e s i d e n t s , along w i t h a l l r e s i d e n t s of 
Newark, deserve c o n s i d e r a t i o n regarding these matters. We f e a r 
t h a . t h i s proposed r e o r g a n i z a t i o n w i l l c e r t a i n l y have a n e g a t i v e 
impact on our community and urge you t o reconsider. 

S i n c e r e l y , 

Lyttn Kakowski 
Or.-Site Manager 

horth UelaiMare Realty Company does not discriminate cn the basis of handicapped status in the admission or 
access to. or treatment or employment in, its federally assisted programs and activities. 
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OF THK . : ETARY 
./illCE DUCKbT NO 33388 
, TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
STREET, NW 
;T0N DC 20423-0001 

Kaiser, Chief Section of Environmental Analysis, Dear Elaine K. 

This l e t t e r i s in regaras to the Conrail Merger and the Norfolk Southern 
Railroad l i n e through our community of Oak Harbor, Ohio. 

Oak Harbor i s a very quiet v i l l a g e of approximately 2000 P̂ °P̂ ,̂ ' / ^ ^ l : ^ / 
type of community wnere one can s t i l l leave doors unlocked ana not worry 

.heft-^ ..Ni v i o l e n t crime. We moved here about two vears ago and my 
w" le^and myse.i are very content to stay m t h i s comn-.unity the remainder of 
our l i v e s i f fate allows. 

- we are very concerned about thc increased t r a f f i c the merger w i i l 
'. • • .. on tho Norfolk Southern l i n e . This l i n e i s one block from our 
house anH cr . • . laany l e s i d e n t i a l streets that do not have gates or 
l i g h t s 'we :.uv. two children, ages two and three, and we are concerned 
about the increased danger to our children and to neighbors children. 

Also, t h i s p a r t i c u l a r track produce., considerabie noise. With only eight 
t r a i n s a day t n i s noise has boen manageable. But, with mrease of three 
f o l d t h i s noise w i l l become a t e r r i b l e nuisance. When this t r a i n r o i i s 
through town (at f u l l speed) you can not hear phones, t V s , or someone 
t a l k i n g (or even shouting). 

With t h i s i n mind we feel i t i s reasonable to request these concerns be 
addr<-.sed with Conrail. I f Conrail i s going to disrupt our cormnunity they 
should be w i l i i n g to give back to our community. To address the danger 
gates and l i g h t s should be placed at a l l crossings. To address the noise, 
sound i.ar r i e r s should be added and additional i n s u l a t i o n and ai r 
con: • :.ing should be offered to those most affected by the noise. 

We feel i t i s the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of Conrail to address these issues with 
the residents of Oak Harbor. I t i s there r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to give back what 
they w i l l be taking which is the peace and safety of our community. 

;erel y. 

I c o l 
Ohio 4 3449 

cc: Conrail Railroad 
2965 S Danbury N Rd 
I'ort Clinton OH 4 34 52 

Oak Harbor V i l l a g e Administrator 
ATTN Tim Wilkins 
146 Church Street 
Oak Harbor OH 43449 



From 60 to 88 tn 
By i'AVJLA WfcTHI.NoTW 
5;,j/f vnocr 

OAK lIARIiOR - Oak !Jarb«r 
r^dS^ts aiready have raf he 
l>a-kups because ol traub l.ave. 
ir.r ti"-c«2'n their viLage. 
''*TSt rain trafSc ^ 
r îJy heavier - trom 60 to 88 

Si^eUnits- titheeurrmtpro^ 

tnorger. Tlit figures ated are ^ 
o X e d total of tram t s ^ 
cKiKCted on both €̂t.<= ot tracks 
'ravetna through the village. 

o&cak. ai* trying to 
t W ( S e the locai impact, birt 
; ™ e t a J . are still unkiJ.T. 
Unen t i a l solutions undê ^ 

,ns could rumble through Oak Harbor each^ 
« li area residents want to send 

;d procedures a,«adeadl.ne. Jie 
^riq,na! eigr.cd letter, aiong vM^^O 

Aug 6 to the tottowng address. 
Office of thfe SecreJary 
QTS F/nance OocKet Wô  33386 
Surface Transpcrtaf/on Soard 

Aft/i Elaine K. Kaiser, chiej 
Sectlar. of Bmirorvirental Analy 

OAK HARBOR-Oak Harter 
,;iliageo«iciais are prepanng me. 
4riral rcaclbr. to t>-,e impact the 

'^Counai mombere diicur.sed the 
;..ueaiacojncilmeetir9earmf 
thts summer, atter receiv.r.g a 
three-voiuinP railroad «^pa^y^.„ 
•woDQsal Village adminstrator T>m 

^ar* to send a tetter expteK^^g it^ 
concern, wttti iriCioased trallic tie 
ups and noise. 

v,Tth the raiiroad; village atta-n-
istrator Tun Wilkini; saKl. 

Til.- railroiHlinenrcrisactu-iU^ 

' Emi!otnT\0ntsl Filing 

bet̂ .•een Morfolk Southern and 
CSX Tian^w^tion railroaas, 

.Vc MERGEIi. A2 

Increased traffic 
• Norto* Southern track 
• oute: t̂ orth-south thtough Oak 

H&rtwf, travels fiwFrennont to 

"^"Sises-Ohio 163 (Water 

^ ' lS*c :Nowe.gh laday,^d 

gcupto27adayiimerge'Prop'^-
al is OK'd, 

« ConraU track 
Route'East-west through Oak 

Crosses: omo 19 
Traffic: Now 52 a day, wouWgi. 

to 61 a dayi'merger proposal IS 

^^I jarce; RaUroad rr̂ efger pr«pos-
a/frfeda< Oak Hartxx wfage te'i. 
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BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Fitiatice Docket No. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC, 
NORFOLK SOUT"HERN CORPORATION AND NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY 

COMPANY" CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASES AGREEMENTS -
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Attention: Elaine K, Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Env ironmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

Dear Ms, Kaiser: 

1 write on behalf of the American Public Transit Association (APTA) to 
provide comments on the proposed scope of the Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) which thc Surface Transportation Board (STB) intends to prepare in 
conneclion with STB Finance Dockel No, 33388, CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, Inc.. Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway 
Company - Control and Operating Leases/Agreements-Conrail. Inc. and 
Consolidated Rail Corporation. 

.APTA is a private, nonprofit trade association that represents the North 
American transit industry. Established in 1882, APTA has more than 1000 
members, including local mass transil sysiems. manufacturers and suppliers, and 
consultants to the transit industry. More specifically, APTA includes among its 
members approximately 400 American public and private mass transit systems, 
which carry over 95 perceni of those using public transit in the United Slales, 
APTA's eleven commuter rail members affecied by the acquisition carry over 300 
miiiion passengers per year, almost 1 million passengers every business day. 

Given lhe importance of commuter rail systems to the personal mobility of a 
considerable segment of the nation's workforce and the role of commuter rail 
operations in the overall transportation system, APTA believes that the E'S should 
include greater analysis of the impacts related to the proposed acquisition's effect on 
commuter rail operations and the consequences stemming iherefrom, .APTA is 
particularly oncemed that the proposed acquisition will result in reduced or 
restricted access of commuter rail operators to track owned oi controlled by the 
various parties to the acquisition. Such potential limitations could adversely affect 
the commuter rail operators' ability to provide ser\ ice at current and future desirable 
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levels. This, in tum, could lead to significant negative changes in transportation and 
congestion pattems. APTA urges the STB to include analyses of these changes in its 
EIS. Several of the Impact Categories identified in the proposed EIS scope notice 
are particularly npe for additional analysis related to comniuter rail operations. 
These are discussed more fully belou. 

Safety 

The STB notes lhat the EIS wil! address highway-rail grade crossing safety 
factors, as w ell as increased probability of train accidents and the impact of increased 
freight traffic on cominutcr operations. These are important issues and APTA is 
pl̂ -sed that STB is planning to address them, APTA suggests, however, that this 
analysis will not be complete withoul some examination oflhc safety effecis likely to 
be caused by increased vehicular traffic and resulting pollution related to negative 
impacts of the proposed acquisition on the availability and level of commuter rail 
service. 

Transportation System 

In addiiion lo the factors listed by STB in the proposed EIS scope notice. 
ATPA believes that STB needs lo address vehicular delays not just at crossings, but 
delays and lost productivity of the o\erall transportation system due to potential 
decreased commuter train use and attendant increased private vehicle use and traffic 
congestion. 

Energy 

STB intends to assess the potential impacts in energy efficiency and fuel use 
related to rail-to-tmck diversions. This section of the EIS should also address the 
energy efficiency and fuel use impacts related to potential changes in commuter rail 
service availability and commuter rail lo passenger vehicle diversions. 

.-iir Quality 

STB has noted lhat the EIS will evak-ate a variety of emissions impacts, 
several ofwhich could include impacts related to commuter rail operations. APTA 
believes that the STB should include such impacts in its EIS, APTA is also 
concemed that the STB has stated in the proposed scope notice that STB does not 
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intend to address ambient air quality effecis related lo rail operation changes, 
increased traffic delays or congesiion. Some of the most important impacts related 
to commuter rail service issues could, if not explicitly included by STB in the 
enumerated evaluation factors, fall into this subcaiegor>' which STB has identified as 
not intended to be addressed. Accordingly, APTA seeks clarification and 
reassurance from STB that STB plans to include air quality impacts related lo 
commuter rail operations in the EIS, 

APTA appreciates the opportunity to provide commenls on the proposed 
scope of the EIS, As this process progresses, APTA will be happy to provide the 
STB wilh additional, specific infomiation about the relationships between train use, 
traffic congestion, productivity and pollution, APTA looks forward to continuing to 
work with the STB and other parties on this vital matter. 

Sincerely, 

Williani W, Millar 
President 

WWM:p\v 
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O f f i c e of the Secretary 
Case Co n t r o l Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
1925 K S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
CTOCUMENT 

Attent i on: Elaino K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Rnvironmental Analysis 
Environmental F i l i n g 

Re: Finance Docket No, 
Scope of EIS 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

33388, NS/CSX/Conrail--Proposed 

In a l e t t e r dated .July 3 , 1 997 t o Thomas M. Downs, 
Chairman and President of the National R a i l r o a d Passenger Corpo­
r a t i o n ("Amtrak"), you requested t h a t Amtrak p r o v i d e you w i t h 
comment*; on h't?—proposed scope of the Board's environmental 
review i n t h i s proceeding. 

Amtrak i s i n general agreement w i t h the scope proposed 
by the SEA f o r the Fnvironmental Impact Statement. In p a r t i c u ­
l a r , we agree t h a t the EIS must consider the t r a n s a c t i o n ' s pot.en-
t i a l impart on commuter and i n t e r c i t y r a i l passenger s e r v i c e . 

The need f o r such s c r u t i n y i s p a r t i c u l a r l y c l e a r wit.h 
respect t o the A p p l i c a n t s ' proposed changes i n f r e i g h t operat.ions 
over Amtrak's "Northeast C o r r i d o r " between Washington, DC and New 
York C i t y . As t l i e Board i s w e l l aware, t h a t r a i l i i n e i s among 
the most heavily-used passenger l i n e s i n the w o r l d , and f r e i g h t 
o p e r a t i o n s over i t must be c a r e f u l l y coordinated w i t h passenger 
o p e r a t i o n s . Changes i n f r e i g h t t r a i n o perations and operators on 
the NEC, such as those proposed by A p p l i c a n t s , have the p o t e n t i a l 
t o complicate t h i s d e l i c a t e process. S i g n i f i c a n t increases i n 
f r e i g h t usage could a l s o a f f e c t passenger s e r v i c e adversely i n 
o t h e r areas, surli as the CSX l i n e from Washington t o Richmond, 
V i r g i n i a . 
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Amtrak i s engaged i n c o n t i n u i n g d i s c u s s i o n s w i t h the 
A p p l i c a n t s r e g a r d i n g t h e i r proposed operati o n s on the Northeast 
C o r r i d o r , and how those o p e r a t i o n s might be accommodated w i t h o u t 
i n t e r f e r e n c e w i t h e x i s t i n g or planned i n t e r c i t y and commuter r a i l 
passenger s e r v i c e s . Amtrak i s hopeful t h a t such n e g o t i a t i o n s 
w i l l r e s u l t i n adequate m i t i g a t i o n arrangements, thereby o b v i a t ­
ing any need f o r the Board t o impose m i t i g a t i o n c o n d i t i o n s . 

Thank you f o r your a t t e n t i o n t o t h i s matter. 

S i n c e r e l y , 

Donald G. Avery 
An A t t o r n e y f o r tho Na t i o n a l 
RcJ i l r o a d Passenger Corporation 

cc: Judge Lev f D t h a l 
Counsel f o r A p p l i c a n t s 
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Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
1925 K S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

ATTN: Ms. Ela i n e K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of 
Environmental A n a l y s i s 
Environmental F i l i n g 

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

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

I n d i a n a p o l i s Power & L i g h t Company ("IP&L") and The 
Ohio V a l l e y Coal Company" ("0hi6 TaXley") hereby submit t h e i r 
comments on the scope of the d r a f t Environmental Impact Statement 
("EIS") . 

IP&L and Ohio V a l l e y r e s p e c t f u l l y request t h a t the 
Section of Environmental Analysis ("SEA") consider the p o t e n t i a l 
adverse impacts on a i r q u a l i t y i n those regions i n both I n d i a n a 
and Ohio which w i l l experience changes i n s e r v i c e a f t e r the 
C o n r a i l a c q u i s i t i o n . Such areas w i l l experience increases i n 
s w i t c h i n g a c t i v i t y , and, t h e r e f o r e , increases i n a i r p o l l u t i o n , 
e s p e c i a l l y ozone and p a r t i c u l a t e s . A c c o r d i n g l y , the EIS should 



August 6, 1997 
Page 2 

examine the p o s t - A c q u i s i t i o n impacts i n those counties which may 
become nonattainment areas f o r ozone as a r e s u l t of the increased 
s w i t c h i n g . Thus, the EIS should i n c l u d e an a n a l y s i s of the a i r 
q u a l i t y impacts i n Marion County, Indiana ( i . e . . I n d i a n a p o l i s ) , 
as w e l l as i n Cuyahoga, Lake and Ashtabula Counties, Ohio ( j , g . , 
Cleveland and areas t o the e a s t ) . Because the Clean A i r Act i s 
a d m i n i s t e r e d at the s t a t e and l o c a l l e v e l , i t f o l l o w s t h a t the 
Board's a n a l y s i s must concern the same l e v e l of im.pacts. and not 
j u s t focus on the o v e r a l l impacts (as the A p p l i c a n t s would 
a p p a r e n t l y have i t ) • 

IP&L and '^hio V a l l e y f u r t h e r request t h a t the EIS 
propose s u i t a b l e measures t o m i t i g a t e adverse environmental 
impacts i n these c o u n t i e s , as w e l l as any other p r o t e c t i v e 
c o n d i t i o n s which may be necessary. These may i n c l u d e trackage 
r i g h t s f o r o r i g i n c a r r i e r s t o avoid unnecessary s w i t c h i n g . 

R e s p e c t f u l l y submitted, 

Michael F. McBride 
Bruce W. Neely 
Linda K. Breggin 
Brenda Durham 
Joseph H. Fagan 
LeBoeuf, Lamb, Greene 

& MacRae, L.L.P. 
1875 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
S u i t e 1200 
Washington, D.C. 20009-5728 
(202) 986-8000 

At t o r n e y s f o r I n d i a n a p o l i s Power & 
L,ight Company and The Ohio V a l l e y 
CQAX Company 

CO: Dennis G. Lyons, Esq. 
Samuel M. Sipe, J r . , Esq. 
Paul A. Cunningham, Esq. 
Richard A. A l l e n , Esq. 
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Office of the Secretary, Case Control Unit /• ' 
STB Finance Docket #33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

At tent ion: Elaine K, Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis, Environmental Fi'ing 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

I am wri t ing on behalf of the University of Delaware, The main campus of 
the University is located in the city of Newark, Delaware. We anticipate the 
proposed rail reorganization of CSX and Norfolk Southern wil l have a negative 
impact on the 20,000 plus students, faculty and staff of the University. 

Presently, 20 24 trains per day run thru Newark on the CSX tracks. There 
are three at grade street crossings which already create havoc w i th cars and 
pedestrians when trains pass thru the City. An Apri l , 1997 survey by the State 
Department of Transportation counted 5,137 crossings at one grade crossing 
during an 11 hour period. Twelve dorms housing 1,200 students are wi th in 130 
yards of the tracks and students have complained since those dorms were 
constructed about the noise from the trains disrupting studying and sleeping. Also 
in close proximity to the tracks are 11 major classroom buildings that are shaken, 
rattled and disrupted by the noise from the trains. We have been told that tho CSX 
freight reorganization will result in an increase of rail traff ic anywhere f rom t w o to 
ten additional trains per day. We would oppose any increase in the number of 
trains thru the city. 

With in the past year, there have also been a few tragic incidents associated 
wi th the CSX trains and pedestrians. In the fall of 1996, a pedestrian was struck 
and killed by a train. We feel the potential for future events w i th bad consequences 
because of the trains will increase w i th additional trains passing thru t o w n . During 
the past twenty- f ive years of my employment at the University, a pedestrian has 
been killed about once a year on the CSX, Conrail or Amtrack tracks in our City. 

I N i \ I 1; s I I \ 



Office of the Secretary, Case Control Unit 
Page 2 
August 4, 1997 

We understand the Board must balance a number of interests as they review 
the proposed consolidation application. The University of Delaware asks you to 
consider the inconvenience already created by the CSX trains passing thru Newark, 
Delaware now. If you approve a proposal that increases the number of trains thru 
our City, we ask you to require the new rail entity to mitigate negative impacts of 
noise and danger to cedestrians with better gating at crossings and more 
substantial barriers beside the tracks to prevent pedestrians from unauthorized 
crossings. 

Thank you for including our concerns in your review. 

Sincereiy, 

J. Richard Armitage 
Director, Government Relations 

JRA/el 
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We understand the Board must balance a number of interests as they review 
the proposed consolidation application. The University of Delaware asks you to 
consider the inconvenience already created by the CSX trains passing thru Newark, 
Delaware now. If you approve a proposal that increases the number of trains thru 
our City, we ask you to require the new rail entity to mitigate negative impacts of 
noise and danger to pedestrians with better gating at crossings and more 
substantial barriers beside the tracks to prevent pedestrians from unauthorized 
crossings. 

Thank you for including our concerns in your review. 

Sincerely, 

J. Richard Armitage 
Director, Government Relations 

JRA/el 
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Dc.ir \1s kaiser, 
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iCMHiiccs to :csp(>iid to thc mcidcni I iics ,»c ii(>t part ot the disaster planning process Consequcntls. 
tiicsc socio-ethmc-eciMiornic communities arc the h.iidcst hit and hase thc least financial resources to 
pros idc relief m times t)t distress 

Also uisen the education in some i>f these comnuimlies. their abilits to understand Ihe Leval Emergency 
Pi.HI .illd thc l)ls,l^tcI Preparedness Pl.m and ihes scscrels dimmish rts implementation (especially since 
these indis iduals pi im.IIS coiicci ri is lioss ihcs .ue ui'inu to surs nc from das todas) 

\\ Il.ll ssc ssouid like to do IS to bc mcluded \shile deseloping the l i n ironmental Impact Statement W e 
b.ise lhis rcs|uest upvui some ofour st.itVs experience m l.n\ ironmental Racism issues dealing s\ith tlie 
sitin>; ol Solid W.isic li.iiistci S;.iiioiis l)s HI I (Hro\snini.; l erris Industries) In loss inc(sme .Afncaii-
•\mcric.iii ncii:h!ioilioods Oui elloits successlulis denied HI I ilic /OIHIIL: sar iance thes need four different 
times Wc ll.ne particip.itcd in .i pubhc hnum sponsored bs tiic ( I N f l K IOR 1 \ \ IR()N\H-N'] .Al 
. H S I K I \c\s Orlciiis 1 \ ,ind ti.nc icsicued loi llic Sll KK \ I K l \ l 1)1 1 1 NSI- R M ) thc NPDFS 
Permil ,ip(ihc,i!ion of liic 1 miisi.in.i I iicrgs Seisicc. ssliich is in the process ot'building a I ranium 
I ruichmcnt I'acrlits m llomcr. I \ 

Picase pro\ idc us a compictc lisi ot' I rn in>rimcntal I'lmis ssho are participatins; in this I: I S process and 
also the piiirii i>l coni.u I ,ii ( S\ ( \ 'ip (\>niail. and Noriolk Southern \\ c ivi lesc bs adding an .African -
,Amciican t'lrni to thc I 1 S process ssc ssill pros ide insight not .isailable to manirits firms We also havc 
gic.itcr access to some of these communities because i)f ssho sse arc and thai translates into crcdibilits as 
one .ippioaclics these c>>mmumties 

OUI tirm .ilso posses experience m transpcirtation issues sshich stems from our Architectural and 
Engineer mg expertise lhis expeiience and scnsitisils can make this I : I S piocess a ssin - ssin for 

Certified Environmental Compliance Manager 
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,1 Das id Johnson 
Prcsident 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

JOHNSON ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONSULTING GROUP, INC. 

.loimson I nvironmenlal C onsulting (iroup. Inc, is the only African 
American NasIn ille-area llmi solely devoted to pro\ iding l-n\ ironmental 
i ngineering and Pollution Preventio'i strategies lo lhe m\ riad of 
environmental problems that we face todav. Since 1990. this small well-
managed companv has provided consulting services in many different 
env ironmental media's 
.lohnson 1 nvironmenlal Consulting group is committed lo providing ils 
clienls vvilh technicallv sound, cosl effeclive. and practical solutions 
related io Air, H ater, Cirtnimiwater, Gett-P/iysical Investigatitms, 
Asbestos .Abatement, Li'ST/L'ST Ittvestigations, SoUd/Hazartious 
Waste, RI/ES, EnvironmenUil Audits I , I I , I I I , Risk .Assessments of 
Haste Contractors, To.xicoiogy Investigations, and Ptdliition 
Preventitm Studies that also inclutle a Total Cost .Analysis of Capitol 
Projects. I hese investigations are conducled lo ensure compliance with 
all curreni applicable 1 nvironmenlal Statutes and regulations : 
• < KR( I A : ( O M P R K I I K N S I M : KWIRONMKM AL 
• RKSPONSK (OMPKNSATION AM) KIABIKKIA ACT AM) 

I IIK Sl PKRKKM) AMKNDMKM AM) RKAI I IIORI/.ATION 
A( I 
• RC RA : RKSOl RC K CONSKRN ATION AM) RKC OVKRV 

AC I OK 1976 ANI) I HK HA/ARDOl S ANI) SOI II) 
WAS I K AMKNDMKN 1 OK 1984 (HSWA) 

• I SC A : I IIK l OMC Sl BSTANC K CONTROL AC T 
1 he firm sironglv belicscs that effeclive communication, leam 
interaction and technical excellence are keys to prov iding cosl 
effeclive. personalized environmental consulting services Prioritv is 
alwavs placed on meeling the clienls needs, I o meet those needs, 
.lohnson 1 nv ironmenlal Consulting Ciroup. Inc has established a 
network ot relationships with other timis to provide specialized 
serv ices on an as needed basis, Hovvever. our clients expeci us to 



maintain lolal responsibilitv for project managemenl whenever we use 
(>iher firms, 

JOHNSON KNVIRONVIKNTAK C ONSKKTINC; CiROl P, INC:, 
started oul in Indianapolis. Indiana I he first major project for this 
companv w as the removal and subsequent remediaiion of two Leaking 
Underground Storage l anks for l argei Stores at two different 
locations. One located in Danville. 11.. in the mall approximately IOO 
yards from the mam drinking w ater source for the city and the other 
localed in the mall located in Richmond. IN. 

The first major challenge for the tinn vvas vvhen Legal Senices of 
Indiana retained their services lo assist them in review ing a permit 
application b\ Browning Kcrris lndustrie,s (BKI) for a VU RK 
(Municipal I rban Recycling Kacility). Johnson Knvironmental 
Provided the lechnical expertise and determined that vvhat was really, 
being proposed was a Solid V\ aste Transfer Station. 
BKI would need lo get a zoning variance lhal thev could not obtain 
afler four attempts because ofthe efforts of Johnson Knvironmental. 

Mr J, David .lohnson. President / CHO. spent most of his life as an 
U S. NAVY HOSPI I AI . CORPSMAN, During his career he oecamc 
involved in Indu.strial Hygiene and was responsible for Asbestos 
Medical Surveillance. 1 ead Paint Sludies and Abatement. 
Construction Safetv. and other duties as assigned. It was during this 
period that he began to get interested in the environment. 

The manv duties and responsibilities that he vvas assigned during his 
career, gave lum the management skills needed to determine the 
course ofthis companv, Mr, Johnson has been involved in many 
organizations that are related to his tield, 1 mr, Vice-Chair ofthe 
Indiana Air & W aste Management Association, l he Indiana 
I la/ard(»us Materials Managers .Association, Toastmaslers. 
Internaiional. .American Managemenl As.sociation. and main others. 



II. 

Our goal al .lohnson liiv ironmental is to prov ide qualilv . cosl effective, 
lechnical services which gives our clients the greatest eapabilitv of being 
knowledgeable, and limelv as the regulatorv and technology arena 
changes. 

In order to provide these serv ices vve are committed to the uttermost in 
striv ing lo be at the leading edge of technology and al the same time 
maintain up lo dale knowledge ofthe regulatorv changes as they are 
promulgated as thev affect our clients. 

As part ofour dedication to the aforemenMoned statements vve have 
recenth aligned ourselves with Advanced Informaiion Solutions. Inc. 

I he reason for our alliance is because as leciinologv advances software 
musl be created io work ihrough the mvriad o''requiremenis put upon 
mat ufaclurer to monitor the chemicals that thev bring inlo their facility 
and whal lhc> dispose of off sile al approved ISDS. landtllls, or at 
incinerators. 

AIS. Inc. has developed l-OMIS. vvhich stands for Lnvironmental Office 
Managemenl Infonnalion System IOMIS is a user-fnendly managemenl 
information svsiem that organizes environmental data to help maximize 
perlonnance I he designers ofthis program knew that environmental 
requirements had to be adhered lo. bul hovv does a companv collect and 
compile and access needed data ,* Mangers need to have access to this 
information, however it the corporale ollice is in New York, Hovv vvould 
the facilities in Mexico. I exas and Califomia be able to accurateK track 
MSDS S. quantitv of material stored, vvho transported the material, and 
which disposal facililv was utilized"' 

I onus has a database of over 25,0()() chemicals, whieh allows a user to 
compile their own MSDS and track the quamities of material thai has 



been stored, the amount used W hat vve like about this program is its 
ability lo llll out 1 ier I and I ier II repons from all ofa clients facilities. 
1 here is another advantage and that ils ability to calculate VOC s at the 
point of emmissions and it can complete vour l onn R". 

fhis alliance we believe, gives us a competiiive edge vvithin our industry 
because there is not anoiher produci in the marketplace like it, fhis 
produci is extremelv tlexible in that il is PC based and can be configured 
for LA.N\WAN using any (<perating system currenth being used in 
inuustry. 
W e can easily use the information from this databa.se and complete 
f acility .Audits. I nvironmental Audits and Risk .Assessments for any size 
companv, 

W e plan to implement IOMIS wherev er and whenever possible as our 
clienls feels the need lo enhance their management of environmental 
issues lhat continue to challenge lhem. 

In fodav "s world one has lo consider what is best for their clients if one 
inlends on being successful in meeling the clients needs. W e theretbre 
emplov the highlv disciplined skill of listening, 

B> listening intenilv lo our clients, and rephrasing their siatements as 
questions W e then give utmost assurance lo our clienl that their needs 
vvill be met and that their concems will be addressed bolh ethically and 
responsibh ()ur hope is that our clienls would refer our services lo 
olhers and should the need ever arise again, then the first Ihought lhal 
crosses their minds vvould be lo call .lohnson linvironmental Consulting 
Ciroup. Inc. 

Our goal is lo locate offices through oul the Soulheasl. Southwest, 
Midwest, and the Nonh. Nonheast bv the vear 2()()() 



HI. AREAS OF SPECIALIZATION 

1. ENVIRONMENTAL AUDITS 
PHASE I, II, III 

2. WETLANDS 

3. HYDROGEOLOGY 

4. GEOPHYSIC INVESTIGATIONS 

5. LUST/UST (INSTALLATION AND 
REMOVAL AND AST's 

6. RISK ASSESSMENTS OF WASTE 
CONTRACTORS 

7. RI\FS 

8. GROUNDWATER 
INVESTIGATIONS 

9. TRAINING 40 HAZWOPER COURSE 

10. POLLUTION PREVENTION 

11. TOTAL COST ANALYSIS OF 
CAPITOL PROJECTS 
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CITY OF PHILADELPHIA 

Federa l Express - Overnight 

LAW DEPARTMENT 
1600 Arch Street 
Philadeipliia. PA 19103-2081 

ANN AGNES PASQUARIELLO 

DEPUTY CITY SOLICITOR 

(215) 686-0920 

August 6, 1997 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Elaine K, Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 
Office of the Secret,ary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N\V 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

RE: Envirorunental Impact Studv ComiTients on Proposed EIS Scope in STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388 

Dear Ms. Kaiser, 

Enclosed for your review are comments from the City '-̂  Philadelphia's Fire 
Department and the Department of Licenses and Inspection concerning the above-
mentioned matter. The City also requests an extension of time in which to comment 
fu r ther as indicated below. 

The comments submitted from the Department of Licenses and Inspections refer 
to an environmental investigation report concerning a Conrail right-of-way located at 
3 rd and Westmoreland Streets in the City of Philadelphia. Enclosed are eleven (11) 
copies of it, along with the the origina" and ten (10) copies of the comments from the 
above-mentioned departments .sent via Feue. al Express. 

The Philadelphia City Planning Commission has done a preliminary review of 
the proposed scope ofthe impact statement and believes that it may have additional 
comments after a complete review. Accordingly, the City requests a thirty (30) day 
extension of time in which to comme \t. This request is made, because the draft scope 
was sent to a former employee and did not find its way to the appropriate individuals 
u n t i l recently. In addition, the City was not in possession ofthe Environmental Report 
u n t i l .A'.igust 5, 1997. Therefore, an extension is needed in order to fully respond to the 
d r a f t scope. 



I f you have questions concerning this material, please call me at (215) 686-0920. 
Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. 

Sincerely, 7 

Ann Agnes Pasquariello, 
Deputy City Solicitor 

cc: Denise Goren 



MEMORANDUM CITY OF PHILADELPHIA 
Fire Department 

Office of the Deputy Commissioner - Technical Services Matthew J. McCrory, Jr. 

DATE: August 6. 1997 

TO: Ann Agnes Pasquariello. Deputy City Solicitor 

FROM: Matthew J. McCrory. Jr.. Deputy Commissioner. Technical Services 

SUBJECT: RAILROAD ENVTRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

After reviewing the Environmental Impact Statement concerning the merger of CSX Corporation, 
CSX Transportation and Conrail. I have the following concerns: 

• The City of Philadelphia Emergency Management System including the Philadelphia Fire 
Department should be notified if there will be a significant change in the type or amount of 
hazardous materials shipped through the city on the consolidated rail system. 

• The City of Philadelphia Emergency Management System including the Philadelphia Fire 
Department should be notified if there will be a significant change in any contingency plans 
and/or emergency preparedness capability. 



C IT^ OF PHILADELPinA 
DEPARTMENT OF LICENSES & INSPECTIONS 

MEMORANDl'M 

AUGUST 6, 1997 

TO: William R, Thompson, Chief Deputy City Solicitor 

FROM: Mary-Rita D'Alessandro, Deputy Conunissioner 

SUBJECT: COMMENTS ON THE PREPAR.4 TION OF AN 
ENVIRONMENTAI. IMPACT .STATEMENT: CONRAIL-
CSX MERGER 

The Department has senous environmental concents about the area known as 
the Berks Industnal Tract vvhich stretches from Lehigh to Allegheny Avenues 
along 3rd Street, Conrail has a railroad right-of-way in this area, Denise 
Goren is very familiar with this situation. 

In this regard, 1 am providing you vvith a copy ol the Phase 1 Finvironmental 
Assessment and Limited Phase 11 Subsurface Soil Investigation Report 
pertaining to the .3rd & Westmoreland Streets location prepared by 
McLaren/Hart F:nvironmental Hngineenng Coiporation for the City of 
Philadelphia Capital Program Office. 

Moreover, I wish to bring to your attention at this time that Conrail needs to 
attend to dumping ofall kinds of waste (including tires) vvhich is occurring at 
scattered sites along its various rights-of-way locations, 

MRD/cat 

cc: Frances Hgan, Commissioner 
Edward .1 McLaughlin, Deputy Commissioner 
Shirley Hayes, Depiitv Commissioner 
Robert Solvibile, Deputy Managing Director 

I 11,1' I.01H1CS\ 
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PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND LIMITED 
PHASE II SUBSURFACE SOIL INVESTIGATION REPORT 

AMTRAK RAILWAY PROPERTY 

3RD STREET AND WESTMORELAND STREET 

PH.! ADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 

Prepared for: 

CITY OF PHILADELPHIA 

CAPITAL PROGRAM OFFICE 

10TH FLOOR - MUNICIPAL SERVICES BUILDING 

1 5T>' STREET & JFK BOULEVARD 

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19102-1677 

Prepared fev.-

MCLAREN/HART ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING CORPORATION 

300 STEVENS DRIVE, SUITE 200 

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19113 

PiapzieianJioUij: 

Tlif -epon aiui it.s i,.>.;f>u.s repreieii: PRIVILEGED ASD COSFIDESTIAL INFORMATIOS V\US document 
should not bf dw'ucated or copwd uiuifr any circunmwuf.'. i\ithout thf express permission of CiA oJ 
Philadelphia Tlu purpose of lhe report us lo allow Cin of PhiUuielphia to evaluaif llie potemial environmemal 
Lainhne.s a; tlw Property. Any uruU4ilu)nzed reuse of M Jun en Harts reports or daia nill be al the unaudionred 
user s sole nsk and liabilin. 

MCLAREN/HART PROJECT N" 13-0805187.001.001 

JULY 11,1997 

Prepared By. 

-4. 
Paul J, Michaels 
Senior Associate Environmental Scientist 

Res ieis ed B\ 

Michael H, Wenninger 
Senior Geoscientist 

IMf.*£)«M|lvr4i. tMOimftltlMO COm^OMMTlOM 

H \£MJ'M>Cn>l»MILJkfc1TKAK'J*.£K>RT *TD M r l A l i f > 'MA*- ' 



I PHASE 1 E-VVmON-MENTAL ASSESSMENT 
ANT) LLMITED PHASE U SUBSLTIFACE PVVESTIGATION REPORT 

AMTRAK RAILWAY PROPERTY 
PHILADELPHIA, PENTsSYLVANIA 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Sftrtinn Titip £ ^ 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 1 

2.0 EXECUTIVE SLTVIMARY 2 

3.0 PROPERT\ DESCRIPTION ANT) HISTORY 5 
3.1 Propeny Locauon and DescripUon 5 
3.2 Current Property Use 5 
3.3 Site Utilities zmd Services 5 
3.4 Regional Hydrogeology and Geology 6 
3.5 Site Topography 7 
3.6 Adjacent Properties g 
3.7 Property History g 
3.8 Sanbom Map Revievv g 

4.0 PHASE I ASSESSMENT 10 
4.1 Histoncal Information Review ]0 
4.2 Visual Ir.sp)eci5or; of the Propeny 10 

4.2.1 Potable Water 1 
4.2.2 Wasteuater'Storm Water 1 
4.2.3 Solid Waste 1 
4.2.4 Waste Oil \ 
4.2.5 Hazardous Matenals and Chemicals 1 
4.2.6 Hazardous Waste 12 
4.2.7 Air Emissions 12 
4.2.8 Above Ground Slorage Tanks (ASTs) 12 
4.2.9 Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) 12 
4.2.10 Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) 12 
4.2.11 Asbestos Containing Matenals (ACMj 12 
4.2.12 Urea Formaldehyde (UFFI) 12 
4.2.13 Lead-Based Paint'Lead Piping 13 
4.2.14 Sensitive Receptors and Wetlands 13 
4.2.15 Radon . . . . . . . . . { } , 

4.3 Regulatory Agency Review 14 
4,4,1 Federal Data Base Review 14 

4.4,1.1 National Pnonties List 14 



\ PHASE I EN'\ IRONIMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
ANT) LIMITED PHASE H SUBSLTIFACE INVESTIGATION REPORT 

AMTRAK RAILW AV PROPERTY 
PHILADELPHIA, PEN-NSYLVANIA 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Sedum Title Eage 

4.4.1.2 Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation 
Liability Information System 15 

4.4.1.3 Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 16 
4.4.1.4 Emergency Response Notification System 16 

4.4.2 Slate Data Base Review 17 
4.4.2.1 Slate Hazardous Waste Sites 17 
4.4.2.2 Registered Underground Storage Tanks 17 
4.4.2.3 Leaking Underground Slorage Tank Incideni Repon . 17 
4.4.2.4 Solid Waste Facility Information System List 18 

5.0 PHASE 0 ASSESSME.NT 19 
5.1 Soil Investigation 19 

5.1.1 Soil Sampling and Analyucal Results 19 

6.0 CONCLUSIONS ANT) RECO.M.MENT)ATIONS 21 

7.0 LLMITA TIONS AND LABILITIES 22 

LIST OF TABLES 

Table 1 Soi! Sampling Results 

LIST OF FIGURES 

Figure 1 Sue Locauon Map 
Figure 2 Site Map 
Figure 3 Soil Sample Location Map 

LIST OF APPENT)1CES 

Appendix A Photographs 
Appendix B Copies of Sanbom Fire Insurance Maps 
Appendix C Environmental Reguiatory Database Report 
Appendix D Laboratory Analytical Results 

H iM,MX£TrY?MIl,AMTH*>,*£K>llT W?0 
McL»M.>.'H»in 



Ctty of PhihuUlphia JJ j ^ 
Amtrak Property 

1.0 LNTRODUCTION 

McLaren/Han Environmental Engineering Corporation ("McLaren/Han") was retained by the 

City of Philadelphia's Capital Program Office (CPO) to conduct a Phase 1/ and limited Phase II 

Environmental Assessment ("Assessment") of the Amu-ak Railway property located east of '.rd 

Street and extending from W. Ontario to W. Westmoreland Streets in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 

hereinafter referred to as the Property. 

This Environmental Assessment Report has been prepared for the exclusive use of City of 

Philadelphia. The information contained within this report was prepared for the sole purpose of 

evaluating the potential environmental risks associated with the subject Property. This report is 

divided into the following sections: 

Section 2,0 - Provides an executive summary; 

Section 3 0 - Describes the subject Property and its history; 

Section 4 0 - Presents the Pha,se I Assessment and results; 

Section 5 0 - Describes the Phase II Assessment and results; 

Section 6 0 .̂ rese.".:s McLaren'Kan's conclusions and recommendations; 

SectinnJIiJ - Provides the limitations and liabilities. 

H \ E M f U 'CJTSiTilSL AJ>fTRAK JIETOKT WTD i 
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City of PhUadelphia 
Amtrak Propeny 

July II, 1997 

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Based on the nndings of the Phase I and limited Phase II environmental assessments descnbed in 

Sections 4.0 and 5.0 of this report, McLaren/Hart has prepared the following summary of our 

Assessment: 

Phase J A<Lses,smenit 

1) The Property consists of two sets of railroad tracks located east of 3rd Street and extending 

between W. Westmoreland Street and Ontario Street in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, as 

identified on Figure 1, The railroad tracks entering the subject Propeny from the south are 

at or above grade with sunounding properties and the rail tracks exiting the subject 

Properfy to the north are below grade with sunounding properties. The subject Property 

is a ponion ofthe Amtrack railway system. The Propeny is bordered on both sides by 

stone retaining walls extending approximate!) 12 to 18 feet above the railroad siding. The 

Propeny is cunently abandoned and filled with construction debris, abandoned cars, 

household garbage, tires, empty drums, and other miscellaneous debris. 

2) Based on a review of histoncal Sanbom maps, the Propeny has historically been occupied 

by the railroad tracks. 

3) A revieu of federal env ironmental regulatory databases indicated that the "Westmoreland 

Railyard" is lisled as a CERCLIS site. This sue is adjacent to the subject Property, 

According to information provided by Ms, Maggie Jennis and Mr. Lan '̂ Miller of the 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). CERCLIS section, approximately 35 drums of 

filled with a tar matenal were found on the west side of the Conrail nght-of-way on 

Westmoreland Sireet between 3rd and 4ih Streels, The drums were reoorted to the EPA 

on November 12, 1993 and the EPA performed a Preliminary Assessment, which was 

compleled on August 8, 1996. Samples were collected from the matenals in the drums 

and observed not to contain any hazardous matenals. Tie EPA has conducted a 
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preliminary assessment of the site and has determined that nt » nther action is necessary 

and no hazard was identified. 

Also, the databases indicated that one (I) registered underground storage tank (UST) site, 

two (2) leaking underground storage tank (LUST) sites, one (1) state landfill site, one (1) 

RCRA hazardous waste generator site, and two (2) other CERCLIS sites were identified 

within the ASTM-specified search radii. 

Phase HAssessmeDl 

McLaren'Hart advanced five (5) hand augered soil test borings al the Propeny. Five soil samples 

obtained from the bonngs were submitted to a laboratory for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons 

(TPH), volatile organic compounds (VOCs), semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs), 

poiychlonnated biphenyls (PCBs). arsenic, and lead analyses. Analytical results indicated that 

TPH concentrations detected in four of the five soil samples were in excess of the PADEP Soil 

Cleanup Criteria of 500 mg'kg, TPH concentrations in these four samples ranged from 1,386 

milligrams per kiio^r.-r,, (M.u kt,, in sî mple S-4 to 30.019 mg'kg in sample S-l, Arsenic was 

delected above the PADEP Residenual Soil Cleanup Cnteria of 3 mg/kg in three ofthe five soi! 

samples. Arsenic concenlralions m these three samples ranged from 4,64 mg/'kg in sample S-3 

to 8.54 mg'kg in sample S-l. The non-residential soil siandard for arsenic is 4 mg/kg. Lead was 

delected above the PADEP Residential Soil Cleanup Cntena of 500 mg'kg in sample S-5 (971 

mg'kg). The non-residenual Soil Cleanup Cntena for lead is 1,000 mg/kg. No volatile organics 

or semi-volatile organic compounds were detected above the PADEP Soil Cleanup Cntena in any 

of the five soil samples. 

In conclusion, based on the Property's current use and urban setting, it is unlikely that PADEP 

would require remedial investigation or activities at the Property, However, should the Property 

be developed or should fuiure use of the Propeny require earthwork or ',oil removal. Property 

soils may require funher charactenzatior, and may be subject to special disposal requirements 

pursuant to local, state, and/or federal regulations. 
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The Property is covered with miscellaneous debns. The potential exists that asbestos-containing 

material may be present within the debris. Should the debns be removed from the Property, 

McLaren/Hart recommends that prospective disposal sues be made aware that the debns may 

contain asbestos containing materijils. 
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3.0 PROPERTY DESCRIPTION ANT) HISTORY 

3.1 Property Location and Description 

The Propeny consists of two sets of railroad tracks located east of 3rd Street and extending 

between W. Westmoreland Street and W. Ontario Street (approximately 25 feet wide by 300 feet 

long) in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania (Figure 1). The railroad tracks entering the subject Property 

from the south are at or above grade with sunounding properties ana the tracks exiting the subject 

Property to the north are below grade with sunounding properties. The subject Property is a 

portion of the Amtrack railway system. The Property is bordered on both sides by stone retaining 

walls extending approximately 12 to 18 feet above the railroad siding. The Property is cunently 

abandoned and filled with construction debns, abandoned cars, tires, empty drums, and other 

miscellaneous debris. Appendix A contains photographs taken dunng the site visit. 

3.2 Current Property Use 

The railroad tracks are Cu-enrly inactive. Construction debns are located throughout the entire 

portion ofthe tracks. As discussed in Section 3,7, the Property was histoncally used as railroad 

tracks, 

3.3 Site Utilities and Services 

No buildings are currently presenl at the Property, so no utilities currently service the Property. 

Based on field observations, nearby properties are likely serviced by City of Philadelphia 

municipal water and sewer, are healed by either natural gas or heating oil, and are provided 

electricity by PECO Energy. 
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3.4 Regional Hydrogeology and Geology 

This section provides a description of the legional hydrogeology and geology, A discussion of 

Property-specific geologic conditions encountered dunng the subsurface exploration program 

conducted as part of the Phase II activities is provided in Seciion 5.2.2 of this report. 

According to the Uniied States Geological Survey's Water-lahle^_Map._Qf-Philadelphia. 

Pennsylvania. 1976-198Q, by Gary N, Paulachok and Charles R, Wood, dated 1984, th;: Property 

vicinity is underlain by crystalline rocks of the Wissahickon Formation and by the younger 

unconsolidated sediments of the Coastal Plain, The Late Proierozoic and early Paleozoic aged 

crystalline rocks of the Wissahickon Formation generally slope southeastward, forming a basement 

beneath the Coastal Plain sediments. 

The Wissahickon Formation consists mainly of schist that is believed to represent a thick 

accumulation of arkosic and argillaceous sediments that were metamorphosed inio dense, hard, 

foliated rock These rocks typically exhibit wel! developed cleavage and jointing. In the outcrop 

of the Wissihickon Fcrmatior,. grounduater commonly occurs under unconfined conduions in 

openings along bedding ano scmstosity planes, and fractures. 

The deepest Coastal Plain sediments in ascending order are the Potomac Group and Raritan and 

Magoihy Formations of Cretaceous age. which form the Poiomac-Rantan-Magothy (PRM) aquifer 

system. The PRM aquifer sysiem has been subdivided into the follow ing units: lower sand, lower 

clay, middle sand, middle clay, upper sand, and upper clay. The upper sand unit of the PRM 

aquifer is composed of medium lo coarse sand and minor amounts of very fine to fine sand. 

Generally, the Cretaceous sediments are oveilain by the Pleistocene sediments of the "Trenton 

Graver. The Trenion Gravel consists of sand and gravel and minor amounis of clay. The 

maximum thickness of the unit is 80 feet, and the typical thickness is about 40 feet. 
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In Philadelphia, the upper clay unit of the PRM aquifer system has limited areal exient. 

Consequently, the upper sand unit commonly forms a hydraulically continuous unit with the 

overlying Trenton Gravel and Holocene sediments, and these three geologic units function as a 

single aquifer. 

The unconfined aquifers are recharged by precipitation, surface-water sources, and leakage from 

sewers and water pipes. TTie aquifers discharge to the atmosphere and to surface-water bodies and 

deeper aquifers. In unstressed ground water systems, the water table profile gin Jly resembles 

the land surface profile. In Philadelphia, however, the altitude and shape of the water table has 

been altered significantly by human activities such as pumping, dewatering, and leakage from 

utility conduits. 

Municipal water supply and wastewater treatment facilities serve Philadelphia. Surface waters are 

the sole source of the municipal supply. On the average, aboui 356 million gallons per day are 

u-ithdrawn nearly equally from the Delaware and Schuylkill Rivers, pnncipally for industrial and 

domestic uses. Nearly 8 million gaiions of ground water are withdrawn daily, mainly for sile 

dewatering and industrial uses. 

3.5 Site Topography 

Based on obsen-ations made dunng our site visit, the Property is located approximately 15 to 20 

feel below grade with surrounding properties to the east and west. According to the USGS 

topographic quadrangle map ofthe Property vicinity (Germantown, PA dated 1967, photorevised 

1983), ground surface elevation at the Propeny is approximately 80 to 100 feet above mean sea 

level. The Schuykill I iver is located approximately two miles west of the Property, and the 

Delaware River is locatec approximately two miles southeast ofthe Property. 
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3.6 Adjacent Proj)erties 

The Property is located in a predominantly mixed residential and commercial area as identified 

on Figure 2. Foilowing is a summaiy of adjacent properties: 

• The Property is bordered to the north by the continuance of the railway and an 

overpass for W. Ontario Street. 

• The Property is bordered to the south by the conlinuance of the railway and a 

footbridge for W. Westmoreland Street. 

• The Property is bordered to the east by new construction of an elementary school 

and an inactive building formerly occupied by Westmoreland Worsted Mill. 

• The Propeny is bordered to the west by an abandoned commercial/industrial 

building, 

3.7 Property Hii>loi> 

Based on information provided by the City of Philadelphia's Capital Program Office and a review 

of historical Sanbom maps, the Property was historically occupied by a railway. There is no 

evidence that the Propeny has been used for other purposes, 

3.8 Sanbom Map Review 

Sanbom fire insurance maps were developed for use by insurance companies and they depict land 

use at numerous facilities and properties located ihroughout the United Stales, These maps ha\ e 

been periodically updated since the late 19th century and can therefore be a valuable insight into 

histoncal Propeny use. Five Sanbom maps were provided to McLaren'Han for review by 
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EDR/Sanbom, a commercial databases management firm. These maps were dated 1921, 1951, 

1975, 1980, and 1989 and are provided as Appendix B. 

The 1921 Sanbom map showed that the Property was occupied by the P&R RV Railroad, The 

Property consisted of two sets of rail tracks and was bordered on each side by stone retaining 

walls. A manufacturing building occupied by the H. Ellis & Co., Branch of Liggett & Myers 

Tobacco Co., bordered the subject Property to the northeast. This area is currently being 

constructed with an elementary school. Remnants of the warehouse and building are still evident 

on the propeity. A manufacturing building owned by Sterling Dyeing &. Finishing Co. bordered 

the subject Property to the southeasi, A manufacturing building owTied by W.H, Lonmer's Son's. 

Co., Dye Works bordered the subject Property to the west. This manufacturing building was 

located approximately 200 feet to the west of the stone retaining wall on the subject Property. 

The 1951 Sanbom map showed the Property to be similar to that depicted in the 1921 map. The 

property to the west has expanded and changed occupancy from the W.H, Lonmer's Son's, Co,, 

Dye Works to Philadelphia Rubber Company. 

The 1975, 1980, and J955 Sanbom m?ps showed the Propertv to be similar to that depicted in the 

1951 map. The Property to the west had changed occupancy in 1980 from the Philadelphia 

Rubber Company to the Globe Rubber Products Corp,, and in 1989 to the Screen Decoration 

Industnes Keystone Packaging Division, 

Throughout the Property's history, industnal sites (including dye castings) have been associaled 

with nearby and bordering Properties. There is a potential that the histoncal uses of these nearby 

properties may have impacied the subject Property, However. McLaren'Hart's review of the 

Sanbom maps did not show any indication of underground storage tanks, aboveground chemical 

storage tanks, chemical storage areas, or other evidence of areas which may represent 

environmental concems. 
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4.0 PHASE I ASSESSMENT 

The following subsections describe the scope of work and results of the Phase 1 Assessment. 

4.1 Historical Information Review 

A review of cunent and past activities conducted at the Property was performed and has been 

incorporated into the Phase 1 Assessment findings. This review included evaluation of available 

Sanbom fire insurance maps, topographic maps, or additional histoncal information provided by 

the City of Philadelphia. 

4.2 Visual Inspection of the Property 

On June 6. 1997, McLaren'Hart representatives, Charles Phillips Super\ising Environmental 

Scientist and Paul Michaels. Senior Associate Environmental Scientist of McLaren'Hart's Lester, 

Pennsylvania office conducted a visual inspecuon of the Property. The Property was inspected for 

evidence of compiiĉ i.w. er.vironmental regulatory requirements, evidence of previous, 

ongoing or potennal releases ol hazardous substances, hazardous matenals. or petroleum products 

with resultani contaminalion and proximiu to sensitive receptors. The inspection focused on 

aboveground storage tanks, evidence of underground storage tanks, hazardous materials and 

wastes, petroleum produci storage and use. liquid-filled electncal transformers and other 

equipmenl suspected of coniaming poiychlonnated biphenyls ("PCBs"), evidence of on-site wasle 

disposal activities, wasiewaier treatment and or discharge systems (including septic systems, dry 

wells and storm water drainage sysiems), air em.i-isions, and other areas of potential environmental 

concem. 

As part ofthe inspection. McLaren Han attempted to identify any otf-sue adjacent operations or 

facilities that may pose a potential environmenul impact lo the Propeny. Where access lo an 

adjacent propeny was restncted, the inspectic-n of the adjacent propenv v\as performed only from 

the penmeter of the Property and from nearby public thoroughfares. Additionally, when 
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conducting the inspecuon, McLaren/Hart attempted to identify sensitive recepiors or cntical 

habitats within a one-half ('A1) mile radius of the Property which could potentially be impacted by 

operations known or suspected to have been perfonned at the Property. The following subsections 

present the results of the site inspection. 

4.2.1 Potable Water 

There is cun-entlv no potable water supplied to the Property, Properties in the vicinity of the 

subject Property receive pouble water from the City of Philadelphia municipal water supply 

(Philadelphia Water Department). 

4.2.2 \\aste«ater/Stonn Water 

There is cunently no wastewater generaled at the Propenv. nor is there anv evidence of histoncal 

wastewater generauon at the Property Saniurv wastewater from properties in the vicinity of the 

subject Property discharges to the City of Philadelphia municipal sewer system, 

4.2.3 Solid Waste 

Solid waste is not cun-ently generated at the Propenv, However, dunng our site visit it was 

observed that large quantities of construction debns. abandoned cars, household garbage, tires, 

empty dmms. and other miscellaneous debns were located throughout the Propeny. 

4.2.4 Waste Oil 

There is no evidence of wasle oil generation at the Property. 

4.2.5 Hazardous .Materials and Chemicals 

Hazardous materials are not cunently used at the Property as a result of site operations. 
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4.2.6 Hazardous W aste 

There is no evidence of hazardous waste generation at the Property. 

4.2.7 Air Emissions 

There is no evidence of air emissions at the Property. 

4.2.8 Above Ground Storage Tanks (ASTs) 

No evidence of ASTs were obsen ed by McLaren Han during our site visii, 

4.2.9 Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) 

No evidence of USTs was obserxê ] b> McLaren Han during our sile visit. 

4.2.10 Polyrhlo-inr'ted Biphenyh (PCBs) 

No potentially PCB-containing equipment was observed by McLaren Hart dunng our sue visit. 

4.2.11 .•\sbestos Containing Materials (ACM) 

No buildings or structures are present at the Property, so an asbestos survey was not conducled 

as part of this Assessment, ACM may be present within the construction debns located 

throughout the Property, 

4.2.12 Lrea Formaldehyde (UFFI) 

No buildings or structures are present at the Propeny. so urea formaldehyde (UFFIi does not pose 

an environmental concem, 
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4.2.13 Lead-Based Paint/Lead Piping 

No buildings or structures are present at the Property, so lead-based pamt and lead piping do not 

pose an environmental concem. 

4.2.14 Sensitive Receptors and Wetlands 

Primary concems associaled with sensiiive recepiors and wetlands are: 

• Federal and state environmental regulations ofien limit an owner's ability to modify 

a property when sensiiive receptors or wetlands are potentially impacted; and. 

• The polential ofa release or discharge from a facility impacting a sensitive receptor 

or wetland, 

McLaren'Hart did not observe any sensitive receptors w ithin a one-half mile radius of the 

Property. 

4.2.15 Radon 

Radon is a gas which can seep into structures constructed in areas with soils containing uranium. 

Radon travels ihrough the soil and enters the structure through cracks and holes in basement walls 

or floors, drains, or other openings. The EPA action level for radon is 4,0 picoCunes per liter 

(pCi/L). No buildings are present at the Property, so radon gas does not currenlly pose an 

environmental concem, McLaren 'Hart recommends that, should the Property be developed, radon 

testing be conducled to evaluate the potenual presence of radon gas. 
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4.3 Regulatory Agency Review 

The regulatory agency review included a review of the following databases compiled by the 

Uniied States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and provided to McLaren/Hart by a 

commercial database management firm: the National Priorities List (NPL); the Comprehensive 

Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Informaiion System (CERCLIS) list; the 

Resource Conservation and Recovery Acl (RCRA) Facilities list; and, the Emergency Response 

Notification System (ERNS) lisi. Additionally, the following Stale of Pennsylvania regulatory 

databases were reviewed: the State Hazardous Waste Siles (SHWS) list; the list of Registered 

Underground Storage Tanks (USTs); the list of known or suspected leaking underground storage 

tank (LUST) sites; and. Solid Waste Facilities'Landfill Sues Information (SWF/LS) list. The 

Environmental Regulatory Database report is included as Appendix C. The following subsections 

present the results of the regulatory data base search. 

4.4.1 Federal Data Base Review 

4.4.1.1 Nationa! Priorities List 

The Nauonal Priorities List (NPL) is the Environmental Protection Agency's database of 

uncontrolled or abandoned hazardous waste sites identified for prionty remedial actions under the 

Superfund Program, To be included on ne NPL. a sue must either meet or surpass a 

predetermined hazard ranking sysiem score, be chosen as a state's top-prioriiy sue. or meet all 

three of the following cntena: (1) the U.S, Department of Heallh and Human Services i.ssues a 

health advisory recommending that people b • removed from the site to avoid exposure; (2) EPA 

deiermines lhat the sue represents a significant threat; and (3) EPA determines that the remedial 

action is more cost-effective than removal action. 

The database did not idenufy any NPL sues wuhm a one mile radius of the Property, 
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4.4.1.2 Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation 

Liability Infonnation System 

The Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensauon Liability Informauon System 

(CERCLIS) list includes a list of properlies'facilities which are suspected or confirmed to have 

adversely impacled the fnvironm.ini. The list is comprehensive in that it includes all properties 

for which an allegauon hâ  b,^n made regarding environmental abuse. 

The CERCLIS database identified one potential on-site CERCLIS site and two (2) other CERCLIS 

listed sites within a one-half mile radius of the Property, These sites are as follows: 

Name of Sile Addres.s CommenLs Proximitv lo 

Propertv 

WestmoreianJ 

RiulyanJ Dump 

3rU 4. Westmoreland St EP,A has corvJiictei.1 « preluiunHrs 

asse«i<,meni atvi has (Jelfmuneil that 

no txirther action i'i ncvcssar. an<l no 

haiani uteniifi«l 

On-site or 

adiacent 

komak Ontario Si, m . ) ^ . Oniano Si EPA has (.oiKliKioii M prelinunars 

a.vses.vnient ami IIH^ tletemiinoJ that 

no turther action is necessarv anJ r>o 

hazarj WH> identifieLl 

rtule west 

Colenuic Compan> 3550 N, 9th St, EP.A ha.< conducted a preluiunar> 

a.ssessment aivl hn- ileienmne«J that 

ns\ furthtt action is nê esNars ami no 

hazaai was Klentified. 

',1 nule vfcest 

The Westmoreland Railyard CERCLIS listed site is immediately adjacent to the subjert Property. 

According to information provided by Ms, Maggie Jennis and Mr, Larry Miller of the 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), CERCLIS secuon. approximatelv .̂ 5 drums of a tar 

matenal were found along the west side of the Conrail nghi-of-way on Westmorek'-nd Sireet 

between ird and 4th Sireeis. The drums were reported to the EPA on November 12, |Q93 and 
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the EPA perfonned a Preliminary Assessment, which was completed on August 8, 1996, Samples 

were collected from the materials in the drums and obser\ed not to contain any hazardous 

materials. The EPA has conducled a preliminary assessment on the site and has determined that 

no further aciion is necessary and no hazard was identified. Consequently, this site does not 

appear to pose a regulatory concem. Conclusions regarding environmenlai impacts at the subject 

Property are discussed in Section 5.0. 

No further action was required by the EPA, so neiiher the Komak'Ontario Street nor the Coleman 

Company sites appear to pose an environmental or regulatory concem. 

4.4.1.3 Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 

The EPA's Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Program identifies and tracks 

hazardous waste ft-om the point of generauon to the point of disposal. The RCRA Facilities data 

base IS a compilauon by EPA of reporting faciliues that generate, store, transpon. treat or dispose 

of hazardous waste. 

A review of this daiaDase iriaicatea ma: no RCR.A Treatment. Storage, and Disposal facilities were 

identified within a one mile radius of the subject Property, The database did not identify any 

RCRA generator sues located adjacent to the subject Propenv, 

4.4.1.4 Emergency Response Notification System 

The Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS) is a national data base used to colled 

infonnauon or repon releases of oil and hazardous substances. The data base contains informauon 

from spill reports made to the federal authonties including the USEPA, the US Coast Guard, and 

the Department of Transporiation. 

A review ofthis database indicated that no ERNS incidents have occurred on the subject Propeny, 
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4.4.2 State Data Base Review 

4.4.2.1 State Hazardous Waste Sites 

State hazardous waste site records are the states' equivalent to CERCLIS. These sites may or may 

not already be listed on the federal CERCLIS list. Priority sites planned for cleanup using state 

funds are identified along with sites where cleanup will be paid for by potentially responsible 

parties. 

This database did not identify any sute hazardous waste sues within a one milt radius of the 

Property. 

4.4.2.2 Registered I nderground Storage Tanks 

A search ofihe Pennsylvania list of Registered Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) indicated that 

the following site, localed withr. a .c--quarter mile radius of the subject Property, have registered 

USTs: 

Name of Sile Address Comments Proximitv to Propert> 

Sterling D>e 33.10 N -nurd St. Site has one lO.CKKl-gallon Uê ttmi: 

oil VST installevl in 1̂ 35 

' • - ~ 
Borders the southern }x.irtis>n 

ot thv. Propert) to the east 

4.4.2.3 Leaking Underground Slorage Tank Incident Repon 

Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) records contain an inventory of reported leaking 

underground slorage lank incidents. The Pennsylvania list of Leaking Underground Storage Tanks 

included the following siles located wuhin a one-half mile radius of the subiect Property; 

Name of Site Address Proximitv lo Propertv CommenLs 

Sean, Lof istic 
Svcs. 

382C N 2nd Si '•: mile northt>A.<it Releases u)voKod leaded gajioline and No 2 heating 
Ol! Nc hirther mlonnation includtvl in databa-e 
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4.4.2.4 Solid Waste Facility Information System List 

A search of the Solid V̂ 'asie Facility Information System List indicated the following site, locaied 

wilhin a one-half mile radius of the subject Property: 

Name of Site Address Comments Proximity to 
Propertv 

!:,Z, Cbenucal Co,, Inc, 3230 No, 3rd St, Site has one lO.OOO-gallon. heating 
oil UST in.Malle*l ui 1935 

> '/fc mile south of 
tiie Propertj, 

Release(s) from the aforementioned UST, LUST, and Solid Waste sites may impact soil or 

groundwater qualitv beneath the subiect Propeny, However, the Propeny is locaied in a urban 

area where regionally degraded soil and'or groundwater quality is likely, so the nsk that the 

Property owner or operator would be considered liable for degraded soil or groundwater 

conditions attributable lo these potential off-site contaminant sources is negligible. 
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5.0 PHASE II ASSESSMENT 

McLaren/Hart conducted a limited Phase II Assessment at the Property. The purpose of the 

limited Phase II Assessment was to evaluate whether or not the former use of the Property and 

sunounding properues have impacied subsurface soils at the Property. To meet this objective, 

McLaren'Hart advanced five (5) hand augered soil test bonngs and submilted five (5) soi! samples 

for laboratory analyses. 

The following subsections present a discussion of the procedures and results of the limited Phase 

II Assessment, 

5.1 Soil Investigation 

On June 6, 1997, McLaren Han conducted a limited investigation to evaluate the potential 

presence of contamination on-site. The follow ing subsections descnbe the procedures and present 

the results of the subsurface investigation. 

5.1.1 Soil S?mnimo and AnalMical Results 

McLa'-en Han collecled five (5) soil samples from approximatelv 1 to 2 feet below ground surface 

from along the sides of the railroad tracks as identified on Figure 3, The soi! samples were 

collecled in 4-ounce laboratory-supplied soil jars which were immediately stored in a cooler at 4 

degrees Celsius, The soi! samples were submitted to Wayne Analyucal & Environmental 

Services. Inc. of Royersford, Pennsylvania for laboratory analysis. The samples were submitted 

for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH), volatile organic compounds (VOCs), semi-volatile 

organic compounds (SVOCs), poiychlonnated bipheny's (PCBs). arsenic, and lead analyses. The 

laboratory analytical results of the soil samples are summanzed on Table 1 and are included in 

Appendix D. 
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Analytical results indicated that the TPH concentrations were detected in four of the five soil 

samples in excess of the PADEP Soil Cleanup Cnteria of 500 mg/kg, TPH concentrations in 

thiese four samples ranged from 1,386 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) in sample S-4 to 30,019 

mg/kg in sample S-l. Arsenic was detected above the PADEP Residenual Soil Cleanup Cntena 

of 3 mg,^ in three ot the five soil simpks. Arsenic concentrii.ijns in these three samples ranged 

from 4.64 mg/kg in sample S-3 to 8.54 jr.g/kg in sample S-l. The non-residential soil cleanup 

criteria is 4 mg/kg. Lead was detected above the PADEP Residentia] Soil Cleanup Criteria of 500 

mg/kg in sample S-5 (971 mg/kg). The non-residential soil cleanup cnteria for lead is 1,000 

mg/kg. No volatile organics or semi-volatile organic compounds were detected above the PADEP 

Soil Cleanup Cnteria in any of the five soil samples. 
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6.0 CONCLUSIONS ANT) RECOMMENT)ATIONS 

McLarenTIart conducted a Phase I and limited Phase II Environmental Assessment of the Property 

located extending from W. Ontario to W. Westmoreland m Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. Based 

on the findings of the environmental assessment, McLaren/Han has prepared the following 

conclusions: 

1) The Property is covered with miscellaneous debris. The potential exists that asbestos-

containing material may be present within the debris. Should the debris be removed from 

the Property, McLaren/Hart recommends that prospective disposal sites be made aware 

that the debris may contain asbestos conlaining materials. 

2) McLaren'Hart collecled five soil samples from beneath the construction debris. Analytical 

results of soil sam.ples indicated that TPH. arsenic, and lead are present above the PADEP 

Soil Cleanup Criteria in some areas of the Propenv. Based on the Property s current use 

and urban setting, it is unlikely lhat PADEP would require remedial investigation or 

aciivities at thc Property. Henever, should the Propeny be developed or should fuiure 

use ofthe Property require earthwork or soil removal. Property soils may require further 

characterization and may be subject to special disposal requirements pursuanl to local, 

state, and''or federal regulations. 
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7.0 LEVIITATIONS ANT> LIABILITIES 

McLaren/Hart undertakes all assignments in its role as an environmental engineering consulting 

firm using oui best professional effort consistent with generally accepted environmental assessment 

practices. McLaren/Hart has attempted to assess the Property utilizing informaiion oblained from: 

the on-site assessment conducted on June 6, 1997; review of regulatory records, available 

Lterature and documenls, a histoncal site information review; interviews with parties believed to 

be reliable and knowledgeable of the Property; and the results of a limiied Phase II investigation 

conducted at the Property. Findings presenled nerein are based upon observations of curreni 

conditions and may not be indicative of fuiure condilions or operating practices at the Property. 
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TABLE 1 SOIL SAMPLING RESULTS 

CITY OF PHILADELPHIA CAPITAL PROGRAM OFFICE 

AMTRAK RAI IROAD TRACKS 

3RD STREET ft WESTMORELAND PROPERTY 

PHILADELPHIA. PENNSYLVANIA 

[ SAMPlt ID S I S2 S.l S4 S5 PADEP SOIL CLEANUP STANDARDS 111 
SAMPIE DFPTH (ft) 6- 6" 6" 6- 6 

R««M*nllal 

ln9««tlon 

Non natktoflttol 

Ingestion 

Soil To 1 

Qroundwataf 

Pathway 

SAMPLE OATE 6/6/97 6/6/97 6/6/97 6/6/97 6/1/97 

R««M*nllal 

ln9««tlon 

Non natktoflttol 

Ingestion 

Soil To 1 

Qroundwataf 

Pathway 

SAMPLE TYPE GRAB GRAB GRAB GRAB G1AB R««M*nllal 

ln9««tlon 

Non natktoflttol 

Ingestion 

Soil To 1 

Qroundwataf 

Pathway LAB iD 23,170 ?3:i72 23,'7.1 

R««M*nllal 

ln9««tlon 

Non natktoflttol 

Ingestion 

Soil To 1 

Qroundwataf 

Pathway 
I f M ^;30.pi i : I'M * MX) . , 
PCBs 0 5) U 0 !) U 0 . u 0 ',. U 0 !. U 5 
AfSPnic ? r.fi 2 14 3 4 5 
l oad (..' n.i 1 2 3 5 91 W W r r m 5 0 0 1,000 
Volati le Orgi inic Compe >und« iVOC" »» 

1.4 Dii:hlorobf>n/pno 0 hR 0 3 3 0 U 0 3 10 U 0 , 3 3 0 U 0 , 3 3 0 U 100 200 8 
All Othor VOCs ND ND ND ND NO 
Semi VolatUe Orgi in ic C 'ompo imda (SVOCal 

Acpn«(i t i lhvlnno 0 4 0 3 3 0 U 0 4 C 5 0 3 . - . . 

Offtv/o(nlnnthf«cniie 4 0 0 3 3 0 U 4 0 1.0 0 7 6 e 6 0 0 
1.3 D i rh lo robun/en i ! 0 3 3 0 U 0 3 3 0 U 0 . 3 3 0 U 1 0 1 0 . 
r i i iornnthoi ie 3 0 0 3 3 0 U 2 0 0 , 3 3 0 U 0 4 3 .000 4 0 , 0 0 0 4 0 0 
Fluorene 0 4 0 3 3 0 U 0 3 3 0 U 0 5 0 3 3 0 U 3.0O0 AO.OOO 4 0 
NnphthnUMie 1 1 0 3 3 0 U 0 9 6 0 41 0 66 3 .000 4 0 . 0 0 0 8 
Phpnnnthronw 2 0 0 3 3 0 U 1 0 0 3.10 U 0 330 U 8 0 
Pyr»>nn 7 0 0 3 3 0 U 2 0 0 3 3 0 U 0 330 L.­ 2 . 0 0 0 3 0 . 0 0 0 3 0 0 

|AII Othor SVOCs ND ND NO ND ND 

Notea; 

AH soil x(impl«s collected by MrLarmv'Murt m»d aoBlyjiKl by Waynn Analytica. A tnvkonmenial Serv.cei of Roye»t»o»d, Penoiytvanie, 
All nnalytirwl r fsul t* «>«pr>>x$#d tn n«Hnjrnm» p^r kilnqmrn (mq'kfll on a dry weiQbt basis 

n i PADFP lar«| Rcrycling Maniml Siippl»«rtw«nt Nov»'m»>f.r B, 1996 

IPH tota l Pt>ttol*ntTA Mvdiormbons by I PA Mrth.Ml 41B 1 

PCB* Polyrhlorinated Biphenyls by fPA Mrthod BOHO 

ND Nm D»«t»«rtcH 

U B*low drlrct. '.m limit Detertmn limit shown, 

Nn PAni r r ipnnitp Standards 

i n j l J S S n n H H E B B I ^ * r f^d% PAOCP Cleamip Standwd 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

A sea'ch 0̂  available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. 
(EDR) The report meets the government records search requirements o' ASTM Standard Practice for 
Environmental Site Assessments, E 1527-97 Search distances are per ASTM standard or custom 
distances requested by the user. 

The address of the subject property tor which the search was intended is: 

W ONTARIO TOW WESTMORLAND 
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19019 

No mapped s tes were found m EDR s search of available ( 'reasonably ascertainable *) government 
reco us e ther on the subject p'oper̂ y or withm the ASTM E 1527-97 search radius around the subject 
propety for the following Databases 

NPL: National Pnonty Ust 
Delisted NPL: NPL Deletions 
RCRIS-TSD: Resource Gonse'%'ation and Recovery Information System 
SHWS: Hazardous Sites Cleanup Act Site Usts & Site Descnptions 
CERC-NFRAP: Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Uabiiity Infc.mation 

System 
CORRACTS: Corrective Action Report 
AST: Ustmg o' Pennsylvania Regulated Aboveground Storage Tanks 
LAST LIS; 0' Confirmed Releases Reoort 
RAATS: RCRA Admn sfative Action TracKir^ System 
RCRiS-LOG: Resource Conseaatic n and Recove-> Information System 
HMIRS Hazardous Materials imo'mation Reporting System 
PADS: PCB Actvity Database S' item 
ERNS' Emergexy Response No 'fication System 
FINDS Facility Indek System 
TRIS Toxic Chem.ca Reieas<- Inventory System 
NPL Lien: î eoe-a: Supertjnd Uens 
"••aCA: T I XI, Substances Contro, Act 
MLTS Materia Licensing TracKing System 
ROD: Records Of Dec'Sion 
CONSENT Superlund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees 
Coal Gas: Forme- Manufactured gas (Coa Gas) Sites, 

Unmapped (orphan) sites are not considered m the foregoing analysis 

Search Results: 

Search results for ttie subject property and the search radius, are listed below: 

Subject Property: 

Tr>e subject propety was not listed m any o' tfie databases searctwl by EDR, 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Surrounding Properlies: 

Elevations have been determined from the USGS i deg-ee Digita^ Elevation Mode' and should be evaluated 
on a relative (not an absolute) basis Reiatve elevation information between sites of close proximity 
should be field venf.ed EDR s definition of a sue with an elevation equal to the subject property 
includes a tolerance of -10 feet Sites with an elevation equal to or higher than the subject property 
have been differentiated below from sues with an eievaton lowe' than the subject property (by more than 
10 feet) Page numbe's and map identificaton numbers refer to the EDR Radius Map report where detailed 
data on individual sites can be reviewed 

Sites listed m i>o/cf /fa//cs are in multiple datat)ases, 

CERCLIS: The Comprehensive Environmenta' Response, Compensation and Uability Information System 
conta-ns data on potent.a'iy ha:rardous waste sues that have been reported tc the USEPA by states 
municipal ties, pnvate companies and pnvate persons, persuant to Section 103 of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response Compensation and Uability Act (CERCLA), 
CERCLIS contains sues wh.ch are elhe- proposed to O' on the Natonai Pnontes Ust (NPL) and sites 
which are m the screening anc assessment phase for possible inclusion on ttie NPL, 

^^1^1®^ °' CERCLIS list as provided b> EDR and dated ia'3i/i996 has revealed that there are 3 
CERuLiS Sites witnm approximately 0,6 M.ies of the subject property. 

Equal'Htgher Elevation 

WESTMORELAND RAIL YARDS DUMP 
KOMAK ONTARIO ST 
COLEMAN COMPANY 

Address 

3RD A WESTMORELAND ST 
900 W ONTARIO ST 
3SS0 N. STH ST. 

TP Dist 

0- 1/8 
1'4 - 1/2 
1/4 - 1.7 

Map ID Page 

2 
S 
6 

9 
10 
10 

SWF LF: The Sclid Waste Faciiities'LandMi Sites records r.-picaliy contain an inventory of sond waste 
d'sposa facii t es or land'.i-s m d particuia- state The data copies from the Department of 
Env 'onmenta Re'-.oj-ces Solid Waste Facii,ty inventoryrrranste- Stations 

A review 0' the SWî ,'LF list as p-ovided by EDR, and dated 03/10/1997 has revealed that there is 1 
SWF/LF Site w thin approximately 0 5 Miles of the subject property. 

Lower Elevation 

E.2 CHEMICALCO .INC 

Address 

3230 N 3RD ST 

TP Dist 

1/8 - 1/4 

Map ID 

LUST: Tne Leaking Unde-ground Storage Tank Incident Reports contam an inventory o' reported 
leaking underground sto-age tank mcioents The data comes from the Department of Environmental 
Resources ust of Confirmed Releases 

A review 0' the LUST hst as provided by EDR and dated 06/20/1995 has revealed that there are 2 
LUST Sites within approximately 0.5 Miies o' the subject property. 

Equamigher Elevation 

SEARS LOGISTIC SVCS 
SEARS LOGISTICS SVC 

Address 

3820 N 2ND ST 
3820 N 2ND ST 

TP Dist 

1/4 • 1/2 
1/4 - 1/2 

Map ID Page 

A7 
A8 

11 
11 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

UST: The Underground Storage TanK database contains registered USTs USTs are regulated under 
Subtitle I 0' the Resource Conse'\ation and Recovery Act (RCRA) The data comes from the 
Depanment o' Environmental Resources Regulated Underground Storage Tank Usting. 

A review of the UST list, as provided by EDR and dated 06/30/1996 has revealed that there is 1 UST 
ste within approximately 0,26 Miles of the subject property, 

Equamigher Elevation Address TP Dist Map ID Page 

STERLING DYE 3330 N THIRD ST 0-1/8 1 9 

RCRIS: The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act database includes selected .nfomnation ori sites 
that gene-ate. store treat or dispose of hazardous waste as de'med by the Act Tne source of this 
o?tabase is the U S EPA 

A review 0* the RCRiS SQG list as provided by EDR. and dated I03i/1996 has revealed that there is 1 
RCRiS-SOG site w;thin app'oxirr,ateiy 0 25 Miles of the subject property. 

Equal Higher Elevation Address TP Dist MapiD Page 

CONTINENTAL ENGINE 400 W SEDGLEY A '/E 1/8-1/4 4 $ 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Due to poor or ina^Jequate address mforrration, the following sites were not mapped: 

Sue Name 

TIOGA STREET TIRE FIRE 
WESTV '̂Ay TRADING CORP 
SUNOCO #0363-9499 
AMERlCAf>l ENVELOPE 
WHITMAN CHOCOLATES 
WHITMAN S CHOCOLA'. ES 
OSCAR MEYER CO 
FLEET MGT - POLICE SITE 020 
PHILADELPHIA SD - CONWELL M S 
GEPPART BROS 
PHILADELPHIA STREETS SITE 032 
MARINE MASSE INC 
T D P S MATERIALS INC 

Daiabaseis) 

CERCLIS 
LUST. AST 
LUST 
LUST 
LUST 
LUST 
LUST 
LUST 
LUST 
LUST 
LUST 
UST 
RCRIS-LQG 
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TOPOGRAPHIC MAP • 1177809.1 p - McLaren/Hart, Inc. 
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INQUIRY* 
DATE 

McLtrerî Hart Inc 
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GEOCHECK VERSION 2.1 
SUMMARY 

GEOLOGIC AGE IDENTIFICATIONt 

Ge;.'ogic Code 
fra 
System 
Series 

HOCK STT^ATIGRAPHIC UNIT1 

Category 

GROUNDWATER FLOW INFORMATION 

Ce 
Paleozoic 
Carnon a" 
Cambrian 

Eugeosynctma' Deoosits 

Ground¥>at»r ffOH Ctrtction fO'» pttiCultr Site is b»St an*rmin»d by a quallfita environmental proleiSional using 
$nt-sp*cffic well ai'.k it such ett» is not reascmabiy ascertainable. It may be necessary to raiy on other sources of 
Inf—'fion, including well data coliacted on nearby properties, i^giona: groundwater Woi» information (from Oeep 
tquiters. or surface topography t 

Cer>era' Topog'ap»ii: G'«o«nt Genera' Soutn 
Ger«r» (iyO'ogaoiOBic Qraaient The hya-ojeoiogu- g-aoieni to- t^i$ repori nas t)een aeiermir>e8 usmj tt̂ e depr~ ic water 

^a '̂e lr̂ torma l̂O'l provioeo beio* wie'e av»i;»sie t r* closer weii m each auao'snt r\as ti««n 
>aenti'i©o (UC to a ria.wS o' 5 rni,es arounc tne target oroperty) ana usea it̂ , trie graoient 
caicuiat'Or", Wn.ie «r tnerr\c* h»5 bee' rriaae tc segre^s^e s^aiioi^ fro"' oeet aquiters tiMS 
canno* • *»>5 be assurec G'Quna*ate- iio* m the aQuiier associatea with me weiis 
acoea's gene-any to be tc the SW 

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH THIS SITE 

Ta-get Property 2*40C~5 UERIUIANTOWN PA 

FEDERAL DATABASE WELL INFORMATION 

WE a 

E a r e -

Western 

' ' . r," ; 

0 1?8 M.ie 

STATE DATABASE WELL INFORMATION 

WELL 

NolheTi 

Easie'h 
South* Tl 
Western 

D:STAN:;E 

1 ' 2 Mles 
1/2 • 1 Miie 
1 2 Mues 
1 ' 2 Mues 

L'THDLOGV 

Schist 
Schist 
Schist 
Schist 

DEPTH TO 
WA-rgB TABLE 

51 n 
9911 
asn 
MR 

PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM INFORMATION (EPA-FRDSt 

I'chec b> Nea'es' Wc' 
NOTI PwS Sjste-r- ixation is not aiways the iame as wei locates 

PWi; Namt LUiQ' S Pl22A 
RT 209 
EAST STROUDSBURG PA 18301 

Loca' ^- Re at've tr '̂ P i'4 i/2 Miie North 
Vve : j-re-t > na? o- ht f nac rr,a,o' vio.'at.on(S) Yes 

Wf^. %*mm ^Miof, i*e.* -MB . 'Wl a>|W C M M o SW 1<M(M 
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GEOCHECK VERSION 2. ( 
SUMMARY 

AREA RADON INFORMATION 

PHILADELPHIA COUNTV PA 

Number 01 snes testefl i 2 i 

Area Average Actrvity 

Uving Area - 1st Ftoof 1,517 pCi/L 
Uving Area - 2na Floor Not Reported 
Basernent 2.317 pCi/L 

<Vt « pCi/L 

Not Reported 

<>t 4-20 pC I/L 

171* 

Not Reported 

<h >20 pCi/L 

0<Hi 

Not Reported 
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