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9. 
TRANSPORTATION 

Robert V. Allen 
Chief Envin'timcnul Oflicer 

14 m% October 11, 1999 

500 Witer Street - J275 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 

(904) 359 7502 
(FAX) (904) 359-4««'i 

.A 9 

BY OVERNIGHT DEUVERY - Original and 25 Copies 

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams 
Secretary, Surface Transportation Board 
Mercur/ Building, Room 700 
1925 KStreet, NW 
Washington. DC 20423 

STB Finance Docket No. 33388. CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, inc.. 
Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway Companv - Control and 
Operating Leases/Agreements - Conrail. Inc. and consolidated Rail Corporation 

Dear Secretary Williams; 

Enclosed are an original and frvvonty-five (25) copies of Quarterly Report Number 4 
for CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. on Environmental Condition 8(a): 
Highway/Rail At-Grade Crossings for filing in the above-referenced docket. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please contact me at (904) 359-7502 if 
you have any questions. 

Reqs^ctfully yours. 

Robert V. Allen 

Enclosure 

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

'Environmentally on Track' 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
STB FINANCE DOCKET 333«8 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, J 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

-CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASE AGREEMENTS-
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED R.\IL CORPORATION 

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

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

Quarterly Report Number 4 for 
CSX Corporation and 

CSX Transportation, Inc. 

October 11,1999 



CERTIFICATION OF PROJECT COMPl FTION 

In accordance with Environmental Condition8(A) set forth in Appendix Q to Decision 
No. 89 of the Surface Transportation Board in Docket No. 33388. CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation. Inc. ("CSX*) hereby certify that CSX has complied with the requirements of 
Condition 8(A) with respect to the following eight (8) locations. Highway/rail at-grade crossings 
in Ohio are governed by the Negotiated .Agreement accepted by the Board in Decision No. 129 
(served June, 16, 1999). Please note that there have not been any additions to this report since 
report No. 3 was filed. 

State Crossing Name, 
County and City 

FRA ID 1 Rail Line 
1 Segment 

Current 
Warning 
Device 

Proposed 
Post-
Acquisition 
Device 

Completion Date 

OH Main St., Henry, 
Deshler 

155755Y j C-065 Flashing Lights Gates Complete 5/28/99 

OH Kellogg Rd.. Wood, 
Tontogany 

155794P C-065 Passive Gates Complete 5/24/99 

OH Middletown, Pike, 
Wood, Haskins 

155804T C-065 Passive Flashing Lights Complete 9/3/98 
(flashing lights & 
gates installed) 

OH Eckel Jet. Rd., Wood, 
Perrysburg 

155818B C-065 Passive Flashing Lights Complete 5/20/98 
(flashing lights & 
gates installed) 

OH Ford Rd , wood, 
Rossford 

155838M c-065 Passive Gates Complete 5/21/98 

OH Roachton Road, Wood, 
Perrysburg 

15.'5814Y c-065 Passive Flashing Lights Complete 11/11/98 
(flashing lights & 
gates installed) 

OH Marsh Road, LaRue 518382H C-017 Passive Flashing t ights Complete 12/10/98 
(flashing lights & 
gates installed) 

OH Townlikne Rd., New 
London 

518488D C-061 Passive Gates Complete 2/8/99 

Robert V. Allen 
Chief Enviroimiental Officer 

Date: 10/11/99 
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DE.-INIS J . KUCINICH 
101M D.STBICT. O H I C 

1 ' 3 0 LCNGWOHTH OtFICE BuiLDlNG 

W .̂SMINGTON, DC 20515 
(202) 225 • 5871 

14400 DETRO:' »VENU[ 
L*k(wo. 'r .Ow.i 44:07 

12161 22B-8850 
(213) 228-6465 F»x 

Conĝ t̂ i of tiie N̂ntteiDi States: 

5983 W 54TH 

P*BM*, OHIO 44129 
(216) 845-2707 

Ms. Elaine Kaiser 
Chief I'nvironmcntal Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet NW 
Suite 5G0 
Wa.shington. D.C. 20423-0001 

Ma\ 5. 1998 

EN'̂ ERED 
Office of tht Secretary 

MAY - 7 1S98 

Part ol 
Public BViO'^ 

Committees: 
Government Oversight 
Rducation and Lakx 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Discussions and negotiations have progressed between the applicant railroads Nor.'"r)lk Southem 
and CSX. and the communities in Ohio's 10th Congressional District. As discussions continue, 
it looks more likely that the ncccs.sar) mitigation funding vvill be found to allow rerouting the 
additional trains through the Cloggsvillc-Rockport segment. If so. additional traffic resulting 
Irom the merger will likely be rerouted to avoid the l.akewood-Rocky River-Bay Village 
segment. 

However, the railroads have mentioned a need for a transitional period between the time that the 
merger is approved, and the time that all mitigation is complete. If there is an increase during 
this transitional period, affected communities vvill require relief l̂ nclosed is an addendum to my 
comments on the Draft 1-nvironmental Impact Statement that requests that the Section on 
I'nvironmental .Analysis look al whether Lakewood, Rocky River, and Bay Village will be 
affected, and if so, what relief is available. 

Sincerelv. 

Dennis .1. Kucinich 
Member of Congress 

DJKimi 

® 
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FIN.ANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

CSX CORPORA HON AND CSX TRANSPOR 1A1 ION. INC.. NORFOLK SOUTHERN 
CORPORATION AND NORFOLK SOI I HERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

CONTROL AND OPIiRA flNCi LIPASES/ACiREEMENTS --
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDA! I D RAIL CORPORA flON 

ADDENDUM TO 
COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMP.VCT STATEMENT 

AS ISSUED BV THE SI RFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD'S 
SEC TION ON ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

F!LED BY C 0 N ( ; R E S S M A N DENNIS.I. K I CINK H 

Dated Mav 5. 1998 



[PUBLIC] 

BEFORI-: THE 
SURFACE TRANSPOR fATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

CSX CORPORA HON AND CSX 1 RANSPOR IA HON. INC.. NORFOLK SOUTHERN 
CORPORA flON AND NORFOLK SOUTHI RN RAILWAY COMP.ANY 

CON fROL ANI) ()Pi;RATIN(i LEASES AGREEMENTS --
CONRAIL INC. AND C 0 N S 0 L I D A T I : D RAIL CORPORATION 

ADDENDl M TO 
COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

AS ISSUED l i \ TIIE SURFAC E TRANSPORTATION BOARD'S 
SEC TION ON ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

FILED BY C C ) N C ; R E S S M A N DENNIS .1. KUCINICH 

Congressman Dennis .1. Kucinich. representing the 10th Congressional District of Ohio, hereby 

submits this addendum lo his cĉ mments in response to the Draft En\ ironmental Impact 

Statement (DlilS) as issued by the Surface I ransportation Board s Section on Environmental 

Analysis (SliA) tor the purpose of relaying newlv acquired information about the Cities of 

Lakewood. Ohio. Rocky River. Ohio, and Bay Village. Ohio. 

Lakewood, Rockv Riv er, and Bay Village are western suburbs in Greater Cleveland along 

the southern shore of Lake Erie in Cuyahoga County. Ohio. In the original June 1997 

application, the proponents Norfolk Southem and CSX railroads proposed tripling the number of 

trains that would move through Lakewood, Rocky River, and Ba> Village each day. A 

November 25. 1997. amended proposal by Norfolk Southern would reroute the additional trains. 

1 



leaving the number of trains moving through Lakewood, Rocky Riv er, and Bay Village at status 

quo. The parties of record to Docket No. 33388 are currently discussing the November 25, 1997, 

proposal. In order to accomplish the merger under lhe November 25 scenario, track 

improvements along the Cloggsvillc-Rockport segmenl in Cleveland need to be accomplished. 

In addition, an underpass at Front Street in Berea, and an overpass at Fitch Road in Olmsted 

Township must be built. Currently, the parties are in negotiations over funding these projects. 

In order to arrive at a mutually agreeable settlement, the parties need to know the number 

of trains per day that will run along the Lakewood-Rocky River-Bay Village segment during any 

transition period that w ill imposed between the date the merger becomes ef fectiv e, and the date 

thai mitigation ctmstruclion is complele. If lhe number ot trains per day along the Lakevvood-

Rockv River-Bay Village segmenl increases, mitigation vvill need to be accomplished for this 

segment. 

On behalf of the citizens of Ohio's 10th Congressional District, and as a party of record 

to Finance Docket No. 33388. Congressman Kucinich requests that the Section on 

Environmental Analysis conduc; the following research and analysis: 

I . Trains per Day During Transifion. Will there be an increase in the number of trains 

per day through Lakewood. Rocky River, and Bay Village during any transition that ma> be 

impi>.sed between the approval of the merger and lhe completion of mitigation con.struction'.' If 

there is an increase in lhe train traffic along the Lakewood-Rocky River-Bay Village segment 

during the transition, mitigation for that segment must include the following: 

II . Lakewood Crossins (Jatcs/Flashcrs. Crossing gates and t1a.shers will be necessary for 

the following grade crossings in Lakewoc^d. Ohio: 

Webb Road; 
Granger .Xvenuc: 
Bonniev iew Avenue; 
l̂ dwards .Avenue; 
lilhci Avenue; 
Hall .Avenue; 
\\ estlake Avenue; 
Cranford .Avenue; 



Brockley Avenue; 
Summit Avenue; 
Lakeland Avenue; 
Ciladys Avenue; 
St. Charles Avenue; 
Marlow Avenue; 
Manor Park Avenue; 
Nicholson Avenue; 
1 horeau Avenue; and 
Beach Avenue. 

II . Rocky River Siding. Norfolk Southem railroad operates a rail siding to the south of the 

track and to the east of the Rocky River-Bay Village border. Currently, trains stop there, often 

for an hour at a time, leaving their engines running while a train passes in the opposite direction. 

With the current number of trains per day. the use of this siding is a nuisance to residents living 

near the track and the siding because of the noise and air pollution caused by the trains waiting at 

the siding with their engines running. An increase .n the number of trains running along the 

Lakewood-Rocky River-Bay Village segment will exacerbate the problems associated with trains 

waiting at the Rocky River rail siding. 

If the train traffic increases during the transitional period between the date of the merger 

approval and the date of completion of all mitigation, the railroads must agree to one or more of 

the following four options: 

• Minimize traflic using the siding; 
• Plan train operations so that trains do not have lo use the siding; 
• Require that trains using the siding shut down their engines while wailing; or 
• l ake down the siding. 

This office requests that the Section on Environmental Analysis make study and analyze 

the environmental effects associated with an increase in freight train traffic on the Cities of 

Lakewood, Rockv River, and Lakewood, Ohio, and iv.'.kc recommendations as to how these 

effects can be best mitigated. 
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Apnl6. 1998 

Mr. Robert .A Fnnier 
Vice President, Logistics 
Nissan North America, Inc. 
P.O. Box 2814 
Torrance, CA 90509-2814 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388: CSX and Norfolk Soulhem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Fnnier: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support lor the proposed acquisition of 
Conraii by Norfolk Southem and CS.X and your concerns about lhe poienlial adverse effixt on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemjtive to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail .Acquisition. ,As part of its environmental review , SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (HIS) on December 12. 1997, which addressed various 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
historic resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
tratTic in Ohio, especially the northeast (^hio and Clevela.nd areas SH.A recommended numerous 
mitigation measures lo address lhe potential env ironmenial impacts in thai area, including 
railroad consultations w ith affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully awvire that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeist Ohio. SE.A has atlended several public meetings in the area in order 
lo hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmenlal impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of various routing alternatives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmenta' analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomiation available to dale, consulti'ig w ith appropriate agencies, and tully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans lo issue in late May 1998 a Final HIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire cnvironmenlai record, including 
all public crmments. the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board vvill issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions concerning :he cnv ironmenlai review process, please cal 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J Morgan 



NISSAN M.iihnK .-Vddress, 
P O Box 
Torrance-. CA 90.509-2814 

NISSAN NORTH AMERICA, INC. ^'2^'-''"" 

March 9, 1998 

The Honorable Linda Morgan. Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board o ^ ' M 
1925 KStreet. NW, Suite 820 ^ M 
Washington, D C. 20423 c:;' ^ ' " 

Dear Honorable Linda Morgan: ^ ^ 

Nissan North America has recently been made av ârc of the controversy concerning the split up of the 
Consolidated Rail (Conrail) tracks in Cleveland associated with the pending purchase of Conrai! by CSX o' 
and Norfolk Southern. This letter is written to express our concems regarding the potential railroad 
operating problems associated with this issue. 

Nissan places a heavy reliance on a strong and efficient rail infrastructure to move our products. After 
reviewing the requests from Cleveland officials to alter the original operaiing plan proposed by CSX and 
NS, we are very concerned lh;;t acceptable serv ice levels for Nissan shipments will be jeopardized. 

It is our estimate that approximately 1400 annual carloads of Nis.san automobiles would be affected by 
the proposed changes in the Cleveland area. In ou- opinion, the only feasible way to move this product 
efficiently and without an erosion in serv ice levels is to adhere to the operating plan originally j roposed 
by CSX and Norfolk Southern in their initial Surface Transportation Board filing. 

We strongly urge the Board to take the logistical and operational issues associated with this prcjwsal into 
consideration. We are very concerned that any alteration of the originally proposed operating plan could 
very vvell lead to service problems and gridlock. A Cleveland rail bonleneck would affect shippers and 
receivers nationw ide. 

Nissan North America, Inc. supports adherence to the operating plan for the Cleveland area as originally 
propo.-,ed by CSX and Norfolk Southern. 

Robert A. Frinier 
Vice President, Logistics 

cc: The Honorable Rodnev Slater 
The Honorable Jolene Molitoris 

I he Honorable George Voinovich 
Mr John Q. Anderson 

;tLiii W, -1 Sirri l . Turraruc. California ;t0."-i(lj 



Surface aransportatinn iBoarb 
WaBhtngton. C.(£. 2D'i:3-an01 

(Pflfui of tl)t tfhaitman 

April 6. 1998 

Mr. Davi'i Kaduke 
Director of Transportation Services 
Nabisco Biscuit C ômpany 
100 DcForest Avenue 
P.O. Box 1911 
EastHanover.NJ 07936-1911 

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

Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Kaduke: 

Thank y"u for vour recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safl'ly and customer serv 'ce resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative lo 
"tlip" the lines between CS.X and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmenta! Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conraii Acquisition As part of Us environnu-ntal review. SEA issued a Drafl 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safely. K.insportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
hisionc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draf\ EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especiallv the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues w ith numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique cnvironmenlai impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing alternatives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomialion available to date, consulting w ith appropriate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions concerning the environmental review proces s, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



rNABISCO 
N \HIS< <) lt|S( I I I i - I i 
( (»\1I'\NN !'", u " 

March 12. IW8 

rrt X -a 

Ihc Ilunorabic l.iiKia Mcruan z l ^ — 
C'haimian S ' 
Surtacj I riinsportalloii Hoard i> .•.., 
1'):.̂  k Siivct. NW ^ . 
Smlc 820 r-~ 
Wiishnmton. D C 2042"! ' ^ ' 

Dear .\1s Morgan. ~ * 

I .1:11 ur i i inu lo express serious eontern regarding reeeiil aelioiis h\ the cit\ ol Cleveland thai would 
adverselv attetl lhe beuel'its that could .leerue lo shippers b\ the aequisitioii ot tOnrail b\ ( S.X and the 
NOI folk Souihern. 

I he siib.iantial betieHls projected for east west shippers b\ the ("S.X Norfolk Southem (NS) acquisition ot 
( onrail are pat at serious risk b\ a tlhng the ci l \ ot ( leveland has made to the Surtate I ransportatH)n 
Hoard (S fH) I he lineal of another operational debacle, such as the one experienced recently in the 
I lousioii area as the result ot the I nion Pacitli merLcr with the Souihern Pacific, exists if the S [I? adopts 
the proposal put torth in the ( leveland filing 

One ol the primarv goals of the transaction is to allocate the ( onrail assets to ensure thai both C SX and NS 
are provided with east west main liiies thai ensure the free How of traffic without conllict from the other 
r.iiiroad's operations >)nl\ in this wav can ( S.X and NS secure enhanced ser\ ice. better transit times, and 
balanced competition for customer,, in the Northe.ist and Midwest I lie plan filed vv ith the S I H 
accomplished that goal 

I he ( it> ol ( level,md has now proposed a " I l ip " of the .illoc.iled lines in ( leveland, essentiallv ••)ropi>sing 
tli.it the S I H .issigii to CSX liie lines previouslv assigned to \ S and v ice verse This " t l i p " guar intees that 
ev ei \ e.ist v%est tr.iin operated b> either CSX or NS w ill run 111 conllict vv ith the other railroad I his " t l ip" 
.iiul the inherent conllict it creates, wi l l result in a degradation ot the serv ice improvements promised b\ 
the transaction, in fact, should the •tl ip" be adopted, current (.Onrail east west rail customers wi l l see 
transit times increase compared to what's experienced todav 

l o resolve this inherent conllict. ( leveland has proposed a 2-'nile long ""flv over." or overhead bridge, that 
would ci>st in excess ot SI .sO mil l ion and lake a minimum o\' lour vears lo design and build .\ssuming '.he 
" t l i p " were necei.'arv. v,l;ieh e do not bvheve. a!;'.I the morie; was available, the '.w ,--;.e.ir 
consiruction period tor the "t lv-over" -- with uiuivoidable tratfic curlews and train queuing east, west, 
north and south -- would be devastating to ettlcient r.iil oper.itimis In short, the creation ot another 
"Houston," with lhe repeated service lailures th.it have been tell nationwide, vvill occur in the I .ist under 
Cleveland's proposal 

Should the "Hip " be adopted and service qualitv affected, neither railroad wi l l be able to compete as 
effectivelv with trucks, resulting in lost opportuniu to relieve traffic congestion and make important 
env ironmental gams CSX estimates identifv more than eight-niillion truck miles to be diverted from the 
highwavs to the rails on ,in .innii.il basis m the greater-Clevela,. J area. 

I he .illocalioiis ot lines ,iiid the routing of tr.itllc through grater ( leveland as onginalK propcised in the 
CS.X NS ti l ing with the S I H represents the iiiost-elfective me.ms ot .ichieving the objectives i i f the 
transaction and maximi/ ing lhe public benetlts for both the national and local interests. 



Please assist us in ensuring ha; the concerns of the shipping communitv are not lost in arriving at a 
solution in Clv^eland We would appreciate vour doing evervihing vou can to ensure that the substantial 
benefits that vvould result from the Conrail acauisition are realized and that shipping nightmares like those 
that have occurred in Houston are avoided. 

riiank vou tor \ oui assistance. 

Sincerelv, 

I^avid Kaduke 
Director ot Iransportation Services 

cc: I he Honorable Kodnev Slater - Department of Transportation 
Ihe liiinorable Jolene Molitoris - federal Kailroad Administration 
I he Honorable (ieorge Voinovich - (jovemor State of (Jhio 
Mr .lohn (J .Anderson - CS.X I ransportation 



Surface CEransportation Month 
ffastiington. fi.O:. 20423-0001 

FiLE m DQQ, 
(Pttirr of d)f (thairinan 

Apnl6, 1998 

Mr. D. M. Mishler 
Executive Director 
NAO Logistics 
General Motors Corporation 
3044 West Grand Boulevard 
4'̂  Floor Annex 
Detroit, Ml 48202 

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

.Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Mishler: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Soulhem and CSX cUid your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public satiny and customer service resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997. which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safely, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating tc increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential ein ironmenlal impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with afTected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions 

SE.\ is fully aw are that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northca.sl Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Cleveland study learns lo focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadv-ntages of vanous routing allematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, review ing all environmental 
information available to date, consulting w ith appropriate agencies, and fully considering all 
public conments, S^A plans to issue in late .May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board vvill issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmenlal review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager fot (he Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Monjan 



NAO Logistics General Motors CorDoration 

4th Floor Annex 
3044 West Grand Bou.evard 
Detroit. Michigan 48202 

March 17. 1998 

o 
rc 
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I--

Tlie Honorable Linda Morgan 
Chairman 
Surlace I ransportation I^oard 
19252 K Streel. NW 
Suite X20 

Washington. DC 2042.1 

Dear Ms. Morgan: 

Cienerai Motors has been closely following the proposed division of the northeastern Conrail railroad by 
C S.X I ransportation ami Norfolk Southern ^ orporation. specifically as it relates to the issues involving 
the greater ( Icvelaiul area. 

(ieneral Motors has examined the various proposals and supports the original submission made bv the 
CSX and Norfolk Southern railroads to the Surface i ransportation Board, We believe that the 
ai;ernative proposals vvoiiiil considcnibiv weaken iiic la'l service and ultiiiiatciv lead to increased freight 
costs and higher consumer prices Delavs created bv the alternative proposals would lead to reduced rail 
traflic as shippers would be forced to reroute freight to other modes, infiicting significant economic 
damage to the rail industrv in terms of jobs and profit potential. 

Cienerai Motors urges the Board to consider these points it. making their decision especiallv in light of 
(he serv ice problems that have recentiv occurr.d in the Houston, le.xas area created by the 1 nion 
Pacific/Southern i'acific merger. 

Sincerelv, 

D. M. Mishler 
Executive Director 
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Surface CEransportation iBoarb 
Wasiiington. B.O:. 2D423-UDDI 

FILE IN DOCKET 
* f f i t t of \Mt (liiairman 

April 6, 1998 

Mr. Michael J. Chut/ 
Vice President of Marketing 
and Corporate Serv ices 
Arrow Tenninals 
601 Broad Street 
Scwickley. PA 1514.̂  

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388: CSX and Norfolk Southen: - Control and 

Acquisition -- Conrail 

Dear Mr Chutz: 

Thank you for vour recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail bv Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concerns about the potential adv erse effect on 
public safety and customer service resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland alternative to 
"fiip" the lines between CS.X and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of fie potential environmental impacts associated with the 
nrot̂ osed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review SEA issued a Draf^ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
qualitv noise biological resources, waler resources, environmental justice, and cultural and ^ 
historic resources. Chapter 5 of the Draf̂  EIS focused on the concems relating to increased ra.. 
traffic in Ohio especiallv the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities lo discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aw are that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and noithea.st Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Cleveland study teams lo focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing alternatives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
information available to dale, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in iate .May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In ils final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



.nRR-l l -199l? 14:03 . PIRRQU TERMlNfiLS 412 749 4820 P.02/03 

ARROW TERMINALS 
601 BROAD STREET • SEWICKLEY. PA 15143 
(4121749-4800 • FAX (412) 749 4820 

March 11, 1998 x S | 

The Hon. Linda Morgan ^ 
Chairman o 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. NW 
Suite 820 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Dear Ms. Morgan: 

Our company. Anrow Terminal Company, would like fo register its strong suppon fo." the 
joint acquisition of Conrail by CSX and Nortolk Southern Corporation - particularly in the 
Cleveland area. 

Our company does a tremendous amount of rail business in Cleveland with CSX, and 
feels very strongly that th*» acquisition plan as outlined will strongly improve service and 
reliability in the Clevela; ogion. A failure to have the merger consummated as 
currently planned could result In severe problems regarding switching, transit times, and 
availability to have cars loaded or unloaded at the appropriate times. 

Our strong support for this acquisition as currently planned snould be noted. We 
appieciate your taking this matter into consideration. 

Sincerely, 

o 

C O 
C O 

Michael J. Chut? 
Vice President of Marketing 
and Corporate Services 

V/a Facsimile: (20P) 565 9015 

Barge tenninals. rai l Terminals and public warehousing for ferro alloys, sceel products and general commodit ies. 
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The Hon. Linda Morgan 
March 11.1996 
Page - 2 -

Copies to: 

The Hon. Rodney Slater 
Secretary 
Department of Transportation 
400 7*̂  Street, SW 
Room 10200 
Washington, D.C. 20590 
Via Fscs/m//e. (202) 366 7202 

The Hon. Jolene Molitoris 
Administrator 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1120 Vermont Avenue, NW 
7* Floor 
Washington, D C. 20005 
Via Facsimile: (202) 632-3700 

The Hon. George Voinovich 
Governor 
State of Ohio 
77 S. High Street 
30*^ Floor 
Columbus, OH 43266 
Via Facsimile: (614) 466-9354 

Mr. John Q. Anderson 
Chief Commercial Officer 
CSX Transportation - J120 
500 Water Streel 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 
Via Facsimile: (904) 359-7674 
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TO f A.X \C.yBER. 

The Hon. Linda Morgan (202) 565-9015 
The Hon. Rodney Slater (202) 366-7202 
The Hon. Jolene Molitoris (202) 632-3700 
The Hon. George Voinovich (614) 466 9354 
The Hon. John Q. Anderson (904) 359-7674 

FROM 

Michael J. Chutz 

COMPANY D.»TK 

3/11/98 
TOTAL NO. OF PAGES INCLUDINC COVER 

3 
PHONE NUMBER. TENDER'S REFERF.NCK NUMBER: 

VOUR REFERENCE NUMBER 

• URGENT • FOR REVIE'O' • PLEASE COM.MENT • PLEASE REPLY • PLEASE RECYCLE 

Mike 

401 BRO.'KD STREET 

SEWICKLEY, PA 1514.^ 
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FILE IN DOCKET 
(©ffite of tl)f Chairman 

Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Mike Olkowski 
Manager, Delivery Services 
Lever Brothers Company 
818 Sylvan Avenue 
Englewood Cliffs, NJ 07632-3298 

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

Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Olkowski: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concerns about the potential adverse eftect on 
public safety and customer service resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland alternative to 
"flip" the lines belucen CS.X and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of I's environmental review, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) or December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
qualitv noise biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
tralTic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitmation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings m the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmenlal impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing alternatives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
information available to date, consulting with appropriate agencies, and fully considenng z\\ 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a rinal EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

?7P^^ 



r . 
Lfvcr Brothers (,'<)mpAn\ 
818 Sylvan Avenue 
Kn^lewdod Cliffs, New Jersev 
07632-3298 
Telephone (2CI ! 894-60CC 

tn 

March 9, 1998 ^ ^ ^ 

j r . 

The Hon Linda Morgan, Chairman :. —. 4 
Surface Transportation Board 5 1 " ^ ^ ^ 
1925 K Street, NW- Suite 820 ^ 
Washington, D C 20423 v 

Reference: ClevelatiJ Rati ()peration.s " ^ ^ » ^ ^ 

Dear Chairman: 

I am writing to express serious concems regarding recent actions by the city of Cleveland 
that would severely adversely affect the many benefits that could accrue to shippers by the 
acquisition of Conrail by CSX and the Norfolk Southern 

The substantial benefits projected for east̂ 'west shippers by the CSX/Norfolk Southem 
(NS) acquisition of Conrail are put at serious risk by a filing the city of Cleveland has 
made to the Surface Transportation Board (STB) The threat of another operational 
debacle, such as the one experienced recently i i the Houston area as the result of the 
Union Pacific merger with the Southem Pacific, exists if the STB adopts the proposals put 
forth in the Cleveland filing 

One of the primary goals of the transaction is to allocate the Conrail assets to ensure that 
both CSX and NS are provided with east/west main lines that ensure the free flow of 
traffic without conflict from the other railroad's operations Only in this way can CSX 
and NS secure enhanced service, better transit times, and balanced competition for 
customers in the Northeast and Midwest The plan filed with the STB accomplished that 
goal 

The City of Cleveland has now proposed a "flip" of the allocated lines in Cleveland, 
essentially proposing that the STB assign to CSX the lines previously assigned to NS and 
vice versa This ' flip'" guarantees that every east/west train operated by either CSX or 
NS, should the proposed tra.'.saction be approved, wil! run in conflict with the other 
railroad This "flip," and the inherent conflict it creates, will result in a degradation of the 
service improvements promised by the transaction. In fact, should the "flip" be adopted, 
current Conrail east/west rail customers will see transit limes increase compared to what's 
experienced today 

To resolve this inherent conflict, Cleveland has proposed a 2-mile long "fly-over," or 
overhead bridge, that would cost in excess of $150 million and take a minimum of four 
years to design and build Assuming the "flip" were necessary which we do not believe. 



LEVEH 

and that the money v/as available, the two-year construction period for the "fly-over"~ 
with unavoidable traffic curfews and train queuing east, west, north and south - would be 
devastating to efficient tail operations In short, the creation of another "Houston," with 
the repeated service failures that have been felt nationwide, will occur in the East under 
Cleveland's proposal. 

Should the "flip" be adopted and service quality effected, neither railroad will be able to 
compete as effectively with trucks, resulting in lost opportunity to relieve traffic 
congestion and make important environmental gains CSX estimates alone identify more 
than eight-million truck miles to be diverted from the highways to the rails on an annual 
basis in the greater-Cleveland area. 

The allocation of lines and the routing of traffic through greater Cleveland as originally 
proposed in the CSX/NS filing with the STB represents the most-effective means of 
achieving the objectives of the transaction and maximizing the public benefits for both the 
national and local interests 

Please assist us in ensuring that the concems of the shipping community are not lost in 
arriving at a solution in Cleveland We would appreciate your doing everything you can 
to ensure that the substantial benefits that would result from the Conrail acquisition are 
realized and that shipping nightmares like those that have occurred in Houston are 
avoided. 

Thanks for your assistance 

Sincerely, 

Mike Olkowski 
Manager, Delivery Services 

cc: M L Robinson - CSX 
T. Ford - CSX 
J. Williams - CSX 

MGO:dh(0i798) 
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FILE iN L'OC 

Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Brent Gatti 
Executive Vice President & COO 
Manufacturers Consolidation Service, Inc. 
618 Oakleaf Office Lane 
P.O. Box 240608 
Memphis, TN 38124 

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

.Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Gatti: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concerns about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer service resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especiallv the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infonnation available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late .May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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The Hon. Linda Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface I ransportation Board 
1925 K Street. NW 
Suite 820 
Washington. D.C. 20423 

Dear Ms. Morgan: 

1 am writing to express my concem over the recent actions taken by the city of Cleveland that 
could atl'ect the smooth transition by both the CSX and NS in their Conrail acquisition. 

The entire nation has witnessed liie nightmare in Houston. TX and the devastating consequences 
this has placed on shippers and recei\ ers. 1 he mere thought of something similar happening in 
Cleveland and the disruption this could cause is not a ver> pleasant thought. 

The proposed "flip" of the allocated lines in Cleveland at this juncture would only create more 
congestion and also add more expense to what is already a \er> expensixe business transaction. 

.'\s long as the safety of the citizens of Cleveland or any other community have been considered in 
the acquisition plans then I feel that the CSX and NS should be allowed to do what they are in 
business to do and that is to pro\ ide their customers v\ith the best transportation s\stem possible. 

SincereK. 

z 

Brent Gatti 

Executive Vice President & C.O.O. 

BG/am 

MANUFACTURi-RS CONSOLIDATION SERVICE, INC. 

61N OAKLEAF OFFICE L.\NE P.O. BOX 24060H MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 3«124 
( 8 8 8 ) 6 8 4 - S O O l ( 9 0 1) 6 8 4 - 5 0 0 0 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Denis M. Bmncak 
Chief Executive Officer 
RailVan MuItiModal 
400 W. Wilson Bridge Road 
P.O. Box 328 
Worthington, OH 43085 

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

Dear Mr. Bruncak: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail bv Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer service resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportafion systems, land use, energy, air 
quality noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems m this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting with appropriate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments. SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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.March 4, 1998 ^ 

>• 
The Honorable Linda Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation B'Mrd 
l'):*^ K Street, NW 
Suite 820 

Washington, DC 20423 

Dear Ms Morgan: 

1 am writing to express serious concerns regarding recent actions by the city of Cleveland 
that would severely adversely affect the many benetlts that could accme to shippers by 
the acquisition of Conrail by CSX and the Norfolk Southern 
The substantial benefits projected for east/west shippers by the CSX/Nortblk Southern 
(NS) acquisition of Conrail are put at serious risk by a tiling the city of Cleveland has 
made to the Surface Transportation Board (STB) I he threat of another operational 
debacle, such as the one experienced recentiv in the Houston area as the result of the 
L nion Pacific merger with the Southern Pacific, exists if the STB adopts the proposals 
put forth in the Cleveland filing 
One of the primary fioals of the transition is to allocate the Conrail assets to ensure that 
both CSX and \S aic provided uith ea.sL\\est main lines that ensure the free tlovs of 
traffic without conflict from the other railroad s operations Only in this way can CSX 
and NS secure enhanced service, better transit times, and balanced competition tbr 
customers in the Northeast and Midwest l he plan filed uith the STB accomplished that 
goal 
The City of Cleveland has now proposed a "flip" of the allocated lines in ^ leveland, 
essentially proposing that the S TB assign to CS.X the lines previously assigned to NS and 
vice versa This " Ilip"" guarantees that every east/west train operated by either CS.X or 
!NiS. should the proposed transaction be approved, uil l run in conflict with the other 
railroad This " tlip," and the inherent conflict it creates, will result in a degradation of 
the service improvements promised bv the transaction In fact, should the flip ' be 
adopted, current Conrail easty west rail customers will see transit times increase compared 
to what's experienced today 400 W Wilson Bridge Road PO Box 328 Worthington. Ohio 43085 

614-436-6262 800-837-7584 



To resolve this inherent conflict, Cleveland has ,..oposed a two-mile "fly-over," or 
overhead bridge, that would cost in excess of !!)I50 million and take a minimum of lour 
years to design and build Assuming the " flip"' were necessary, which we do not believe, 
and that the money was available, the two-year construction period for the "fly-over" -
with unavoidable tratlic curfews and train queuing ea.st, west, north and south would be 

yastatini; to efTicient rail operations In short, ihe creation of another " Houston." with 
I'.ie repeated service failures that have been felt nationwide, will occur in the East under 
Cleveland's proposal 

Should the "flip " be adopted and ser\ ice quality alTected, neither railroad will be able to 
compete as effectively with trucks, resulting in lost opportunity to relieve tralllc 
congestion and make important environmental gains CS.X estimates alone identify more 
than eight-miliion truck miles to be diverted from the highways to the rails on an annual 
basis in the greater-Cleveland area 

The allocation of lines and the routing of traflic through greater Cleveland as originally 
proposed in the CSX/NS filing with fhe STB represents the most efTective means of 
achieving the objectives of the transaction and maximizing the public benefits for both 
the national and local interests 

Please assist us in ensunng that the concerns of the shipping community are not lost in 
arriving at a solution in Cleveland We would appreciate your doing evervthing vou can 
to ensure that the substantial benefits that would result from the Conrail acquisition are 
realized and that shipping nightmares l i . those that have occurred m Houston are 
avoided. 

Thank you for your assistance 

Sincerelv, 

Denis M Bruncak 
Chief Executive Officer 
Rail Van, Inc 

cc The Honorable Rodnev Slater 
The Honorable Jolene Molitoris 
The Honorable George Voinovich 
Mr John 0 Anderson 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Fred A. Beasley 
President 
Quality Intermodal Corporation 
19747 Highway 59 
Suite 200 
Humble, TX 77338 

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

Dear Mr. Beasley: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland alternative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review, SE.\ issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitmation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with afTected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA IS fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
lu hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SE.\ has 
also fomied special Ohio and Clev eland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
information available to date, consulting w ith appropriate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue m late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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The Hon. Linda Morgan s--. 
Chairman j . ' -« 
Surface Transportation Board o ^ 
1925 K Street, NW suite 820 f ^ 
Washington, DC 20423 > 

CO 
CO ar 

Dear Ms. Morgan: 
I am writing to express our concerns regarding recent actions 

by the c i t y of Cleveland that would severely adversely affect the 
many benefits that could accrue to shippers by the acquisition of 
Conrail by CSX and the Norfolk Southern. 

I am sure you are aware of the f i l i n g the ci t y of Cleveland 
has made to the surface Transportation Board. in reviewing the 
information we have available, i t i s our opinion that i f the STB 
adopts the proposal put forth in the Cleveland F i l i n g , i t could 
create an operation debacle such as the one we are experiencing m 
the Houston area as the result of the Union Pa c i f i c merger with 
the Southern P a c i f i c . 

The Intermodal Industry has been significantly damaged by the 
operational nightmare on the UPSP which was the result of the 
Houston bottleneck. The potential for thi s happen again as a 
result of the proposal made by the city of Cleveland would be 
devastating to our industry and w i l l only force more intermodal 
t r a f f i c onto our already crowded Interstate system. 

we support the allocation of lines and routing of t r a f f i c 
through greater Cleveland as originally proposed m the CSX/NS 
f i l i n g with the STB and ask your careful consideration to insure 
that our concerns are not lost in arriving at a solution in thi s 
matter. 

Yours very truly. 

Quality ^ntermodal 
Corporation 

Fred A. Beasley 
President 

19747 Highway 59. Suite 200 • Humble. TX 77338 • Phone (281) 540-3131 • Fax (281) 548-6395 
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The Hon. Linda Morgan 
Chairman 

Surface Transportation Board 

FAB/km 

cc: The Hon. Rodney Slater 
Secretary 
Department of Transportation 
400 7th Street, SW Room 10200 
Washington, DC 20590 

The Hon. Jolene M o l i t o r i s 
Administrator 
Federal Railroad Administration 
112 0 Vermont Avenue, NW 7th Floor 
Washington, DC 20005 

The Hon. George Voinovich 
Go^er^or 
St^t-^ of Ohio 
77 S. High Street 30th Floor 
Columbus, OH 4 3 266 
Mr. John Q. Anderson 
Chief Commercial O f f i c e r 
CSX Transportation - J120 
500 Water S t i e e t 
J a c k s o n v i l l e , FL 32202 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Duncan Hagemeyer 
President 
Agmark Foods, Inc. 
150 Fourth Avenue North 
Suite 1030 
Nashville, TN 37219-2417 

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

Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Hagemeyer: 

Thank you for vour recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed Ciiy of Cleveland alternative to 
"tlip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental A- ilysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review. SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12. 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations v. ith affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA IS fully aw are that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
information available to date, consulting with appropriate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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4 March 1998 
The Honorable Linda Morgan 
Chairman - Surface Tran-sportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Suite 820 

Washington, D.C. 20423 

Dear Ms. Morgan: 

It has been brought to our attention that the city of Cleveland has proposed a 
costly and ill conceived concept for the logical division of the Conrail assets in 
the city. Having read the arguments of CSX, our company wishes the STB to 
exercise good judgment and promote the preservation of the original filing. 
The shippers of the east are demanding of these two carrier guarantee that we 
will never see a repeat of the UP/SP debacle. It appears to our company that 
CSX has presenteti evidence that they will be able to provide expeditious and 
dependable service, so long as the Cleveland local agenda program does not 
interfere with their proposal. 
Mavbe what is best said here: if it ain't broke; don't fix it. Duncan Hagemeyer 
President 

.> 
< 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. A. L. Stone 
Vice President Intemiodal 
Mark VII 
965 Ridge Lake Blvd. 
Suite 103 
Memphis. TN 38120 

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

Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Stone: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and rustomer scrMce resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"Ilip" the lines be'.ween CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, w hich addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resoutces, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
historic resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues w ith numerous local officials. SEA has 
also formed special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting w ith appropriate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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March 10, 1996 ? 

The Hon. Linda Morgan 
Chairmdn 
Surface Transportation Board ^ 
1925 k Street, NW 
Suite 820 

Washington, D.C. 20423 

Dear Chairman Morgan: 
I am w r i t i n g to express our concerns regarding the recent action 
by the Ci t y of Cleveland that would change current agreement raade 
by CSX and Norfolk Southern regarding the alloc a t e d Conrail l i n e s by 
i n Cleveland 
The o r i g i n a l plan f i l e d w i t h the STB a l l o c a t i n g the Conrail 
assets accomplished the primary goal to provide CSX and NS with 
east/west main l i n e s that ensure the free flow of t r a f f i c without 
c o n f l i c t from the other r a i l r o a d ' s operations. 

The Ci t y of Cleveland proposal tc switch the all o c a t e d l i n e s : 
Cleveland would defeat the o r i g i n a l proposal and both c a r r i e r : 

i n 
:s 

would'be'xn^confnct'with the others" operations i n t h i s area, 
This w i l l r e s u l t i n a degradation of the service improvements 
Promised by the transac t i o n . 

Please allow the a l l o c a t i o n c f li n e s and the ro u t i n g of t r a f f i c 
through greater Cleveland as o r i g i n a l l y proposed, achieving the 
objectives of the transaction and maximizing the p u b l i c b e n e f i t s 
for both n a t i o n a l and l o c a l i n t e r e s t s . 

Thank you for your assistance. 

Sincerely/ 

A. L. Stone 
Vice President Intermoda: 



Cc: The Hon. Rodney Slater 
Secretary 
Department of Transportation 
400 7̂^̂  Street, NW 
hoom 10200 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

The Hon. George Voinovich 
Governor 
State of Ohio 
77 s. High Street 
SC" Floor 
Columbus, Oh. 43266 

The Hon. Jolene M o l i t o r i s 
Administrator 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1120 Vermont Avenue, NW 
7''' Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20005 

Mr. John Q. Anderson 
Chief Commercial O f f i c e r 
CSX Transportation - J120 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, F l . 32202 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Howard L. Albritton 
President 
H.L. Albntton Transport 
P.O. Box 1387 
Lutz.FL 33548 

Re Finance Docket No. 33388: CSX and Norfolk Southern - Control and 

Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Albntton: 

Thank vou for vour recent letter expressing yo - support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serMce resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Anal>:is (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (LIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especiallv the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitmation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA IS fullv aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numemus local officials. SEA hâ  
also fonned special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing alternatives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomiation available to dale, consulting w ith appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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V1.S I indj Morgan r 
C'hainnan 
.Nu'tace 1 ransportation l^oard 
1925 K ."trcet NW 
Suite 820 

Wahington. D C. 20423 ^ 

Dear Ms. Morgan, 

With this letter I would like to voice my (.onL-Lrn> regarding the city of 
('le\cland's attempt to change the conditions ot sa'e tor the acquisition c)t Conrail 
by CSX and the Norfolk Southem 

As an intennodal marketing company contracted to hotli the CS.X and N S if is 
imperative that a repeal nt the situ.ition thai nccurrcd vMth the merger between the 
I nion Pacific and Southeni I'acific docs not happen again 1 Ccn tcil you from a 
personal standpoint that mans bus nesses uerc hurt immensely and could possibl) 
take years ro rccovc- from thi-< dehacle. 

One of the primary goals should be to cnsiire that ( S.X .im'. \ S are prov ided with 
east west lines -hal allow the tlow of tratTic without conrlict to the o:her 
operations It this occurs the benefits should allow for heller service, transit nines 
and competition for customers effected by this merger i believe the plari 
submitted to the STB will accomplish this goal 

II IS my understanding that the citv ot ("leveland has requested and filed for a 
change of hne allocation vvu)i the STB It is my belie: ih.it should this take place 
that all cast west fa in opcraiu-ns v ill incur serv ice problems that will impair their 
ability to assure reliable and timely delivcnes that this merger should provide 

KC) Box 1.VN7 . Kl. 33548 • 948 0(H7 • Ka» i81.*i M48-782) 
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II the city of Cleveland builds an overhead bridge for rail service, a delay of ma 
years could likely !ea(. to a recreation of the congestion problems in Houston. 

In closing. If IS your esponsibility to sec 'hat the allocation of rail ines assure 
unmterruptcd bcnetl .s for the shipping coniniunitv and not allow the same 
mKstake.s that have plagjed Housion We suppon tiie plan submitted by CSXAS. 

Respectfully 

Howard L. Albrtlon 
President 
H L.A Irans. \fgt. Inc. 

cc: The H morary Ro lney Slater 
The Honorary Jnlenc Molitons 
The Mor.orary Ckorge V'oinov ich 
Mr John Q Anderson 
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..\pnl6, 1998 

Mr. Geoff Duncan 
Executive Vice President 
The Freight Connection 
12800 Dupont Circle 
Tampa, FL 33636 

Rc: Finance Docket No. 33388; CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and 

Acquisilion - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Duncan: 

Thank vou for vour recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review, SEA issued a Draf\ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12. 1997. which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
qualitv noise, biological resources, water resources, environmemal justice, and cultural and 
historic resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increa.sed tail 
traffic ,n Ohio, especiallv the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitieaiion measures to address the potential environmental impacts m that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fullv aware that these issues arc of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems firct hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fonned special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the adv antages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing alternatives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in latj May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten 
decision in July 19^8. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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CONNECTION 
Prolessionoi Iror^por'a^iori .Monoqc^eni 

The Honorable Linda Morgan Mar^-h 10, 1998 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW, Suite 820 
Washington, D C. 20423 

FAX: 202-565-9015 
Dear Madam: 

T am writing to express serious concems regarding recent actions by the City of 
Cleveland that vvould severely adversely alTect the many benefits that could accrue to 
shippers by the acquisition of Conrail by CSX and the Norfolk Southem. 

The substantial benefits projected for east'wesi shippers by the CSXTs'orfolk Southem 
(NS) acquisition of Conrail are put at senous nsk by a filing the City of Cleveland has 
made to the Surface Transportalion Board (.SIB) The threat of another operational 
debacle, such as the one cxpenenced recently in the Housion area as the result of the 
L'nion Pacific merger wiih the Southem Pacific, exists if the STB adopts the proposals 
put forth in the Cleveland filing. 

One of the primary goals of the transaction is to allocate the Conrail assets fo ensure that 
both C.SX and NS arc provided with cast'wcst main lines thai ensure the free flow of 
traffic without conflict from the other railroad's operations. Only m this way can CSX 
and NS secure enhanced service, better transit times, and balanced competilion for 
customers in the Northca.sl and Midwest. The plan filed vvith SiB accomplished that 
goal. 

The City of Cleveland has now proposed a "fl ip" of the allocated lines in Cleveland, 
essentially proposing that Ihc STB assign to ( SX the lines previously assigned to NS and 
vice versa. Ihis "fl ip" guarantees that ^vcr\- cast west train operated by either CSX or 
NS, should the proposed transaction be approved, will run in conllict with the other 
railroad. This "fl ip" and the inherent conllict it creates will result in a degradation of the 
service improvements promised by the transaction In lact. should the "flip ' be adopted, 
cuncnt Conrail east west rail custonieis will sec transit limes increase compared to 
whal's expenenced today. 

To resolve this inherent conllict, Cleveland has pioposcd a 2-inilc long "fly-over" or 
overhead bndge that vvould cost m excess of SI 50 Million and take a minimum of four 
years to design and build Assuming the "flip" were necessary, which we do not believe, 
and that the money was available, the iwo-ycar constmction period for the "fiy-ovcr" — 
with unavoidable traffic curfews and train queuing east, west, north, and south would 
be devastating to ef ficient rati operations In short, the creation of anothtT "Housion", 
with the repeated senicc failures that have been fell nationwide, will occur in the East 
under Cleveland's proposal 
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The Honorable Linda Morgan 
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Should the "f l ip" be adopted and service quality affected, neither railroad will be able to 
compete af effectively with trucks, resulting in lost opportunity to relieve traffic 
cdngcstion and make important environmental gains CSX' estimates alone identify 
more than eight million tmck miles to be diverted from the highways to the rails on an 
annual basis in the greater-Cleveland area. 

The allocation of lines and the routing of traffic through greater Cleveland as onginally 
proposed in the CSX/NS filing with the STB represents the most effective means of 
achieving the objectives of the transaction and maximi/ing the public benefits for both 
the national and local interests. 

Please assist us in ensunng that the concems of the shipping community are not lost in 
arriving at a solution in Cleveland We would appreciate your doing everything you can 
to ensure that the substantial benefits that would result from the Conrail acquisition are 
realized and that shipping nightmares like those that have occurred in Houston are 
avoided. 

Thank you for your assistance. 

Sinca-cly, /y / 

Geoff Duncan ' 
Executive Vice President 

Conies: 

The Honorable Rodney Slater 
Secretary 
Department of 1 ransportation 
400 7"' Street. SW 
Washington, D.C. 20590 
FAX: 202-366-7202 

The Honorable George Voinovich 
Govemor 
State of Ohio 
30" Floor 
Columbus, OH 43266 
FAX: 614 466-9354 

The Honourable Jolene Molitoris 
Administrator 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1120 N'ennont Avenue, NW 7"' Floor 
V\'ashington, D.C. 20005 
FAX: 202-632-3700 

Mr. Jolin Q. Anderson 
Chief Commercial Officer 
CSX Transportation ~ J120 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 
FAX: 904-359-7674 
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70 University Avenue, Suite 350, Toronto, Ontano M5J 2M4 

DATE: 

TO: 

Re: 

FROM: 

COMPANY: 

PHONE: 
FAX: 

FAX INFORMATION SHEET 

March 10,1998 

The Honorable Linda Morgan (202-565-9015) 

Conrail / CSX - NS 

GeofT Duncan 

The Freight Connection 

(770) 964-2777 
(770-964-0701 

NO. OF PAGES INCLUDING FAX MESSAGE: 

If you do not receive this fax in its entirely, please call Claire (416-596-7664 ext. 25) 

•MESSAGE 
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prohibited 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Vic L. Spnnger 
Director of Logistics 
Riverwood Intemational 
3350 Cumberland Circle 
Suite 1400 
Atlanta, GA 30339 

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

Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Spnnger: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail bv Norfolk Southem and CSX and vour concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportafion Board's (Board) Section of Environmenlal Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potemial environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of Us env ironmental review, SEA issued a Draf\ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmenlal impact areas, including safely, iransportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Drafi FIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with afTected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem lo the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fonned special Ohio and Cleveland study teams lo focus its review and analysis of the 
unique env ironmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments, SEA plans lo issue in late .May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Fina' EIS. Tf.e Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmenta' Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Linda J. Morgan 
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The Honorable Linda Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportalitjn Bt)ard 
1925 K Street, NW c: 
Suite 820 

>• 
Washington, D C 20423 

Dear Ms Morgan 

o 

I am writing to express .serious concerns regarding recent actions by the city of Cleveland that 
would severely adversely affect the many benefits that could accrue to shippers by the acquisition 
of Conrail by CSX and the Norfolk Southern 

The substantial benefits projected for easl./wesl shippers by the CSX/Norfolk Souihern (NS) 
acquisilion of Conrail are put at serious risk by a filing the city of Cleveland has m.ade to the 
Surface Tran.sportation Board (STB) The threat of another operational debacle, such as the one 
experienced recently in the Hou.>;ton area as lhe result of the Union Pacific merger with the 
Southern Pacific, exists if the STB adopts the proposals put forth in the Cleveland filing 

One of the primary goals of the transaction is to allocate the Conrail assets to ensure that both 
CSX and NS are provided with east/west main lines thai ensure the free fiow of tratTic without 
confiicl from Oie other railioad s operations Only in this way can C SX and NS secure enhanced 
service, better transit tunes, and balanced competition for customers in the Northeast and 
Midwest The plan filed with the STB accomplished that goal 

The City of Cleveland has now proposed a "fiip" of the allocated lines in Cleveland, essentially 
proposing that the STB assign lo CSX the lines previously assigned to NS and vice versa This 
••fiip'" guarantees that every east/west train operated by either CSX or NS, should the proposed 
transaction be approved, will run in conflict uith the other railroad This "flip." and the inherent 
conflict il creates, will result in a degradation of the service improvements promised by the 
transaction In fact, should the "flip" be adopted, current Conrail east/west rail customers will see 
transit times incrjease compared lo what's experienced today 

To resolve this inherent conflict, Cleveland has proposed a 2-mile long "fly-over," or overhead 
bridge, that would cost in excess of SI 50 million and lake a minimum of four years to design and 
build Assuming the "flip" were necessary, which we do not believe, and that the money was 
av ailable, the two-year conslruclion period for the "fly-over" - with unavoidable traftic curfews 
and train (|ueuing east, west, north and south - would be devastating to efTicient rail operations 

rz 
•3D 
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Ms. Morgan 
March 11, 1998 

In short, the creation of another "Housion," with the repeated service failures that have been felt 
nationwide, will occur in the East under Cleveland's proposal. 

Should the "flip" be adopted and service quality alfected, neither railroad will be able to compete 
as efTectively with trucks, resulting in lost oppt)rtunity to relieve traffic congestion and make 
important environmental gains CSX estimates alone identify more than eight-million tr ' miles 
to be diverted from the highways lo the rails on an annual basis in the grc. ter-Clevelanc' 

The alli)cation of lines and the routing of tratTic through greater Cleveland as originally proposed 
in the CS.X/'NS filing with the STB represents the most-elTeciive means of achieving the 
objectives of the transaction and maximizing the public benefits tbr both the national and local 
interests. 

Please assLst us in ensuring that the concerns of the shipping community are not lost in arriving at 
a solution in Cleveland We would appreciate your doing everything you can lo ensure that the 
substantial benefits that would result from the Conrai! acquisilion are realized and that shipping 
nightmares likes those that have occurred in Houston are avoided 

Thank you for your assistance 

Sincerely, 

Vic L Springer 
Director of Logistics 

C 
The Hon Rodney Slater 
Secretary 
Departmeni of Transportation 
400 7"' Street, SW 
Room 10200 
Washington, D C 20590 

The Honorable George Voinovich 
Governor 
Stale of Ohio 
77 S High Street 
30"' Floor 
Columbus, OH 43266 

The Hon Jolene Molitons 
.Administrator 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1120 Vermont .Avenue, NW 
7*̂  Floor 
Washington, D C. 20005 

Mr John Q .Ander.son 
Chief Commercial Ofllcer 
CSX Transportation - J120 
500 Waler Street 
Jacksonville. FL 32202 



Surface Uransportatton Soarb 
aastfington. e.(L. 20423-0001 

FiLE IN D'OCK£T 
(Officr of tl)c (thaitman 

Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Rick Rodell 
President CEO 
Comerstone Systems 
845 Crossover Lane 
Suite 108 
Memphis, TN 38117 

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

Dear Mr. Rodell; 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisilion of 
Conrai! by Norfolk Soulhem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"tup" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmenlal review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition .As part of its environmental review, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the L^aft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
tratTic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the polenfial environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA IS fully aw are that these issues are of niiijor cncem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
lo hear those concems first hind and dis -ussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fonned special Ohio and Clev eland study teams to focus ils reviev and analysis of the 
unique environmenlal impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of various routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



\fter conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
information available to date, consulting with appropriate agencies, and fully considering ai. 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In ils final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmenlal record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. "̂ he Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SHA'': Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



C R N E R S T O N E 
Your Tr<(nsport . i t ion So lu t i on 

Rick Rodell 
nresident/CEO 

March 9. ! 998 
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The Honorable Linda Morgan r. 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. NW 
Suite 820 
W ashingtcn. D C 20423 

1 am writinu to express serious concerns regarding recent actions bv the citv ol Cleveland that 
would severelv adverselv alVect the manv benefits that could accrue to shippeis bv the acquisition 
of Conrail by CS.X and the Norfolk Southern 

The substantial benefits projected for east/west shippers bv the CSX/Nort'olk Southern (NS) 
acquisition of Conrai! aie put at serious nsk by a filing the citv of Cleveland has made lo the 
Surface Iransportaiion Boaid (SIB) The threat of another operational debacle, .such as the one 
expenenced recently in the Housion area as the result of the Lnion Pacific merger with the 
Souihern Pacific, exists if the S I B adopts the proposals put forth in the Cleveland filing 

One of the primary goals of" the transaction is to allocate the Conrail assets to ensure that both 
CSX and NS are provided with east/west mam lines that ensure the free flow of tratTic without 
conflict from the othei railroad's operations Onlv in this wav can CSX and NS secure enhanced 
service, bellei transit times, and balanced competition for customers in the Northeast and 
Midwest I he plan filed with the S I B accomplished the goal 

The City of Cleveland has now proposed a "flip " of the allocated lines in Cleveland, essentially 
proposing that liie SIB assign lo CSX the lines previouslv assigned lo NS and vice versa This 
"flip " guarantees liial evei> east west train operated by either CSX or NS. should the proposed 
transaction be approved, will run m conflict with the other railroad This "flip." and the inherent 
conflict It creates, will lesult in a degradation of the service improvements promised bv the 
transaction In fact, should the "flip " be adopted, current Conrail east, west rail customers will see 
transit tunes increase compaied to what's expenenced todav 

845 Crossover Lane Suite 108 • Memphis TN 38117 

(9011 Z5I 1570 • Fax'901 251 3583 • '800'278 7677 



To resolve this inherent conflict, Cleveland has proposed a 2-mile long "fly-over." or overhead 
bridge, that would cost in excess of $ 150 nvllion and take a minimum of four years to design and 
build As.suming the "flip" were necessarv. which we do not believe, and that the monev was 
available, the ivvo-vear conslruclion period for the "fly-over" -- with unavoidable tratTic curfews 
and train queuing east, west, north and south -- would be devastating to efTicient rail operations 
In short, the creation of another" Hou.ston." with the repeated service failures that have been feh 
nationwide, will occur in the East under Cleveland's proposal 

Should lhe flip' be adopted and .service quality alfected. neither railroad will be able to compete 
as eftective'y with trucks, resulting in lost opportunity to relieve tratTic congestion and make 
inipoila"! environmental gams ( S.X estimates alone identify more than eight-million truck miles 
to be diverted from the highwavs to the rails on an annual basis in the greater-Cleveland area 

The allocation of lines and !he r outing of traflic through greater Cleveland as originally proposed 
in the CSX/NS filing with the STB represents the most-effective means of achieving the 
objectives of the transaction ;:nd maxmii/inu the public benefits for both the national and local 
interests 

Please assist us in ensuring that the concerns of the shipping community are not lost in arriving at 
a solution in Cleveland W e wouid appreciate your doing evervthing you can to ensure that the 
substaniial benefits that would result from the ( onrail acquisition are realized and that shipping 
nightmares like those that have occurred in Houston are avoided 

Thank vou for vour assistance 

Sincerely, 

cc The Honorable Rodnev Slater 
Secrelaiv 
Department of Transportation 
400 7th Street. SV\' 
Room 10200 
W ashinmon. D ( 20590 

I he Honorable (ieorge \ omov ich 
(lovernoi 
State of Ohio 
77 S Hig' Street 
Mnh Floor 
( olumbus, OH 43266 

The Honorable Jolene Molitoris 
.\dministraloi 
Federal Railroad .Admin ration 
1120 \ ermonl Avenue. NW 
7th Floor 
Washintiton. I) C 20005 

Mr John 0 Anderson 
Chief Commercial OfTicer 
CS.X I ransportation - JI20 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville. FL 32202 



€>urface (Transportation ?Boarb 
Wasiiington, S.a:. 20423 0001 

(Sffitt of tl)t (ttiatrnuin 

.Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Stormy T.W. Hicks 
Director, Logistics Planning 
Procurement and Operations 
Ford Motor Company, QMP Building 
17101 Rotunda Dnve, MD 1522A 
Dearborn, Ml 48121 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388; CSX and Norfolk Soulhem - Control and 

Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Hicks: 

Thank you for vour recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland ailemalive to 
"flip" the lines between CS.X and NS. 

The Surface Tiansportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmenlal Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmenlal impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of Us environmertal review. SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact aieas, including safely, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especial!) the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation mea.sures to address the potential environ.mental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discu.-.s their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA IS f ully aw are that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in fhe area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fonned special Ohio and Cleveland study teams lo focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of various routing allematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting with appropriate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SE.A's Environmenlal Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, al (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



Stormy T. M . Hukt, Diri rlur 
l.tiKiKtiiS Planning, 
Proctfrenteitt and Operations 

QMP Building 

Kord Molor t ompany / "/"/ Rotunda Drive 
*/0 l$22i 
Iharhorn. Ml 4X121 

March 5. 1998 

I hc llonorahle Linda .Morgan 
( haimian ^ - ^ 
Surface Transportation Hoard rr: sw » 
iv2:i2 K .Sircci. NW . r~ ", 
Suite S2() : 
Washington. IK 2042? 

Dear Ms. Morgan: S. 

As you knov .̂ as part of the proposed acquisition of Conrail. Norfolk Southem ("orporation <NS) and CSX 
Corporation (CSX) would each acquire one of ( onrail's two main lines through Cleveland. Ohio I am 
writing to express Ford Motor Company's support for the operating plan submitted to the Surface 
Transportation Board by the NS and CSX and to highlight our concems regarding potential operating 
problems and cost issues in the Cleveland area w ith certain rev isions to that plan proposed b\ the citv of 
C Icv.-land. 

Wc have reviewed the proposed revisions to the original operating plan offered by the city of Cleveland and 
believe these proposed rev isions would have a significant adverse impact on lord rail operations. We ship 
approximately 5.000 annual carloads of parts from Cleveland yearly. In addition, wc move an estimated 
1 ()<).()()() railcars of both parts and vehicles through Clev eland on an annual basis. lord is convinced that the 
proposed changes in the original operating plan in Cleveland would jcopardi/c acceptable levels of railcar 
service and would also increase our costs. 

I hc proposed "fly-over", or overhead bridge, could seriously leopardi/c rail serv icc to our engine operations 
in Brook I'ark. Ohio. W e are alsi> conv inced that the "thp" ot the lines into Cleveland, which vvould reverse 
the assignment of the Short l ine to CS.X and the Lake Shore Route to NS. would create a Significant 
bottleneck o( traffic In tact, these chances could create operating problems in the Cleveland. Ohio area 
worse than those experienced in the Houston area, l urthermore. the significant investment required in these 
endeavors would increase our cost ot rail service. 

\\'e appreciate v our consideration of the \ iew s of shipping customers such as lord .Motor ( ompanv as you 
res lew this aspect of the proposed acquisition of Conrail and any proposed changes to the original operating 
plan presented the Surface Transportation Board. 

Sincerelv, 

cc: The Honorable (ieorge N'oinov ich 
The Honorable Rodnev Slater 



^rfacE CTranoportation ?Boar5 
ffafihington. O.O:. 20423-0001 

(©ftite of U't (Iljairman 

.Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Phillip C. Yeager 
Chairman 
Hub Group, Inc. 
377 East Butterfield Road 
Suite 700 
Lombard, IL 60148 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388; CSX and Norfolk Soulhem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Yeager: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altema ve to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportalion Board's (Board) Section of Environmenlal Analysis (SF Ai is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conraii .Acquisition. As part of its env ironmental review, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmenta! Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safely, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
historic resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft LIS focused on the concems relating lo increased rail 
IrafTic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures lo address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations w ;th affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also formed special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of various routing aiternalives through the Clev eland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
information available to dale, consulting with appropriate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments, SEA plans to ;ssue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

inda J. Morgan 
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t'/fl Facsimile: (202) 565 9015 

The Honorable Linda Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Suite 820 
Washmcton. DC 20423 

March 10, 1998 

o 

Dear Chairman Morgan 

I am writing to exp!e.sr; serious concems regarding recent actions b> thr ti(> uf Cievtlaiid that would 
<.evere)y adversely affert the many benefits that could accrue to shippers by the acquisition of Conrail b> 
CSX and the Norfolk Southem Thf substantial benefits projected for Ea,st'West shippers by the 
CSX Norfolk Southem (NS) acquisition of Cunrail irc put at serious nsk bv a filing the city of Cleveland 
ha.s made to the Surface Transportation Board (STB). 

One of the primary goals of the traiuaction is to allocate ttiC Conrail assets to ensure that both CSX and 
NS arc provided w ith East West mam lines that ensure the free flo^v of traffic without conflict from the 
other railroad s operations Only in this way car. CSX and NS secure enhanced service, better transit 
Mmes and balanced competuion for customers in the Northeast and Midwest The plai: filed u ith the 
STB accomplished thai goal 

The City of Cleveland has now proposed a "flip" of the allocated lines in Cleveland, essentially 
proposing that the STB assign to CSX the imes previously assigned lo NS and v ice versa This '"fiip ' 
puaraniees that eycrv East'̂ Vest train operated by either CSX or NS, should the proposed transaction be 
appro\<' will nin m conflict with the other railroad This "'flip", and the inherent conflict n creates, will 
resuh in a degradation of the service improvements promised b> 'he transaction. In fact should the "f.ip" 
be adopted, current Conraii tast'West rail customers will se,- transii times increase compared to wnat's 
experienced today 

To resolve this inhcreni conflict, Cleveland has proposed a 2 mile lo ig fly-over", or overhead bndge, 
that would co:f in excess of SbO million and take a minimi:m of lour yea.'̂  to design and biild. 
Assuming the " flip" we-e necessarv. which do not believe and that the money wa.s available, the two 
year construction period the 'fly-over'" • with unavoidable traffic curfews and train queuing East, 
West, \orth and So'Jth - would be dcvast^Iiri: to efficient rail operations 

Should the "flip"' be adopted and service qualit>' affected, neither railroad will be able to compete as 
effectively with trucks resulting in lost opporruniry to relieve traffic congestion and make important 
environmental gains CSX estimates alone identitv more than eight million truck miles to be divened 
from rhe htghw,->>s to the ."ails on an annual basis in the grealer C!e\eiand area 
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r.vz Qrouz. i-.c. 

The Honorable Linda Morgan 
March 6, 1998 
Page 2 

The allocation of Imcs and the routing of traffic througti greatei Cleveland as origiuallv propyicd m the 
CSX/NS filing with the STB represents the most eflective means of achievme the objectives of the 
transaction and maximizmg the public benefits for both the national and local interests 

Please assist us in ensuring that the concems of the shippmg community arc not lost m arriving at a 
solution in Cleveland We would appreciate >our doing everything >ou can to ensure that the substantia] 
benefits that would result from the Conrail acquisition are realized 

Thank you for your ai&istance 

Sincerely, 

Phillip C Yeager 
Chairman 

PCYkc 

The Honorable Rodney Slater, via Facsimile (202) 366-7202 
Secretary 
Deparrmenr of Transportation 
400 7ih Street, SW. Room 10200 
Washingtor. D C 20S90 

The Honorable George Voinovich. via Facsimile" (614) 466«9534 
Governor 
State of Ohio 
77 s High Street, 30th Floor 
Columbus. Ohio ;̂ 2^6 

The Honorable Jolene Molitons, via Facsimile: (202) 632-3700 
Adminisrrator 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1120 Vennoiii Avenue. NW. 7th Floor 
Washington. D C. 20005 

Mr John Q And[r^o^, via Facsimile (904) 3S9-7674 
Chief Cotrunercial Officer 
CSX Transportalion - J120 
500 Wattr Street 
Jacksonville, Florida 52202 



i&urface dranfiportation Month 
WaaljinytDn. D.O;. 2D423-DDDI 

(Offict of tlir dhaintian 

April 6, 1998 

Mr. Kevin D. Brady 
President 
S&S Traffic Management Corporation 
12621 Featherwood 
Suite 390 
Houston, TX 77034-4902 

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

Dear Mr. Bridy: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail bv Norfolk Southern and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer scr\ ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting: an environmenta! review of the potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
•proposed Conrail .Acquisition. As part of its envi.ronmental review, SE.A issued a Draft 
? nvironmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, en\ ironmental justice, and cultural and 
historic resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aw are that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous loc.\l officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disad. antages of vanous routing alternatives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments, SEA pians to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS The Board will issue its final wntten 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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S Traffic 
& Management 

O Corporation 

KEGSPEDITER ^ SYSTEM 
A controlled pnxcss for Uic return of empty kegs 

C orporals: Headquarters • 12621 Feaihciwood. Saitc 390 • Houston, Texab 77034-4902 
Phone (281 )4X!-71 50 • Toli Free (80U)485-4469 • Fax (2K1 )464-/291 

F'lTiail info®s,siranic com • Web Site: wwv, ssuatfic.com 

March 9. 1998 

l he Hon Lindu Morgan 
Chairman ^ 
Surtaee I ransponation Hoard >. ^ 
1925 K Street. NW 
Sane 820 
Washiiigioru D C 204?3 ^ 
Fax. (202) 56S 9015 .2 

Dear Madam C!hairpcrson: r 

1 ani vvrilmg to cxpres.s senous concerns tcgiuding recent aclion.s hy the ci'y ol Clevcland 
Ihat would severely adversel> affect the many bcnelits that could accrue to shipper.-, bv rhe 
acquisilion ©• C t>nrail b> C SX ai»d ihc Nortolk Southern 

i hc ;.ubstaniial benelilb pro.iccted tor east west shippers by the CSX'\crl(>!i>. Southern 
(NS) -acquisition ot Coniai! aie put al senous risk by a filirrg the cit> ol C'k-veland has nvde lo the 
Surlace I ransporiaiion Board (S I H) fhc threat of smother operational debacle, such as the ont 
experienced rtctri tK in the Houston area as the result of the I nion Pacitic mci-^icr vMlh the 
Southern Pacific, exists il'thc STB adopts the propos«Js put tonh in the Ckvclund liliny 

OiM- o f the priniar> t.',oals of the irani,action is to allocate the Conrail as^ls to ensure thai 
both CS.X atid NS are provided with easi/wrst main Imes that ensure the free flow of traffic 
without conflict Irom the other railroad's operations Onlv in thi.s wav car. CSX and NS secure 
fiilianccd :>crvict better transit limes, and balanced competilion for customers in the Nort'neasi 
and Midvwesi I he plan filed with the S f B accomplislied lliat jioal 

The City ot CMevdand has now proposed a "flip" of the allocated lines in Cleveland, 
esicnlially proposing iliat ihc SI B a.ssign lo CSX the lines picviousK assit̂ Tuid to NS and vice 
versa. This ••tlip ' tiuarani^c-s that every cai^t'wcst traui operated by either CSX oi NS. should the 
proposed irdnsaciicn be approved, will lun in conlhcl with the other railroad This •(hp, " aiiC the 
inJierciit conflict it creates, will result in z degradation o f the service improvements promist-d bv 
the iianiuctioii In t'act. should ".he -l l ip be atiopted. current Conrail east wcsV rail cuitonietb will 
see iransu iinies increase c»)mp.ircd to what's experienced ioda> 
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l o resolve this inherent conHicl Cleveland has proposed u 2-nulc long •lly-ovcr.' or 
overhead bridge, that would cost in excess or $150 million and take a minimum of four vcars to 
desiyn ^^id build Assumin^j the ••f lu" were necessary, which wc do not believe, and that the 
monev was available, the two year construction period for the ••tl>-over' •- with unavoidable 
traffic curtiiws and traui queuing east, west, north and south -- woald be devastating lo etlkier.i 
rail operations In short the creaiio.i o f anoihe* •Housion," witli the repeated service taiJures that 
have been felt nationwide, wili occur in the Last under Cleveland s proposal 

Should the " tlip" be adopted and serv ice quality atTccted. neither railroad will be able to 
compete as eflectivciv with trucks, resulting' in lost opportunity to relievt? tratlic congestion and 
make imponani cnvironmenlai gains. C .SX estiniaies alune identify more than eight million Xvuck 
miles to be diverted from the highways to the rails on an artnuaJ basis in the greater-Cleveland 
area 

The allocaiior: o f lines and rhe routing of traflic through greater Cleveland as origimlly 
proposed in the CSX'TSiS fiiuig with the STB represents the most-eflective means ot achieving the 
obtectives ot ihe traxvsaciion and rrvixim'iy.ing the public bcnetits for both the national and local 
interests 

Pleasi assist us in ensuring that lhe concerns ol lhe shipping c<immurily are not Itist in 
arriving at a solution in Cleveland. We would appreciate your doing cverythinti you can to ensure 
that the substantial bcnetits l lw. wi)uld result from the Conrail acquisition arc realized and that 
:»hippiiig nightmares likes those that have occurred m Houston arc avoided. 

Thank y<ju tor your assistance. 

Sincere, 

Kevin D f^rady 
President 

hyJoM.:: 
I"hc Hon Rod;ic> Sbtor 

Departmeni of I ran.-.portaiion 
400 7'" Strctft, SW 
Ri«otit I0?00 
Washington, O C lOs^i . 
f d x (2(1.'! <6h-72(J? 

The Hon. Oeorf* Voinovi th (unernor 
Stale OI Ohiu 
77 S. Higli Str«fei 
30" Hoor 
Columbus OH 4i?66 

Hax (61-4)466-0354 

I he Hon. Ji>iene M o l i i o r i i Administrator 
I ederal Itailroad Administration 
1 I 20 Verniiim .Avcnut, NVA 
7 " f- |,X3l 

Washington. D.C ;o<«)3 
l-dx (202) ^•l? 3 7 >0 

Mr John 0 Anderson 
Chiu'f Coirmt5-tiai Oifat-T 

CSX Iransportation JI20 
500 Water Streel 
.lacksonville f - f ^220? 

Fax (904) 55'9-7674 



(Office of tht Cliairman 

Surface Sranaportation Month 
ffashington, ^.(L. 20423-0001 

Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. David V. Johnson 
EVP-COO 
United States Shippers, Inc. 
145 I hird Avenue South, Suite 100 
P.O. Box 966 
Edmonds, VA 98020-0966 

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

Control and 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Noi^folk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer service resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland alternative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Sectior of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental rcMCw of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, iransportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations w ith affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SE.̂  has 
also fonned special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infonnation available to date, consulting w ith appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board In its final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including 
all publ'c comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, cr contact Elaine K. Kaiser. SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202̂  565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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I NITED ST.4TES 
SHIPPERS, INC. 
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.March 1?. 

Thf Hon, Lmdn Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface I ransporidii jn Boird 
192^ K Slrcit NW. Suite 820 
Washington. U C. 20423 
f ax (202) ^65-9015 

X. 

Dent .Mb. Mor>;an. 

L niicd St.ites Sliippers, Inc is writing to express our serious concerns about the recent filine th<ii tht Cit% 
of Clcvcltind ha.s made to the Surl'dcw Transpoivirion 3o<mi (STBI legardin;! chani;cs to the existing 
CSXTNlorthtolk Southern (NS),Conrail acqsjisiiioii prupusal It is our uiiJcrslandms that Cleveland is 
proposing a llip' ol the allocated lines in ihi. cits and n two-iiiilc lung nvcrhend bridge grade to separate 
Ihi.- CSX .ind NS at Hered. (>hiu. a iuburh snuit'w bl ottlic cu\ 

.̂ !> d major user of these two raiiroadi. we helieve that the allocilion of rail lines and the routing of trallk 
thuiuch greater Cleveland a'e best .seiAcd bv lhe original ,->roposal subrniUed to the S ILI in the CSX NS 
filing. VVf lurther believe that if the Cii\ ol Cleveland s proposal is implemented. " ^Vlll lead lo the same 
l>pt of operations debacle ihai rccentK ncciirred in ihe Huustor) area after railruad operation chanyed ihere 

Opeiaiionaily. Ihe Cit> of Cleveland s proposed "flip' \ M I I guarantee that east weM CSX or NS trains will 
run inU) conflict witn t.he other railroad resulting, id a degraddaon nt ser'vice and could create bottlenecks 
affecting shippers and receivers natioiuvide In addition, the eonslruciioii of the tv.o-mile long overhead 
bridge is not necessaiv if the eiiv's propos,jl is not approved This ui l ! result in suvings estimated at SliO 
million in private and public funds, as well as, eliminate tile iiiiavuidahle corgestioii and delavs that woula 
be caused during a iwo-ye tr construction period 

The CSX NS Ccnrail filing, as subn.itted to the STB. was a v^ell thcu(;lu out plan bv tHO Wcll-financcd and 
v^ell-iim firms The railroads and the country 's shippers and reeeucrs do not vvani lo experience another 
'"LP.'SP problem ' Please leave a good plan alone by rejecting the proposals of lhe Cit\ of Cleveland 

cereK 

Unvid V J ison 
cvp-coo 
linited States Shippers, Inc 

14T Third Avenue Souih • Siutc 100 • PO Box %6 • Edmonds. WA 9i502(Kl966 • Tt>lfphonf (123)672-7777 • F<i.\ (•i25)771-2%7 
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•: The Hon Rodne> Slater 
Secretan,' 
Depanmtnt of I ransportation 
40n 7* Street SW. Room 1020U 
Washington. D C 20590 
Fax (202) 366-7202 

rtie Hon Jolene Molitons 
Administrator 
f ederal Railroad Administration 
1120 Vermont Avenue KW, 7''' Floor 
Washington, D C 20003 
fax (202) 6*17-1700 

Thi- Hon Cieoriie Voinovich 
Cioveriior 
State of Ohio 
77 S Hi-h Street 3o"' Floor 
Columbus. OH ^̂ 2C•.(> 
Fd.x. (f> 14) 466-0354 

Mr. .lohn Q Anderson 
Chief Commercial Officer 
CSX Transmnatioti - J120 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville. 1 L 32202 
Fax (904) 359-7674 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Allen J. Steele 
President Chief Executiv e Officer 
Stonier Transportation Group, Inc. 
2315 Beach Boulevard 
Suite 104 
Jacksonville B-ach, FL 32250 

Re. Finance Docket No. 333S8: CSX and Norfolk Southem 
Acquisition -- Conrail 

Control and 

Dear Mr. Steele: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer service resulting from the proposed City of C leveland altemative to 
"llip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental re\iew, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed various 
environmental impact areas, including safety, tnmsportation systems, land use, energy, air 
juaiity noise, biological resources, water resouices, environmental justice, and cultural and 
historic resources. Chapter 5 of the Dral\ EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Clevela .̂d areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also forn-'d special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this are;, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, review ing all environmental 
infomialion available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments, SE.A plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming 'he environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager tbr the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



TRANSPORTATION (jROUP, INC, 

March 11,1998 

The Honorable Linda Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transporlation Board 
1925 KStreet, NW, Suite 820 
Washington, D,C. 20423 

Dear Chairman Morgan: sr _ 

I am writing to express senous concerns regarding recent actions by the city of Cleveland that would 
severely adversely affect the many benefits that could accrue to shippers by the acquisition of Conr^t by 
CSX and the Norfolk Southern. 

The substantial benefits projected for east/west shippers by the CSX/Norfolk Southem (NS) acquisition 
of Conraii are put at senous nsk by a filing the city of Cleveland has made to the Surface Transportation 
Board (STB) The threat of another operational debacle, such as the one expenenced recently in the 
Houston area as the result of the Union Pacific merger with the Southern Pacific, exists if the STB adopts 
the proposals put forth in the Cleveland filing 

One of the pnmary goals of the transaction is to allocate the Conrail assets to ensure that both CSX and 
NS are provided with east/west mam lines that ensure the free flow of traffic without conflict from the other 
railroad s operations Only in this way can CSX and NS secure enhanced sen/ice. better transit times, and 
balanced oompetiiiun for cuaiun'iers in tlie Northeast and Midwest 
accomplished that goal. 

"he plan nied with ii te o i D 

The City of Cleveland has now proposed a "flip' of the allocated lines m Cleveland, essentially proposing 
that the STB assign to CSX the lines previously assigned to NS and vice versa. This flip guarantees that 
every east/west train operated by either CSX ir NS should the proposed transaction be approved, will 
run !n conflict with the other railroad. This flip, ' and the inherent conflict it creates, will result in a 
degradation of the service improvements promised by the transaction In fact should the "flip" be adopted 
current Conrail east/west rail customers will see transit times increase compared to what's expenenced 
today. 

I'l I 

Sci viii'^ Your \\(irUh\i(lc Tviiiisponcttion Seals 
. • - • \ i l i : I Hi \ i 11 I : 

• . . . . . 1 . , . ( . \ \ : ; 



The Honorable Linda Morgan 
March 11, 1998 
Page Two 

To resolve this inherent conflict, Cleveland has proposed a 2-mile long "fiy-over." or overhead bridge, 
that would cost in excess of SI 50 r ̂ illion and take a minimum of four years to design and build. Assuming the 
"flip" were necessary, which we do not believe, and that the money was available, the two-year construction 
penod for the "fly-over" - with unavoidable traffic ci news and tram queuing east, west, north and south -
would be devastating 'o efficient rail operations. In short, the creation of another "Houston," with the repeated 
service failures that have been fell nationwide, will occur in the Eist under Cleveland's proposal. 

Should the "flip" be adopted and service quality affected, neither railroad will be able to compete as 
effectively with trucks, resulting in lost opportunity to relieve traffic congestion and make important 
environmental gams CSX estimates alone identify more than eight-m'llion trucK miles to be diverted from the 
highways to the rails on an annual basis in the greater-Cleveland area 

The allocation of lines and tne routing of traffic through greater Cleveland as ongmally proposed in the 
CSX/NS filing with the STB represents the most effective means of achieving the objectives of the transaction 
and maximizing the public benefits 'or both the national and local interests. 

Please assist us in ensunng that tne concerns of the shipping community are not lost in arnving at a 
solution on Cleveland We would appreciate your ioing everything you can to ensure that the substantial 
benefits that would result from the Conrail acquisition are realized and that shipping nightmares like those that 
have occurred in Houston are avoided 

Thank you for your assistance. 

AJS/daw 

Sincerely. 

Allen J Syele^ 
^Prgs*dgnt / Chief Executive Officer 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Sam Jameson 
VanRail Division 
Allied Van Lines, Inc. 
P.O. Box 4403 
Chicago, IL 60680 

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

Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Jameson: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"Hip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental .\nalysis (SEA) is 
conductinn an environmental review of the pol.-ntial environmental impacts associated u ith the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmemal Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality noise, biological resources, uater resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
historic resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft tlS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA IS fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and noi '.'.east Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area m order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed ihe issues with nun>erous local officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing alternatives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
intomiation available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board In its final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565 1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



0.3 18/98 HED 11:50 F.W 708 717 .3.39.1 .ALLIED HOI.SEHOU) GOODS ® 0 0 1 

o 

March 16, 1998 g 

I -

Fax; 7.02-565-90IS c 

The Honorable Linda Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N'W 
Suite 820 
Washington, DC 20423 

The Honorable Linda Morgan: 

AUied Van Line, is very concerned about consequences of the City of Cleveland fiUng to 
voor Board reference the acquisition of Conrail by CSX and the Norfolk and Southern 
Approval of this tiling would have far reaching effects or rail uansponation ihioughout the 
United States TTie proposal by the City of Cleveland would cause major delays m lail 
transportation nationwide, negatively impact companies conductmg business m tJie 
Cleveland area and potentially result ui a rail debacle similar to the recent one m Houston. 
Texas. 

As a member of the shipping pubhc Allied Van Lines uses the rails through Clev eland for 
EastAVest traffic Delays in this bne would inconvenience our customers and mcrease the 
cost of relocating household goods via rail. 

We encourage the Suifece Transportation Board to consider the effect created by 
approvmg tins filing. We also beUeve the parties mvoKed can fa^on an acceptable 
solution while not adversely affecting the economic benefits resulting from the acquisition 
of Conrail 

Sincerely yours, 

ALLT^>:,ANLINES, INC 

Sam Jami 
VanRail Drvision 

L-CSX.STB IXK SJ/rm 

r̂ L.' ~ , 11 RfiRRn.TeloDhone (630) 717-3000 • www.allieclvan.com 
Allied Van Lines, Inc. • P.O. Box 4403 • Chicago, IL 60680 leiepnone 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Jim Handoush 
\ ice President, Finance 
Chief Financial Officer 
Landstar Logistics, Inc. 
4077 Woodcock Drive, Suite 105 
Jacksonville, FL 32207 

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

Dear .Mr. Handoush: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safely and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"ftip" the lincb between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail .Acquisition. As part of its environmental review, SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact ,̂ eas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, envi'-oi,mental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. CTiapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local otTicials. SE.A has 
also formed special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of tlic 
unique env ironmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider il;c entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board w ill issue its final wntten 
decision in July 1993. 

If vou have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SE.A's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Siricerely, 

Linda J. Morgan ^ 
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March 12, 1998 -

V U FACSIMILE (202) 565-9015 

The Honorable Linda Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Suite 820 

Washin -̂ton, DC 20423 

Dear Ms Morgan: 

I am writing to express senous concms regarding recent actions by the city of Cleveland that would severely 
adversely affect the many benefits tliat could accrue to sliippers by the acquisition of Conrail by CSX and the 
Norfolk Southem. 
The substantial benefits projected for east/west shippers by the CSX'Norfolk Southern (NS) acquisition of 
Conrail are put at serious risk by a fiiinf: tlie city of Cleveland has made to the Surface Transportation Board 
(STB). The threat of another operational debacle, such as the one experienced recently in the Houston area as a 
result of tlie Union Pacific merger witli the Southem Pacific exists if the STB adopts the proposals put fortli in 
tlie Cleveland filing. 

One of the primary goals of tlie transaction is to allocate the Conrail assets to ensure that both CSX and NS are 
provided with east'west main lines diat ensure the free flow of traffic without conflict from the other railroad s 
operations Only in tliii way can CSX and NS secure enhanced service better transit times, and balanced 
competition for customers in the Northeast and Midwest Tlie plan filed with the STB accomplished that goal, 

The Cit> of Cleveland his now proposed a "flip" of die allocated items in Cleveland, essentially proposing that 
die STB assign to CSX the line previously assigned to NS and vice versa. This "flip" guarantees that every 
ea.st west train operated by either CSX or NS, should die proposed transaction be approved, will run in conflict 
widi the other railroad. This ''flip", and inherent conflict it creates, wil! result in a degradation of the service 
improvements promised by tlie transaction. In fact, should tlie 'tlip' be adopted, current Conrail easf west rail 
customers will see transit tunes increase compared to what's experienced today. 

H 'u'row Jilmlr>A£ltW0l.rJiANDOUSHtETmS>f 50 * x 
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To resolve this inherent conflia, Cleveland has proposed a 2-mile long "fly-over", or overhead bridge, that̂  
would cost in excess of SI 50 million and take a ramunura of four years to design and build. Assuming the "flip' 
were necessary, which we do not believe, and that the money was available, the two-year construction penod for 
tlie "fly-over" - with unavoidable traffic curfews and train queuing east, west, north, and south - would be 
devastating to efficient rail operations. In short, the creation of another "Houston", with the repeated service 
failures that have been felt nationwide, will occur in the east under Cleveland's proposal. 

Should the "flip" be adopted and service quality affected, neither railro: d will be able to compete as effectively 
with trucks, resulting m lost opportunity to relieve UatTic congesdon and make important enviromneiital gams. 
CSX estimates alone identify' more Uian eight million tmck miles to be diverted from the highways to the rails on 
ari armual basis in tlie greater-Cleveland area 

The allucation of lines and the routing of traffic through greater Cleveland as originally proposed in the CSX/NS 
filing vvith the STB represents tlie most-effective means of achieving the objectives of the transacuon and 
ma-ximizing the public benefits for both the national and local interests. 

Please asnst us in ensuring that the concerns of die shipping rommunity are not lost m an-ivmg at a solution in 
Cleveland We would appreciate vour domg everythmg you can to ensure that the substantial beoefits that would 
re.«;ult from the Conrai! acquisition are realized and that shippmg nightmares like those that have occurred m 
Houston are avoided. 

Thank you for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

JNfH;atd 

c: Tlie Honorable Rodney Slater 
The Honorable Jolene Molitoris 
The Honorable George Vinovicb 
Mr. Jolui Q. Anderson 

H «IniiO\AB£WOLFVHANDOL'SH'.LErrER£MJ50 iloc 
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DATE: 
1 

NUMBER Or PACES INCLUDING Covrt 

A077 Woodcock Drive 
Jacksonville, Florida 32207 

Phone: (904) 399-8909 
Fax; (304) 390-1666 

PHONI: 

CC: 

FRO.M; 

A I M riA>,^00OSM 

(%A 5̂ '=!- "̂ 96̂  

K L M A K K ,s: C URGENT i n PoR YOUR REviFW/ j • REPLY ASA= P PUEASE COMMENT 

1 

CONFIDENTIAL.--
Thif message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and 'T^a^ contain 
information that is privileged, con-ldential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of th|S 
message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distr.butior or copying 0 this 
communication is strictly prohibited, I' you have rece-ved this communication in error, please notify us immediately by 
telephone ano returr- rhe origina, rnessage to us ar the address above via the U.S. Postal Service. Thank You. 
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April 6, 1998 

Mr. Donald R Ticketi 
\ icc President. Purchasing & Logistics 
Rivcrwood International 
3350 Cumberland Circle 
Suite 1400 
.Atlanta. GA 30339 

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

Acquisition -- Conrail 

Dear Mr. Tieken: 

Thank you for vour recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and vour concems about the potemial adverse effect on 
puu.ic safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Env ironmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an env ironmental rev icw of the potential environmental impacts associatea with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As pan of its environmental review, SEA issued a Diafl 
Environmental Impact Statemem (EIS) on December 12. 1997. which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use. energy, air 
quality noise, biological resources, water resources, environmemal justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic m Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas SEA recommended numerous 
mititiation measures to address the potemial environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations w ith affected communities to discu.ss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues aic of major concem to tlie residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, review ing all environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting w ith appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue n late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Tinal EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



^ R I V E R W O O D 
I N T E R N A T I O N A L 

March 11. 1998 

The Honorable Linda Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board o 
1925 K Street, NW ^ 
Suite 820 :"" 
Washinuton. D C 20423 

Dear Ms Morgan o ~-

I am writing to express serious concerns regarding recent actions by the city of Cleveland that 
would severely adversely aftect the many benefits that could accme to shippers by the acquisition 
of Conrail by CSX and the Norfolk Southern 

The substantial benefits projected for east/west shippers by the CSX/Norfolk Southern (NS) 
acciuisition of Conrail are put at serious risk by a filing the city of Cleveland has made to the 
Surface Transportation Board (STB) The threat of another operational debacle, such as the one 
experienced recently in the Houston area as the result of the L'nion Pacific merger with the 
Southern Pacific, exists if the S I B adopts lhe proposals put forth in the Cleveland filing. 

One of the primary goals of the transaction is to allocate the Conrail assets to ensure that both 
CSX and NS are provided vvith east/west main lines that ensure the free flow of traffic without 
conflict from the other railroad s operations Only in this way can CSX and NS secure enhanced 
service, better transit times, and balanced competition for customers in the Northeast and 
Midwest The plan filed vvith the STB accomplished that goal 

The City of Cleveland has now proposed a " flip'" of the allocated lines in Cleveland, essent-ally 
proposing that the STB assign to CS.X the lines previously assigned to NS and vice versa This 
••flip" guarantees that every east/west uain operated by either CSX or NS, should the proposed 
transaction be approved, vvill mn in conflict vvith the other railroad This "flip." and the inherent 
conflict it creates, will result in a degradation of the service improvements promised by the 
transaction In fact, should the "flip" be adopted, current Conrail east/west rail customers vvill see 
transit times increase compared to what's experienced today 

To resolve this inherent conflict, Cleveland has proposed a 2-miIe long "fly-over." or overhead 
bridge, that vvould cost in excess of SI 50 million and take a minimum of four years to design and 
build .\ssuming the "flip" wore necessarv, which we do not believe, and that the money was 
available, the two-year conslruclion period for the "fly-over" - vvith unavoidable traflic curfews 
and train queuing east, west, north and south - vvould be devastating to elTicient rail operations 
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In short, the creation of another "Houston," with the repeated serv ice failures that have been felt 
nationwide, will occur in the East under Cleveland's proposal 

Should the "flip" be adopted and service quality aflected, neither railroad will be able to compete 
as efTectively vvith trucks, resulting in lost opportunity to relieve traflic congestion and make 
important environmental gains CSX estimates alone identify more than eight-million tmck miles 
to be diverted from the highways to the rails on an annual basis in the greater-Cleveland area. 

The allocation of lines and the routing of tralTic through greater Cleveland as originally proposed 
in lhe CSX/'NS filing with the STB represents the most-efl>ctive means of achieving the 
objectives of the tran.saction and maximizing the public benefits for both the national and local 
interests 

Please assist us in ensuring that the concerns of the shipping community are not lost in arriving at 
a solution in Cleveland We vvould appreciate your doing everything you can to ensure that the 
substantial benefits that would result from the Conrail acquisition are realized and that shipping 
nightmares likes those that have occurred in Houston are avoided 

Thank vou for your assistance 

Sincerely. 

Donald R Tieken 
Vice President, Purchasing & Logistics 

C 
The Hon Rodney Slater 
Secretai'y 
Department of Transportation 
400 7"' Street, SW 
Room 10200 
\Va.shington, D C 20^90 

The lion Jolene Molitons 
.Administrator 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1120 X'ermont .Xvenue, NW 
7'̂ ' Floor 
Washiimton. D C. 20005 

The Honorable George Voinovich 
Governor 
State of Ohio 
77 S High Street 
30"̂  Floor 
Columbus. OH 43266 

Mr John 0 .Anderson 
Chief Commercial Ofllcer 
CSX Transportation - J120 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 
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Mr Ronald Lefcourt 
President 
Alliance Shippers Inc. 
560 - 60* Street 
West New York. NJ 07093 

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

Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Lefcourt: 

Thank vou for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Nodblk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review. SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12. 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use energy, air 
quality noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especiallv the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potemial environmenta! impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions, 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fonned special Ohio and Clev eland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewi ^ i environmental 
infonnation available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser. SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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20 February 1998 

The Hon Linda Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Suite 820 
Washington, DC 20423 

Your Honor 

I am writing 'o express senous concems regarding recent actions by the city of Cleveland that 
would severely adversely affect the many benefits that could accrue to shippers by the acquisition 
of Conrail by CSX and the Norfolk Southern 

The substantial benefits projected for east/west shippers by the CSX/Norfolk Southern (NS) 
acquisition of Conrail are put ai serious risk by a filing the city of Cleveland has made to the 
Surface Transportation Board (STB) The threat of another operational debacle, such as the one 
expenenced recently in the Houston area as the result of the L'nion Pacific merger with the 
Southern Pacific, exists if the S I B adopts the proposals put forth in the Cleveland filing 

One of the primary goals of the transaction is to allocate the Conrail assets to ensure that both 
CSX and NS are provided vvith east/west main lines that ensure the free flow of traffic without 
conflict from the other railroad's operations Only in this way can CS.X and NS secure enhanced 
service, better transit times, and balanced competition for customers in the Northeast and 
Midwest The plan filed with the STB accomplished that goal 

The City of Cleveland has now proposed a "flip" of the allocated lines in Cleveland, essentially 
proposing that the SIB assign to CS.X the lines prev iously assigned to NS and vice versa This 
"flip" guarantees that every east/west train operated by either CSX or NS, should the proposed 
transaction be approv ed, will run in conflict with the other railroad This "flip", and the inherent 
conflict It creates, will result in a degradation of the serv ice improvements promised by the trans
action In fact, should the "flip" be adopted, current Conrail east/west rail customers wili see 
transit times increase compared to what s experienced today 

continued 
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To resolve this inherent conflict, Cleveland has proposed a 2-mile long "fly-over", or overhead 
bridge, that would cost in excess of $150 million and take a minimum of four years to design and 
build Assuming the "flip" were necessary, which we do not believe, and that the money was 
available, the two-year construction period for the "fly-over" — with unavoidable traffic curfews 
and train queuing east, west, north and south — would be devastating to efficient rail operations 
In short, the creation of another "Houston " with the repeated service failures that have been felt 
nationwide, will occur in the East under Cleveland's proposal 

Should the "flip" be adopted and service quality affected, neither railroad will be able to compete 
as effectively with trucks, resulting in lo.st opportunity to relieve traffic congestion and make 
important environmental gains CSX estimates alone identify more than eight-million truck miles 
to be diverted from the highways to the rails on an annual basis in the greater Cleveland area. 

The allocation of lines and routing of tratlic th.̂ ough greater Cleveland as originally proposed in 
the CSX/NS filing with the STB represents the most effective means of achieving the objectives 
of the transaction and maximizing the public benefits for both the national and local interests. 

Please assist us in ensunng that the concems of the shipping community are not lost in arriving at 
a solution in Cleveland We would appreciate your doing everything you can to ensure that the 
substantial benefits that would result from the Conrail acquisition are realized and that shipping 
nightmares like those that have occurred in I louston are avoided 

Thank you for your assistance 

Sincerely, 

- - t 

RON.XLD LEFCOURT 
President / 

RL/bb 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Gerald R. Bengtson 
VP Auto Distnbution & Logistics 
Auto Sales Division 
Amencan Honda Motor Co., Inc. 
1919 Tonance Boulevard 
TonanccCA 90501-2746 

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

Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Bengtson: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail bv Norfolk Southem and CSX and your c. ncems about the potemial adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review. SEA issued a Draft 
Environmemal Impact Statemem (EIS) on December 12. 1997, which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
qualitv noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
historic resources Chapter 5 of the Draft LIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especiallv the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potemial environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is ftilly aware that these issues ore of major concem to the residems and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with nu'nerous local officials. SEA has 
also fonned special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



Aft.er conducting an independent environmental analysis, review ing al. environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting w ith appropriate agencies, and fully considering all 
public com.ments. SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final wntten 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, LA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO., INC. 
I9I9 Torrance B<)iilc\ard .Tirrance, 0 \ 90501-2746 

010)783-2000 

American Honda Motor Co. 
1919 Torrance Blvd 
Mail Stop 100-3E-1E 
Torrance. CA 90501-2746 

Inc. 

The Honorable Linda Morgan, Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Suite 820 
Washington. Î C 20423 

Dear Honorable Linda Morgan: 

I am writing to express American Honda Motor Co 
operating problem in the Cleveland. Ohio area 

Phone: (310) 783-3029 

o 

March 9, 1998 

Inc s concern regarding the potential railroad 

Because Honda relies on a strong and efficient raii infrastructure t"" move our products we are 
very concerned aboi't the recent controversy concerning the division of the Consolidated Rail Corporation 
(Conrail) tracks in Cleveland associated with the pending purchase of Conrail by CSX and Norfolk 
Southern We have reviewed the requests from Cleveland officials to alter the onginal operating plan 
proposed by CSX and NS and are very concerned that acceptable service levels for Honda shipments will 
be jeopardized 

We estimate that approximately 19.339 annual carloads of American Honda automob'les will be 
affected by the prooosed changes It is our opinion that fhe only feasible way fo move this product 
efficiently and without an erosion on service levels is to adhere to the operating plan onginally proposed by 
CSX and Norfolk Southern in their Surface Transportation Board filing 

We strongly urge the Board to take the logistical and operational issues associated with this 
proposal into consideration. We are very concerned that any alteration of the ongmally proposed operating 
plan could very well lead to service problems ano gnoiocK similar to the current situation in tne Houston, 
Texas area A Cleveland rail bottleneck would affect shippers and receivers nationwide 

American Honda Motor Co.. Inc. supports adherence to the operating plan for fhc Cleveland area 
as onginally proposed by CSX and Norfolk Southern 

Sincerely, 

Gerald R Bengtson 
VP Auto Distnbution & Logistics 
Auto Sales Division 

cc: The Honorable Rodney Slater 
The Honorable Jolene Molitoris 
The Honorable George Voinovich 
John Q Anderson - CSX 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. S.T. "Monte" Montero 
Vehicle Logistics Manager 
Amencan Isu/u Motors Inc. 
2300 Pellissier Place 
Whittier,CA 90601-1587 

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

Dear Mr. Montero: 

Thank vou for > our recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Soulhem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review. SE.\ issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997. which addressed vanous 
environmental impact aieas. including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, w ater resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
histonc resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations with affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aware that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SE.\ has attended several public meetings • the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SEA has 
also formed special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantag.i and 
disadvantages of various routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, review ing all environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting with appropnate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments. SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me. or contact Elaine K. Kaiser. SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J Morgan ^ 
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The Hon Linda Morgan ^ r ., 
Chairman y:" 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet NW 
S lite 820 c. 
Washington DC 20423 .̂̂  

Dear Madam 

I am writing to express serious concerns regarding recent actions by the city of Cleveland that would 
severely and adversely affect the many benefits that could accrue tc shippers by the acquisition of 
Conrail by CSX and the Norfolk Southern railroads 

The substantial benefits projected for east/west shippers by the CSX/Norfolk Southern (NS) acquisition 
of Conrail are put at senous risk by a fihng the city of Cleveland has made to the Surface Transportation 
Board (STB) The threat of another operational debacle such as the one expenenced recently in the 
Houston areas as the result of the Union Pacific merger with the Southern Pacific, exists if the STB 
adopts the proposals put forth in the Cleveland filing 

One of the primary goals of the transaction is to allocate the Conrail assets to ensure that both CSX 
and NS are provided with east/west mam lines that ensure the free flow of traffic without conflict from 
the other railroad s operations Only in the way can CSX and NS secure enhanced service better 
transit times and balanced competition for customers in the Northeast and Midwest The plan filed with 
the STB accomplished this goal 

The City of Cleveland has now proposed a "flip' of the allocated lines in Cleveland essentuiiy 
proposing that the STB assign to CSX tne lines previously assigned to NS and vice versa This Hip" 
guarantees that every easfwest tram operated by either CSX or NS should the proposed transaction 
be approved will run in conflict with the other railroad This flip and the inherent conflict it creates will 
result in a degradation of the service improvements promised by the transaction In fact should the 
flip be adopted current Conrail east/west rail customers will see transit times increase compared to 

what s expenenced today 

To resolve this inherent conflict. Cleveland has proposed a 2-mile long fly over or overhead bndge 
that would cost in excess of SI50 million and take a minimum of four years to design and buiid 
Assuming the flip were necessary which we do not believe and that the money was available the 
two year construction penod for the fly over' - with unavoidable traffic curfews and tram queuing east 
west north and souih - would be devastating to efficient rail operations In short the creation of 
another Houston with the repeated service failures that have been felt nationwide will occur m the 
East under Cleveland s proposal 

Should the ' flip be adopted and service quality affected neither railroad will tie able to compete as 
effectively with trucks resulting in lost opportunity to relieve traffic congestion and make important 
environmental gams CSX estimates alone identify more than eight-miilion truck miles to t)e diverted 
form highways to the rails on an annual basis in the greater Cleveland area 

• < 
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The allocation of lines and the routing of traffic through greater Cleveland as onginally proposed in the 
CSX/NS filing with tht STB represents the most-effective means of achieving the objectives of the 
transaction and maximizing the public tienefits for both the national and local interests 

Please assist us in ensunng that the concerns of the shipping community are not lost m arriving at a 
solution in Cleveland We would appreciate your doing ever/thing you can to ensure that the 
substantial benefits that would result from the Conrail acquisition are realized and that shipping 
nightmar3s like those that have occurred in Houston are avoided 

Thank you for your assistance 

Sincerely. 

S T Monte' Montero 
Vehicle Logistics Manager 

Cc The Hon Rodney Slater 
Secretary 
Department of Transportation 
400 7"̂  Street, SW 
Room 10200 
Washington DC 20590 

The Hon George Voinovich 
Govemor 
State of Ohio 
77 S High Street 
30"̂  Floor 
Columbus OH 43266 

The Hon Jolene Molitons 
Administrator 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1120 Vermont Avenue NW 
7" Floor 
Washington, D C 20005 

Mr John Q Anderson 
Chief Commercial Officer 
CSX Transportation - J120 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville FL 32202 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Victor Warren 
President 
Fairrington Transportation Corporation 
6901 Santa Fe Dnve 
Hodgkins, IL 60525 

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

Dear Mr. Warren: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer scr\ ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland alternative to 
"fiip" the lines between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review. SEA issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December f , 1997. which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, w ater resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
historic resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SE.̂  recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations vvith affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions, 

SEA is fully aw are that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northea.st Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SE/v has 
also fonned special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concerns in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting w ith appropriate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board will consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental revieŵ  process, please call 
me. or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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f^lB FAIRRl\ETa\ Transportation Corporation 
6901 Santa Fe Dnve • Hodgkins IL 60525 

Maich 16. VMS 

1 he 1 loii. Linda Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. NW 
Suite 820 
Washington. 1)( 20423 

I am writing to express .serious conccrn.s regarding recent aciioii> b\ the cit\ of Cle'.elandT 
thai would .severely ad\er.sel> affect the manv benefits that could accrue to shippers b> 
the acquisition of Conrail b\ CSX and the Norfolk Southern, 

The substaniial henefiis projected lor cast west shippers b\ the CS.X Norfolk Southern 
(NS) acquisition of Conrail are put at serious risk by a filing the city of Cleveland has 
made to the Surface I ransportation B'>ard(S I B). I hc threat ot another operational 
debacle, such as the one experienced recentiv in the Houston area as lhe result of the 
I nion Pacific merger with the Southern I'acific. exists it the S I B adi>pts the proposals 
put liirih in lhe Cleveland t'linig. 

()ne of lhe primarv goals ot the transaction is to allocate the Conrail assets to ensure that 
both CS.X and NS arc provided vvith ea.st west main lines that ensure the tree How ol' 
Iraft'ie w ithout confiicl from the other railroad's operation.s. Onlv in this wav can C S.X 
and NS secure enhanced serv ice. better transit times, and balanced competition for 
eustotiiers in the Northeast and .Midwest, lhe plan tiled with the STB accomplished that 
goal. 

The Citv of Cleveland has now proposed a '•flip'" ot the allocated lines in Cleveland, 
essentially proposing that the S I B assign to CSX the lines previously assigned to NS and 
\ ice versa. This "tlip" guarantees that e\erv east west train operated by either CSX or 
NS. should the proposed transaction be approved, vvill run in eonfiict with lhe other 
railroad. This "fiip" and the inherent coiitliet il creates, vvill result in a degradation ol the 
service improvements promised bv ihe transaction. In tact, should the "fiip" be adopted, 
current C i>nrail east west rail customers will see transit limes increase compared to 
what's experienced todav. 

l o resolve this inherent contlict. Cleveland has propo.sed a 2-mile long "tlv-over." or 
overhead hridiie. iluii wouid cost in excess of S5i) million and take a minimum of four 

*** 
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years to design and build. Assuming the "fiip" were necessarv. which we do not believe, 
and that the monev was available, the iwo-vear eiinstruction period for the "fiv-over" -
with unavoidable traffic curfews and train queuing east. west, north and south - would be 
devastating to efficient rail operations. In .shi rt, the creation of another "Houston" w ith 
the repeated serv ice failures that have been tell nationwide, will occur in the I 'ast under 
Cleveland's propo.sal. 

Should the "fiip" be adopted and serv ice quality affected, neither railroad will be able to 
complete as effectiv eiv vvith trucks, resulting in lost opportunity to relieve traffic 
congestion and make important env hxmmenlal gains. CS.X estimates alone identify more 
than eight-million truck miles to he diverted from the highways to the rails on an annual 
basis in the greater-Cleveland area. 

The allocation of lines and the routing of traffic through greater Cleveland as originally 
proposed in the CSX/NS filing vvith lhe S I B represents the most-effective means of 
achiev ing lhe ohiectives of the transaction and maximi/ing the pub'ic benefits for both 
the national and local interests. 

Plea.se assist us in ensuring that the concems of the .shipping community are not lost in 
arriv ing at a solution in Cleveland. W e would appreciate vour doing everv thing vou can 
to ensure that the substantial benefits that would result from ihe Conrail acquisilion are 
realized and that shipping nightmares like those that have occurred in Houston are 
avoided. 

Thank you for youi assistance. 

Sincerely. 
1 aiirington Transportation Services 

Victor W arren 
President 

VW:sa 

c c : T f ie H o n . Rodney S l a t e r 
T h e H o n . George V o i n o v i c h 
T h e H o n . Jo lene M o l i t o r i s 
M r . John Q. A n d e r s o n 
Jane Re ichmann 
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Apnl 6, 1998 

Mr. Kim Beames 
President 
Transition International Inc. 
161 3"̂  Ave. W. 
Twin Falls, ID 83301-6020 

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

Dear Mr. Beames: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer service resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"fiip" the lines hftween CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review . SE.\ issued a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12. 1997. which addressed vanous 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, air 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
historic resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating to increased rail 
traific in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland are;is. SE.A recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations w ith affected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SEA is fully aw are that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northea.st Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings tn the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues with numerous local officials. SE.A has 
also formed special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing alternatives through the Cleveland area. 



Af\er conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infonnation available to date, consulting with appropriate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments, SEA plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. In its final decision, the Board vvill consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser. SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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Transition 
Internatinnal Inc. 

161 3rd Ave W . Twin failK. Idaho 8330' -6020 
800 869-8:99 208-733 3151 

FAX 208-733 4t2b 

February 20 1998 
o 

The Honorable Linda Morgan t . 1 
Chairman 5 
SuiTace Transportation Board 
1926 K Street, NW " 
Suite 820 C 
Washington D C 20423 c"; 

Dear Ms Morgan: 

I am writing to express serious concerns regarding recent actions t>y the city of 
Cleveland that world severely adversely affect the many benefits that could accnje to 
shippers by the acquisition ot Conrail by CSX and the Norfolk Southern 

The substantial benefits projects for east/west shippers by the CSX/Norfolk Southern 
(NS) acquisition of Conrail are put at senous nsk by a filir^g the city of Cleveland has 
made to the Surface Transportation Board (STB) The threat of another operational 
debacle, such as the one cxpenenced recently in Houston area as the result of the 
Union Pacific merger with Southern Pacific, exists of the STB adopts the proposals put 
forth in the Cle\/eland filing 

One of the pnmary goals of the transaction is to allocate the Conrail assets to ensure 
that CSX and NS are provided with east/west mam lines that ensure the free flow of 
traffic without conflict from the ether railroad s oper Jtion Only in this way can CSX or 
NS secure enhanced service better transit times, and balanced competition for 
customers m the Northeast and Midwest The plan Med with the STB accomplished that 
goal 

The City of Cleveland has now proposed a "flip' of the allocated lines in Cleveland, 
essentially proposing that the STB assign to CSX the lines previously assigned to NS 
and vice versa This "flip' guarantees that every east/west train operated by either CSX 
or NS, should the proposed transaction be approved will run in conflict with the other 
railroad \ his "flip" and the inherent conflict it creates will result in a degradation of the 
service improvements promised by the transaction In fact, hould the "flip" be adopted, 
current Conrail eastAvest rail customers will sec transit times increase compared to 
what's expenenced today 

To resolve this inherent conflict, Cleveland has proposed a 2-mile long "fly-over," or 
overhead bndge that would cost m excess of Si50 million and take a minimum of four 
years to design and build Assuming the "flip" were necessary which we do not believe, 
and the money was available the two-year construction penod for the "fly-over" - with 
unavoidable traffic curfews and train queuing east, west, north and south - would be 
devastating to efficient rail operations In short, the creation of another "Houston." with 
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the repeated service failures that have been felt nationwide will occur in the East under 
Cleveland's proposal. 

Should the tlip' be adopted and service quality affected, neither railroad will be able to 
compete as effectively with trucks, resulting in lost opportunity to relieve traffic 
congestion and make important environmentrl gains. CSX estimates alor>e identify 
more than eight-million truck miles to be diverted form the highways to the rails on an 
annual basis in the greater-Cleveland area. 

The allocation of lines and the routing of traffic through greater Cleveland as originally 
proposed in the CSX/NS filing with the STB represents the most-effective moans of 
achievino the objectives of the transaction and maximizing the public benefits for both 
the national at .:* local interests. 

Please assist us in ensuring that the concems of the shipping community are not lost In 
arnving at a solution in Cleveland We would appreciate your doing everything you can 
to ensure that the substaniial benefits that would result from the Conrail acquisition are 
realized and that shipping nightmares likes those that have occun-ed in Houston are 
avoided 

Thank you for your assistance. 

Sii 

Kim Beames, President 

Cc The Hon Rodney Stater 
The Hon Jolene Molitoris 
The Hon George Voinovich 
Mr John Q Anderson 
Jane Riechmann 



UT : 1 1 P n MftR I O . JOSON . OR I G I NOL S 2 0 8 7 3 3 •» 1 2 5 P. 0 1 

Transition Iiilcniatloiifll Inc 
101 3"'Ave West 
Twlti rnll«>, ItlBlio 0330f G020 
Voice: 208-733-3151 
rax 2(jn-733 -IIPS 

lacsimilc traiisniiltal 

czzrr —~,.: ' \ • ... ': • r Coitipony_Su^r£ace_TraA9p.g.rt8tiQii Board Tax No ( 202 ) 565-9015 

To. The Honoj_abJ_e_j.ind_aJior^an»JJJ^ Pages:_2.i 

rrorn ?lLi_iy.Il_Beames of Transition Internatlonnl Inc. 

Re: See Attached Letter 

CC: 

URGENT V o R REVIEW"" ^ PLEASE COMMENT PLEASE REPLY 



Surface Sranaportation Soarb 
BaBhingtPn. 15.0:. 20423-DDOl 

(Pffite of thf (Ihairman 

April 6, 1998 

Mr. Leonard E. Colfer. Sr. 
Vice President ot" Operations 
Admiral Transportation Inc. 
350 Benigno Boulevard 
Bellniawr. NJ 08031 

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

Dear Mr. Colter: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your support for the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the potential adverse effect on 
public safety and customer serv ice resulting from the proposed City of Cleveland altemative to 
"flip" the linos between CSX and NS. 

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated w ith the 
proposed Conrail Acquisition. As part of its environmental review , SEA issued a Draf^ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on December 12, 1997. which addressed various 
environmental impact areas, including safety, transportation systems, land use, energy, ajr 
quality, noise, biological resources, water resources, environmental justice, and cultural and 
historic resources. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS focused on the concems relating lo increased rail 
traffic in Ohio, especially the northeast Ohio and Cleveland areas. SEA recommended numerous 
mitigation measures to address the potential environmental impacts in that area, including 
railroad consultations w ith afTected communities to discuss their concems and possible solutions. 

SE.̂  is fully aw are that these issues are of major concem to the residents and businesses 
of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA has attended several public meetings in the area in order 
to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues w ith numerous local officials. SEA has 
also fomied special Ohio and Ckn eland study teams to focus its review and analysis of the 
unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, including the advantages and 
disadvantages of vanous routing altematives through the Cleveland area. 



Af^cr conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infomiation available to date, consulting vvith appropriate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public comments. SE.A plans to issue in late May 1998 a Final EIS for consideration by the 
Board. Ir its final decision, the Board w ill consider the entire environmental record, including 
all public comments, the Drafi EIS. and the Final EIS. The Board will issue its final written 
decision in July 1998. 

If you have additional questions concerning the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser. SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

(J>^^i-nc/a^ 1 )^Pa>a 

Linda J. Morgan 



ADMIRAL 
TRANSPORTATION !NC 
350 Benigno B 
Bellmawr. tJJ 08u3l 
609/931 7711 
800 360-8000 
Fax r r - . ' n - uyr. 

M a r c h 12 , 1998 

Tiie Honorable Linda Morgan 
Chairman o i . . " 
Surface Transportation Board .' 
1925 K. Street, NW ' 
Suite 820 

Washington, DC 2 042 3 r-

Dear Ms. Morgan: 
I am w r i t i n g to express serious concerns regarding riecent actions 

by the c i t y of Cleveland that would severely adversely a f f e c t the many 
benefits that could accrue to shippers by the a c q u i s i t i o n of Conrail 
by CSX and the Norfolk Soutnern. 

The s u b s t a n t i a l b e n e f i t s projected f o r east/west shippers by the 
CSX/Norfolk Southern (NS) a c q u i s i t i o n of Conrail are put at serious 
r i s k by a f i l i n g the c i t y of Cleveland has made to the Surface 
Transportation Board (STB). The threat of another operational 
debacle, such as the one experienced recently i n the Houston area as 
the r e s u l t cf the Union P a c i f i c merger with the Southern P a c i f i c , 
e x i s t s i f the STB adopts the proposals put f o r t h m the Cleveland 
f i l i n g . 

One of the primary goals of the transaction i s to all o c a t e the 
Conrail assets to ensure that both CSX and NS are provided wi t h 
east/west main l i n e s that ensure the free flow of t r a f f i c without 
c o n f l i c c from the other r a i l r o a d ' s operations. Only i n t h i s way can 
CSX and NS secure enhanced service, b e t t e r t r a n s i t times, and balanced 
competition f o r customers i n the Northeast and Midwest. The plan 
f i l e d w i t h the STB accomplished that goal. 

The C i t y of Cleveland has now proposed a " f l i p " of the allocated 
l i n e s i n Cleveland, e s s e n t i a l l y proposing that the STB assign to CSX 
the l i n e s previously- assigned to NS and vice versa. This " f l ^ p " 
guarantees t.hat every east/west t r a i n operated by e i t h e r CSX cr NS, 
should the proposed transaction be approved, w i l l run i n c o n f l i c t with 
the other r a i l r o a d . This " f l i p " , and the inherent c o n f l i c t i t 
creates, w i l l r e s u l t m a degradation of the service improvements 
promised by the tra n s a c t i o n . I n f a c t , should the " f l i p " be adopted, 
current Conraii east/west r a i l customers w i l l see t r a n s i t times 
increase compared t o what's experienced today. 
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To resolve t h i s inherent c o n f l i c t , Cleveland has proposed a 2-
mile long " f l y - o v e r , " or overhead bridge, that would cost i n excess of 
$150 m i l l i o n and take a minimum of four years to design and b u i l d . 
Assuming the " f l i p " were necessary, which we do not believe, and that 
the money was available, the two-year construction period f o r the 
"fly-over" - w i t h unavoidable t r a f f i c curfews and t r a i n queuing east, 
west, north and south - would be devastating to e f f i c i e n t r a i l 
operations. In short, the creation of another "Houston", w i t h the 
repeated service f a i l u r e s that have been f e l t nationwide, w i l i occur 
i n the East under Cleveland's proposal. 

Should the " f l i p " be adopted and service q u a l i t y affected, 
neither r a i l r o a d w i l l be able to compete as e f f e c t i v e l y w i t h trucks, 
r e s u l t i n g i n l o s t opportunity to r e l i e v e t r a f f i c congestion and m.a.ke 
important environmental gains. CSX estim.ates alone i d e n t i f y more than 
e i g h t - m i l l i o n truck miles to be diver t e d from the highways to the 
r a i l s on an annual basis i n the greater-Cleveland area. 

The a l l o c a t i o n of l i n e s and the routing of t r a f f i c through 
greater Cleveland as o r i g i n a l l y proposed i n the CSX/NS f i l i n g with the 
STB represents the most-effective means of achieving the objectives of 
the t r a nsaction and maximizing the public benefits f o r both the 
national and l o c a l i n t e r e s t s . 

Please as s i s t us i n ensuring that the concerns of the shipping 
community are not l o s t i n a r r i v i n g at a s o l u t i o n i n Cleveland. We 
would appreciate your doing everything you can to ensure that the 
substantial b e n e f i t s that would r e s u l t from the Conrail a c q u i s i t i o n 
are r e a l i z e d and that shipping nightmares l i k e s those that have 
occurred i n Houston are avoided. 

Thank you f o r your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Leonard E. Colfer, Sr. 
Vice President of Operations 

LEC:pp 

cc: The Honorable Rodney Slater 
The Honorable Jolene M o l i t o n s 
The Honorable George Voinovich 
Mr. John Q. Anderson 
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Figure 2 Comparison of Existing and Post Proposed Action Stand Structures 
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Figure 3 Clear Cr«ek Subwatershed - 91B 
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Figure 1 Historic Range of Variability and Existing Stand Structures 
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O F F I C F O F C L E R K 

BERLIN TOWNSHIP TRUSTEES 
BERLIN HEIGHTS, OHIO 44814 

ERIE COUNTY 

DOCUMENT 

January 28, 1998 

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

Dear Ms. Elaine Kaiser: 

As the elected o f f i c i a l s of Berlin Township, Erie County, Ohio we have cn obligation to 
protect the safety .md welfare of our citizens. We feel the "Propo!̂ ed Conrail Acquisition" 
w i l l have many negative effects on our citizens. 

lhe proposed closing of Snokey Road and Jeffries Road in Berlin Township w i l l impact 
Fire and Ambulance response times. Berlin-Milan Local Schools w i l l experience incrrasea 
transportation cost and also increase students ride time. 

lhe increase in hazardous material transports are £. major concem for our Township residents. 
The Berlin Township Volunceer Fire Department does not have the equipment or personnel 
to handle a hazardous material accident. 

The increase in train traffic w i l l cause additional risk LO motorists at a l l railroad 
crossings. 

Attached are letters from Berlin lounship Fire Department, North Central Emergency 
Medical Services, and Berlin-Milan Local School District. 

Thank You for your consideration. • 

Sincerely, 

BERLIN TOWNSHIP TRUSTEES 



Berlin Twp. Fire Dept. 
BOX 21 
BERLIN HEIGHTS, OHIO 44814 

January 27,1998 

B e r l i n Township Trustees 
Box 5 2 
B e r l i n Heights,Ohio 
4481 4 

Gentleman; 

I t has been brought t o my a t t e n t i o n t h a t the N o r f o l k and 
Western R a i l r o a d i s t h i n k i n g about c l o s i n g two c r o s s i n g s i n 
B e r l i n Township; these being Smokey and J e f f r i e s roads. 

As f i r e c h i e f I am opposed t o both of these c r o s s i n g s being 
closed because of l i f e s a f e t y concerns w i t h both d e c i s i o n s . 

A response North of the t r a c k s on J e f f r i e s from the B e r l i n 
s t a t i o n would r e q u i r e going t o Knight road and b a c k t r a c k i n g 
t o the i n c i d e n t adding minutes of v a l u a b l e time t o the response. 
A f i r e south of the t r a c k s on Smokey would add time t o a response 
from the Ceylon S t a t i o n . 

As you are aware, we are v o l u n t e e r s , and can't always 
guarantee a f u l l compliment of f i r e f i g h t e r s from e i t h e r s t a t i o n 
a t any v:me. 

Anyr.hing you can do t o stop t h i s from happening would be 
g r e a t l y a p p r e c i a t e d . I don't understand why you would close 
c r o s s i n q j when thousands have been spent on c r o s s i n g s gates! 

Thank You f o r Your C o n s i d e r a t i o n . 

R e s p e c t f u l l y 

V'incent V a r t o r e l l a Chier 



NORTH 
CENTRAL 

EMS 

DONALD B. BALLAH 
Executive Director 

Nonh Central EMS 
Four County EMS 

andusky Transit System 

1-800-589-2515 
Fax 419-499-2664 

Berlin Heights Township Trustees 
9 E Main St 

Berlin Heights, OH 44814 

January 22, 1998 

Dear Trustees 

It has been brought to my attention that there is some consideration of closing some roads 
at the railroad crossings in Berlin Township In the rural setung, EMS response is difficult 
because of geographic restrictions Sometimes, it increases response time 

By taking access away for emergency vehicles to travel through the township without 
restriction, it is my belief that this may increase response times to some constituents in our Berlin 
Township aren 

Speaking as an advocato oi'ihc i (.\MiMun icsids;nis uno may ncec: the serx'ices that North 
Central EMS provides, I would like to expiess our concern 1 hope that ihere would be some 
reconsideration on the closing of any tounship roads within Berlin Heigh-s Township, specifically 
JetTeries Rd and Smokey Rd 

Sincerely, 

Donald B Ballah 
Executive Director 

12513 US Rt 250 N Milan, OH 44846 Ph. 419/663-1 EMS (1367) 



BERLIN-MILAN LOCAL SCHOOLS 
WILLIAM LALLY, SUPERINTENDENT 

STEVEN C. GARRIS TREASURER 

JANUARY 24, 1998 

To whom it may concem: 

It is the understanding of the Berlin-Milan Board of Education that the Railroad wants to make the 
following changes to the rail system running through Berlin Township: 

1. Increase train traffic by 245'/c from eleven to twenty seven trains per day. 
2. Increase the speed and size of trains being used on these tracks. 
3. Close the roads at the crossings of Smokey Road and Jeffries Roads. 

The Berlin-Milan Board of Education protests these changes and urjes that the Railroad reconsider 
and modify its plans. 

Closing those roads will be a detriment to our bus transportation systein causing children to 
increase their ride time as well as cost the school a significant increase in transportation costs. We 
may be forced to hire additional drivers so that both sides of the closed roads can be serviced in a 
timely manner. 

' icreasing the size, speed and frequency of trains in our district w ill also create a significant safety 
concem. Our buses must cross those tracks many times each day, and although we have excellent, 
professional drivers, we acknowledge lhal we live in an area w here snow, ice, fog, and rain can 
set upon us quickly and create adverse driving conditions. 

There are several questions vvhicu wc would like lu pose. 
1. Are all crossings in our district equipped with Hashing lights? 

Are all crossings in our district equipped with crossing gates? 
Are the crossing gates in our district the kind w hich stop cars from trying to "go 

2. 
3. 

around" the gate ' 
4. Have all other options of a safer nature been explored? 

I realize that you are in the transportation business and ultimately your business is to optimize the 
return of investment for your owners. However we are in the "children" business. We have no 
profit motive and our only agenda is to educate children in a effective and safe manner. In order to 
keep the children siife, w e request and strongly urge you to keep all of our roads open and to install 
the best lights and crossing gates at every intersection. 

If you would like to meet with our Superintendent, Treasurer and/or Transporlation Director please 
advise them by calling 41'M99-4<>2.'>. They w ill be happy to meet w ith you and further clarify our 
position on this important topic. Thank you for your consideration. 

Respectfully 

Steven C. Garris, Treasurer 
Berlin Milan Board of Education 
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Broadway Area 
5620 Broadway AveniĴ ' ̂ ' 

Cleveland, Ohio 44127 
429-1182 

FAX: 429-2632 

DOCUMENT 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStrf7et, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-OOCI 

January 30, 1998 

Dear Surface I ransportation Board Members, 
I am writing in opposition to the proposed acquisition of the Conrail Railroad by 

Norfolk and Southem and CSX The Broadway con̂ munity of Clevdind has Conrail lines 
going through it, and if the sale goes forward with the current routes and proposed 
increase in train traffic, our community would be severely impacted in a negative way 

In addition to the issues that have been outlined by the City of Clevelaod, there is 
an additional problem that would be created and an environmental impact to a scenic 
resource in our community. One of the current Conrail lines (which is proposed lo oecome 
Norfolk Southem property) that runs north-south through the east side of Cleveland, lies 
only 20 feet north of the taQest water&ll in Cuyahoga County The histonc Mill Creek 
Falls , 45 feet high, is currently being negatively impacted by the train traffic The land 
next to the tracks has been erodmg and Ming into the waterM I have enclosed photos of 
the situation and a map of the trail and fidls plans 

We have been working with the Cleveland Metroparks on a plan to preserve the 
falls and devdop them with a scenip overiook If the sale goes forward and the train traffic 
increases, thê erosion wiO worsen and the danger of the trains woukl make the ftlls 
development impossible This would be a terrible bk)w to our community We ask you to 
either oppose the sale or ttiake Norfolk and Southern move the tracks away from the foils 
If you would like additiooal infonoation, please cofitact me at (216) 429-1 \t2. Thank you 
very much. 

Sincerely, - . 

Bobbi Reichtell 
Project Manager 



MILL C R E E K TRAIL 
CONCEPT PLAN 

N l l m a C.«rO«d C . i l t r f - *nm« 
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ENV. ENTAL 
DOGUIWtENT 

January 26, 1998 

Office of the Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D C. 20423-0001 

Dear Secretary and Members of the Surface 
Transportation Board: 

We are wnting in opposition to the CSX/Conrail merger 
that will negatively affect the residents of Ward 10 located 
tn the northeast portion of the City of Cleveland. In light of 
the research prepared by the City presented in the 
environmental impact statement by the Surface 
Transportation Board, and the concerns we hear from 
neighborhood residents, it is clear to us that the proposed 
merger between CSX and Conrail is at th;; cost ot residents 
in our neighborhoods. 

The proposed increase of trains comes on tracks that 
cut right through our communities. These tracks are rarely 
used at present, ^nd in some places run through densely 
populated neighborhoods. An increase in train traffic would 
affect many people in profound ways 

Delays in tra'fic at crossing, especially delays in 
emergency vehicle tratfic could create a life-threatening 
problem for our communities. As the shipping of train 
cargo is virtually unregulated, in the event of an accident, 
the proposed tram tratfic is more likely to create a 
significant f.^alth hazard and emergency situation in our 
neighborhood, for which the City must be constantly 
prepared. The value of real property for residents adjacent 
lo the tracks coji'^ ^lummet, as the location would be 
increasingly less d - • ible. Finally the quality of life would 
be diminisned from such dramatic increase in train traffic, 
and the resulting loss of air quality and increase in noise. 
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The City prepared and filed a great deal of information 
in this regard, and Indicated that the neighborhoods most 
affected are biack and low-income neighbortioods. The 
communities are. Euclid Green, Collinwood and Forest 
Hills neighborhoods. Our community is among these 
proposed to receive the most damage from this proposal; 
therefore, we oppose the CSX/Conrail merger. 

Sincerely, 

Hoosfevelt Coats 
Chairman 

Abby SMfoka \bby. 
Vice Chairman 

Alfred Freeman 
Second Vice Chairman 

Paul Hewitt 
Hecording Secretary 

Amanita Gerald 
Assrtant Treasurer 

Ton "ranklin 
Parliamentarian 

Hpnripttn \ArC-j\\i Henrietta McCoy 
Chaplin 

cc: Williarn F MacDonald, President 

The Honorable Michael R White 
Mayor, City of Cleveland 

The Honorable Louis Stokes 
Congressman, U. S. House of Representatives 

CSX Transportat ion 
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HURON SOIL & WATFR CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

8 Fair Road, NOr 

!41<ll hbt 

O. Hce of the Secretaiy 
Case Control I mil 
I inance Docket 
Surface 1 ransfH)nation board 
1925 K Street. NW 
VVa.shmuton. DC 2042.>-()0()I 

Janu,ir\ 2^. l'J<JX 

ATTN: hiaine K Kai.ser 
Environmental Project 
Hn\ ironmental Kilini! 

RI; Drainage Concems relating to the C S > 
l-xpansion in Wi lk rd & (ireenwich. Ohio 
FinanceDocketNo :."3S8 

Dear Surlacj fr.'nsportation Board. 
Sexeral landowners in Ihe area of this propo.sed proiect h u e contacted i>ur office uith 

concerns about the effects that the propo.sed expansion will h j \e >n the drainaue of their farms. 
Some ha\e been told that the existmu cuKerts under the railroad u i ! l be extended ather than 
replaced with neu larger and deeper cuKerts Ue have identiHed at leasi ! " cuKerts in Huron 
Count\ along the proposed route of the expansion 

Agnculture is ti.e number one industrx in Huron County and statistics indicate »hat good 
drainage is one of the most essential parts of a successful famiing operation W e feel i; MtalK 
imptmant to be sure that this project wi l l not ha\e a negatne impact on the drainage of this area. 

it has been our experience that most railroad cuKert pipes are more than 100 xear*- old 
and are usualK iioi deep enough and sometimes not large enough to prov ide good agricultural 
drainage Plea.se rev ieu the attached "Inventorv and I valuation ' that was completed upon the 
request of a local landowner farmer that is eflected by this expansion I he conclusion of the 
attached evaluation clearlv indicates the inadequacv of both the si/e and depth of the existing 
16" culvert pipe V\ e feel that now would be the time to upgrade the entire length of this and 
other inadequate structures to meet todax s standards 

It is our opinion that planning for the future now wil l benefit both the railroad, bv not 
having to worrx about replacing these old structures when the\ cventualh fail, and the 
agricultural com.'iiunitv in the area b\ prov iding a drainage outlet lhal meets loda> s standards 

Please contact me i f vou have anv questions. 

ENVfRON^^^ENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Sincerelv, 

I 'an Rrickner 
District Manager 

Drainaee Ctxirdinator 
cc Huron Countv Commissioners 

I furon C(>jntv i ngineer 
Huron Counlx L.menzencv .Manauem Mit Director 



H U R O N SOIL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

8 Fair Road, Norwalk, Ohio 44837 

(419> 668-7645 (419) 668-5143 

Don Derterman julv 22. 1997 
5931 Egypt Rd. 

Willard, Ohio 44890 RE: Culven Pipe Evaluation 

C S.X E.xpansion 
Dear Don, 

The following is an evaluation with recommendations that you have requested reeardinu 
the 16 inch culvert pipe that crosses the railroad on your property . 

Kxislinj^ C onditions: 

There is a 16" smooth wall . '.Iven pipe that passes under the C S .X Railroad 
This culvert is located approximately 900 ft. west of Daniels Rd. (T.R.#70) in 
Great Lot 7, Section 4, Norwich Township, Huron County, Ohio. 

Elevation shcts revealed a difference of 2.0 feet from the natural ground to the 
bottom of the 16 inch culvert. 

The pipe is about 70 feet m length and drains to the north. 

T here is a siiallow clay subsurface tile that outlets just south of the culv ert w hich 
serves as the subsurface drainage outlet tbr an area c f 60 acres of land. 

Evaluation: The existing 16 inch. 70 ft. long culvert pipe wil l carr. an estimated tlow rate of 
12.1 c f s. (Cubic Feet per Second! '".Attachment B " 

Extending the 16 inch pipe to a distance of 300 teet wil l reduce the estimated 
tlow rate to 9 3 c.f s. ".Anachment C" 

The runoff computation sheet indicates that 9.3 c f s. does not provide the 
minimum capacity of 10 c.f s. for good agncultural drainage iQbi .A Ivr 
frequency storm would require a tlow rate of 31 c f s and the standard of a 10 yr. 
storm is 78 c.f s. '•.Attachment .A" 

According to U S D .X. standards, the minimum depth of the railroad culvert for 
subsurface drains for this situation is 3.5 ft This allows for the minimum cover of 
2 feet. 0 5 feet for the tile itself and 1.0 of freeboard (which is the difference 
between the bonom of the tile and the bottom of the culv ert. ) 

Conclusion: .A deeper and larger culvert pipe should be installed. The new culvert should be 
installed at least 1.5 feet deeper than the existing 16 inch cuK ert and would 
require a 48" diameter culvert to carry the peak tlow of a 10 yr storm. 
".Attachment E" 

Pace 1 of 2 



[f you, or anybody from the Railroad have any questions or concems, please contact me. 

Sincerely. . 

Can.' Bnckner 
Distnct Manager, Drainaee Coordinator 

Paae 2 of 2 
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Culvert Evaluation 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

I ^ ^ B r I New York Stat« Office of Parks, Racrcalion m d Historic Pr«s«rvation 716-493-3600 
I Western District - Ger.esee Region FAX; 716-493-5272 

NEw»oRKST*TE i One Letchworth Stote Pbrk, Castile, Wew York 14427-1124 TDD; 7-i6-493-3070 

Bernadette Castro Edword Rutkowski 
Commissioner Distncf Director 

January 28, 19 98 
Cornmission ChairmQ-* 
Pe'e' G Humphrey 

Re: Letter of Invitation 
Letchworth State Park 
High Bridge Replacement Proposal Meeting Feb.9, 1998 
Nor folk-Southern Railway Corporation 

Dear In t e r e s t e d Party: 

Recently, our o f f i c e was contacted by representatives of Norfolk-
Southern Railroad concerning a proposal p o t e n t i a l l y impacting the High 
Bridge at Letchvi;orth State Park, i n Livingston County. This i s an 
h i s t o r i c bridge w i t h i n one of the most .jcenic s e t t i n g s i n the New York 
State System of Parks. 

The high Bridge c a r r i e s r a i l r o a d t r a f f i c and i s c u r r e n t l y part of the 
i n t e r e s t s held by Conrail. I t i s our understanding that Norfolk-Southern 
and CSX Railroaas are considering the purchase of those i n t e r e - t s from 
Conraii. As part of that process they £.re evaluating engineering design 
a l t e r n a t i v e s and procedural requirements r e l a t i n g t o replacement: of the 
bridge elsewhere on park propert. . 

Since the i n i t i a l contact, we h-ve i d e n t i f i e d the p o t e n t i a l 
a p p l i c a b i l i t y of State and Federal regulations and review processes, as 
we l l as the i n t e r e s t r of agencies ooth levels of government. We have 
also o u t l i n e d a l i s t of issues and concerns regarding the proposal. 

M> purpose i n w r i t i n g , i s t o i n v i t e you to attend a meeting to discuss 
the High Bridge proposal and the requirements surrounding i t s review. The 
meeting has been scheduled f o r Monday, February 9, 1998 at 1 P.M. I t w i l l 
be held i n the Letchworth State Park V i s i t o r Center Conerence Room. A 
s i t e v i s i t w i l l f o l l o w the meeting. 

A p r e l i m i n a r y agenda, as we l l as a s i t e m.ip and d i r e c t i o n s to the park 
are included f o r ̂ our reference. Comments on the proposed agenda are 
we!" come . 

Counties of Genesee, bvmgiton, Monroe, Orleans, Wyoming 

An Equal O .portunity / Affirmative Action Agency 



Lftter of Invitation 
LSP High Bridge Proposal 
Norfolk-Southern Railway Corp 

GENESEE STATE PA <K AND RECREATION REGION 

I have also attached a l i s t i n g of in v i t e e s . This l i s t consists of the 
names i f i n d i v i d u a l s with whom our s t a f f have discussed the proposal and 
who we f e e l may >-- int e r e s t e d i n p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the meeting. Please l e t 
me know whether you are i n t e r e s t e d and, i f so, whether you w i l l be able to 
attend. You can contact me at (716) 493-3601. 

Thank you. 

I . Obll 
Assistant Regional Director 

DLH\RLG:vs 
Enclosures 
cc: Albert Caccesse, Deputy Commissioner f o r Land Mgmt. 

Edward Rutkowrki, Western D i s t r i c t Director 
Henry Brodowski, Deputy D i s t r i c t Director 
Paul Battaglino, Dir. Disign and Review 
Ruth Pierpont, Peebles Island, Dir., Fid. SVCE. Bur. 
Thomas Lyons, Environmental Management Bureau 
David Herring, Associate Park Engineer 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



IhMTEE UST 

Mr C T Goevwey 
Chief Engineer - Bridges and Shxx^iures 
Nortolk-Soulhem Corporation 
99 Spring Street SW 
Atlarta, Georgia 30303-01^ 

Phone (404) 529-1408 Fax 

Mr Leon Huang 
Modjeski arxj Masters Inc 
P O Box 2345 
Harristxig. Pemsytvania 17105 

Phone (717)790-9565 Fax (717)790-9564 

Mr Barry Wharton 
Cultural Resources Task Manager 
HDR Engineering 
5100 West Kennedy Btvd 
Suite 300 
Tampa, Rorida 33609 

Phone (813)282-2360 Fax (813)282-2430 

Mr. Paul f^.jQnley 
Historic Preserv^ior Ranner 
MoGinley-Hart and Associates 
77 North VVashington Street 
Boston, Mass 02114 

Phone (617)227-8316 Fax (617) 227-2932 

Ms Vteky Rutson 
Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Errv/ironmental Analysis 
1925 K Street NfW 
SutteSOO 
WasNngton, DC 20423 

Phone (202)565-1545 Fax (20^') 56£^9000 



HDR E n g i n e e r i n g 

Mr. John Morton 
Project Manager 
^ ^ 0 ( ^ K i n g S t . f S u i t e 4 0 0 

Aiexandria, Wginia 22306 

Phone (703) 518-8500 Fax (703) 518 -8686 

Mr. JohnWfeer 
Surface Transportation Board 
Central Admnistralive Unit 
1925 K Street NW 
Suite 500 
W^shir^on, DC 20423 

Phone (202)955-1430 x 203 Fax (202)955-1436 

Mr. William Harris 

Director of Err/ronmertal Protection 
Norfolk Southem Corporation 
110 FranWin Road SE - Box 13 
Roancke, Virgnia 24024 

Phone (540)981-4154 Fax (540) 9 8 1 ^ 1 

Mr DanShinn 
Bums and McDonald 
9400 Ward Partcwey 
Kansas City, f^fesoun 6414_ 

Phone (815)333-9400 Fax (816)333-3690 

Mr Rotaert I Sherarer 
Division of RegJatory Affars 
New York State Departnrent of Ervironmertal Conservation 
6274 Avon-East Lima Road 
Avon, Nev/York 14414 

Phone (716)226-2466 Fax (716) 

, Mr Paul Leuchner 
Department of the Amry 
Buffalo Dstrict Corps of Engineers 
1776 Niagara Street 
Buffalo. New York 14207-3199 

Phone (716) 879-4313 Fax (716) 879-



D r a f t Agenda 
High Bridge Meeting 

Letchworth State Park; 
2/9/98 

1-00 Welcome and I n t r o d u c t i o n s Ray G o l l , Regional D i r e c t o r 
Genesee Region 

1-10 Overview of Letchworth SP and High Bridge Jayne McLaughlin 
F a c i l i t y Manager 

1:25 Overview of Prcnosal i n c l u d i n g Need N o r f o l k Southern Representative 

1:40 A l t e r n a t i v e s Considered N o r f o l k Southern Representative 

1:50 Federal Environmental Review NSTB Representative 

2:00 State Environmental Review ^^^Pnln^ifSaSagement Bureau 

2:10 H i s t o r i c P r e s e r v a t i o n Review f i e f f l e r v i c S f ?Sreau 

2:20 Other C o n s i d e r a t i o n s : 

A p p l i c a b i l i t y o f A l i e n a t i o n / C o n v e r s i o n 
Wild Scenic R i v e r d e s i g n a t i o n 
Type of p e r m i t s , approvals, agreements 
Biological/cultural surveys , ^ ^• 
E x i s t i n g and f u t u r e e n g i n e e r i n g r e p o r t s / s t u d i e s 

*************** 
2 : 50 S i t e Vi s i t 
*************** 

3:30 Next Steps (back at meeting room) 

4:00 Meeting Ends 



Coming from Rochester, take 390 S to Exit 8 

Take Rt 20A west to Geneseo; Follow 20A to 

Rt 39 west throuflh Perry, through Castile. 

Just outside of C a s t i l e , take Route 19<A south 

two miles. Turn l e f t on Denton Corners Road 

to Letchworth State Park 

LAKE 

ONTARIO 

KXIT NO 30 
OFT RTE 1'' 
TO RTK ! ' N 

SUGGESTED k 
TO 

LETCHWORTH STATE PARK 
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( M a p C o n t i n u M l e Other Side) 

l . f l c h t t i i r l h S la te Park compr i ses 11,3,50 acres of scenic m a g -

i n f i i e n c e a l o n g t h e G e n e s e e R i v e r , j u s t 3 ! ' m i l e s s o u t h o f 

lio< Hester. New Yo rk The prec ip i tous wal ls o l the Genesee Gorge . 

Ihe l iver w ind ing helow. t he p lunge and sprav of d r a m a t i c water -

U I K . and the lush forest a l l con t r ibu te lo make the pa rk one of t he 

mo' , ! notable examples o l water fa l l and C'>rgt' scenery in the cast-

. TM Uni ted S t a l l s W i t h i n t he park , the G m e s e e River l ua rs ouer 

i l i i ee ma jo r water fa l ls , one of w h i c h is 107 feet h i g h Each year the 

l i v e i cuts deeper in to tUe d r a m a t i c c l i f fs, some of w h i c h a p p r o a c h 

hOO feet in he igh t L e t c h w o r t h mav he entered at M o u n t M o r r i s , 

Perry. (Castile and Por tagev i l le . 

.H )J . i f . D J T F J C I T E L L P W O W f i 716-493-3600 

P^Vi i lK i f ^ l i C J L J T J £ 2 l e t c h w o r t h o f fers n u m e r o u s l e i su re - t ime 

( lu i su i l s . There are cab ins , camps i t es , a s w i m m i n g p o o l , f i sh ing 

. i ieas, winter sport fac i l i t ies , and inv i t ing h i k i ng t ra i ls to scenic vis-

1,1-. I c t r h w o r t h boasts t w o res taurants , f im d in ing at the Glen Ir is 

and casua l d in ing at the l .owei f al ls Res lau ian l . Snack bars 

are convenient ly located t h r o u g h o u t the park . 

C*^|!(r i>JHD The park has 270 e lect i ic campsi tes at the H i g h b a n k s 

Tent & Tra i ler Area. Amen i t i e s i n r l ude b a t h r o o m shower bu i ld ings , 

r a m p store, l aundry , and rec rea t ion ha l l The c a m p i n g area is open 

f r o m m i d - M a y to m i d - O c t o b e r , G r o u p s (non-pro f i t o .gan i za t i ons ) 

m a y use a 30-si te p r i m i t i v e c a m p i n g area 

C / \ J j J M 3 L e t c h w o r t h has 82 cab ins rang ing f r o m s imp le , rus t i c 

o n e - r o o m cabins to 3 - i o o m . wood-pane led cabins. Cabins are rent 

ed f i o m m i d - A p r i l t o m i d n e c e n i b e i 

J i t 3 £ i 5 7 A T J O W S Cab ins and camps i tes are avai lab le by ca l l i ng 

M I S T I X at 1-800 456 -2267 Unreserved cabins camps i tes are ava i l 

able i m a f i i s l - come f i is t -served basis 

J '^J iKK A ^ C T j y m E S L e t c h w o r t h offers nature, h is tory and per

f o r m i n g ar ts p r o g r a m s , gu ided wa lks and tou ts , s i i i n m e . lec ture 

se i ies . and t a m p e r r e c r e a t i o n p i o g r a m s . Spec ia l events i nc lude 

l . a r l l i D a y . N a t i v e A m e r i c a n H e r i t a g e Day and the L e t c h w o r t h 

Ar ts and Cra f ts Show. A l l p r o g r a m s are free of charge . Winter ac-

l u i i u ' s i n c l u d e c r o s s - c o u n t r y s k i i n g , s n o w m n b i l i n g . ice s k a t i n g , 

snow t u b i n g and horse d r a w n s le igh r ides. 

P A v E K G £ D J . O E y M i l l i ons of years of geologica l h is tory are ev i 

dent in t he l o i k f o rma t i ons t h i o u g h o u t t l u park . T h e i e are shales 

and sandstones fo rmed du r i ng the Devon ian pe i iod under sha l low 

in te r io r seas Tens of m i l l i ons of years of erosion wore away great 

dep ths of the rock , f o r m i n g river val leys These val leys were then 

c h a n g e d by g lac iers w h i c h bur ied some areas w i th large masses of 

sand and g iave l Three w ind ing deep canyons separ. i ted by b road-

e i , wooded val leys w i t h i n L e t c h w o i t h State Pa ik are the product of 

i l u Genesee River d e t o u i i n g a r o u n d b l o c k e d sect ions of ear l ie r 

r !\ erbeds. 

LETCMWOETM 
SOUTH 

Till ami mis 'sm Tom'y 
Today W i l l i a m Pryor L e t c h w o r t h ' s h o m e is open for f ine d in ing 

and ove rn igh t a c c o m m o d a t i o n s in t he s ty le of an o ld - f ash ioned 

count ry inn The Inn . w h i c h has w e l c o m e d the pub l i c since 1914. is 

open seven days a week f r o m G o o d F r i d a y , A p r i l 1 . to Sunday . 

Oc lober 30 . 1994, In a d d i t i o n t o en joy ing t he spectacu lar v iew of 

M idd le Tai ls , guests w i l l apprec ia te t h e I nn ' s l i b ra ry , f i r ep lace ' and 

V i c to r i an gi f t shop. 

The res taurant at G len I r is h a s c c h i e v e d w idesp read a c c l a i m for 

its con tempo ra ry cu is ine. O p e n t o a l l p a r k v is i to rs , t he fu l l service 

tes tauran t serves th ree mea ls da i l y . E a c h season the Inn offers a 

ca lendar of spec ia l events: d inner thea te r , m u s i c a l en te r ta inment , 

an t ique and ar t shows and h o l i d a y ce lebra t ions Ca te r i ng services 

m a y be a r ranged for specia l events, f a m i l y reun ions , wedd ing cele

b ra t i ons a n d co rpo ra te par t ies t a n g i n g f r o m i n f o r m a l p icn ics to eie-

gan t soirees. 

W h e t h e r you"re c o m i n g tot l u n c h , d inner , or an overn ign t stay, 

t h e G len I r is I nn a n d P i n e w o o d l o d g e (ef f ic iency un i ts located a 

sho r t d is tance f r o m the Inn) w i l l p rov ide a m e m o r a b l e exper ience. 

WO 

ITATE FARK 

EMD 
Based on double occupancy -

R o o m s at Inn $70.00 

Sui tes at Inn $125 .00 - 1 3 5 00 

Rooms at P inewood Lodge 

w k i t c h e n , no utensi ls $60.00 

each add i i i ona l person $ 7.50 

A $30.00 deposit is requi ted for each _ _ _ _ _ 

r o o m . If c a n c e l l a t i o n i- n e c e s s a r y , 

depos i t r e t u r n e d on ly upon r e n t a l of 

r o o m . C h e c k - i n tim< i f t e r 2 :00 p .m. 

a n d c h e c k o u t by . lOon . N o p e t s 

a l lowed. 

aSt. HekmaRd 

(.,r V -

i i i a t k l 

hanks 

Ul[ l I . ' , 

shoulv: 

c i e a U ' 

should 

a ieas ' 

the r n i 

end tak^ 

go lo t l 

lhe 11-

h.K k 

l „ , , h , 

i -gui ) ' n | 

views of the river Over!:] 

are pn h ib i ted on the f 1 

I . i l iona l evening a l o i i i 

luly and August at 7 3lt . 

t l i i o u y h the pa i k stopp 

enter la in ing stories abo 

inhah i ian ts and n a l u i a l I 

even ing o l f am i l y fun 

niusK and dance, \ a t i 

d u r i n g lu l y and A u g u j 

Wednesday evenings at j 

11:00 ni ami 6 (H) p ; i | 

•r>IE S X i T l i l l 
^ t i i m t - I i d l l i i a i i i l , p r j 

g rams and loi a l n a l u t f 

t h e 1 e t c h w o l t h " s M l ' 

Tid 

(• ha 
J G(*t')V 

2 • l a n . 

2A Hen^l 
3 Ponti 

4 K i u l i 



(M*D Continue<i on Othar Side) 

' R ;1TATE IPAEiK 

I' 

i ) I., 

.d.n. 

,1)111 I . . I 

; s e i v u e 

' offers a 

• ^ inn i 

se tv i ' s 

cuiinij cele-

i rs to ele-

i i i i l i l s t a y , 

lot a led a 

">.petience. 

WOLF CREEK 

B a s e d on doub le occupancy -

R o o m s at Inn $70 .00 

Su i tes at Inn $125 .00 - 135 00 

R o o m s at P inewood Lodge 

w k i t c h e n , no utensi ls $60 .00 

e a c h a d d i i i o n a l person $ 7.50 

A $30.(K) deposit is required lor each 

r o o m . If c a n c e l l a t i o n is n e c e s s a r y , 

d e p o s i t r e t u r n e d on ly u p o n r e n t a l o f 

r o o m . C h e c k - i n t ime a f t e i 2 :00 p . m . 

a n d c h e c k - o u t by n o o n . N o p e t s 

a l l owed . 

/ 

<• •o 
ta o cc 
« 

T Q ^ U L S Tra i l s ( red on t he m a p ) are ava i lab le 

(o r y o u r e n j o y m e n t y e a r r o u n d . T r a i l s a t e 

m a r k e d w i t h y e l l o w b l a d e s T r a i l use rs a r e 

required to stay on t ra i ls and not to c l i m b gorge 

banks or cl i f fs. V io la t i on of the no c l i m b i n g ru le 

* i l l lead to arrest D u r i n g t f ie winter , t ra i l users 

s h o u l d c o n t a c t t he o f f i ce w h e n snow and ice 

c r e a t e u n u s u a l c o n d i t i o n s . H o r s e b a c k r i d e r s 

shou ld contact the off ice for d i rect ions to special 

areas O n l y t r a i l 6A (Foo tb r i dge T ta i l ) ct t isses 

the r iver. Some t ra i ls t ha t show a It iop on the 

end take the h iker to a special vista Some Ha i l s 

go to the l i v e i f lats so l i i k e i s can t i ave l a long 

the r ivet edge to another t ra i l or s imply double 

back. En te r ing t f ie water o t the Genesee River is 

p r o h i b i t e d t h r o u g h o u t t h e p a r k M a n y ot t h e 

t ra i ls serve as fire lanes for access by emergency 

e q u i p m e n t P lease do no t b l o c k t i a i l s w i t h 

pa i ked vehicles 

K M ^ I E B 3 > \ 3 a 3 H i k l l f U T ^ The 24-mi le t i a i l offers unusual 

v iews of t he r iver. Ove rn igh t c a m p i n g , m u i o r vehic les, and hot:.es 

are p roh ib i t ed on the FLT. 

I I A J S ^ I f t ^ ' O i n L E T O T S r O i m ' J s p e n d an enjoyable and edu

ca t iona l even ing at our summer lecture series. Tuesday evenings 

July and .August at 7:30 at the Glen Ir is Inn 

S T E F - O M © U I K E 3 E E Y 1 € I Ou r guide leads you i bus g i o u p 

t h i o u g h the p a i k s topp ing at several of the overlcKiks. i-nd shar ing 

en te r ta in ing stor ies about Le t chwor th Park , its 'asc inat ing h is to ry , 

i nhab i tan ts and na tu ra l beauty 

IXrCKTWCOm'] JftErOJMIWS AJITS S I M E S f:n|oy an 
even ing i f f a m i l y h i n under t he stars a l our free m u l t i - r u l t u r a l 

music and d a r c e . jazz, and pops per fo rmances. Concerts are he ld 

d u r i n g Ju l y a n d A u g u s t at t h e H i g h b a n k s R e c r e a t i o n A r e a on 

Wednesday evenings at 7:30 p m Ch i l d ren ' s concer ts are offered at 

11:00 a m and 6:00 p m. 

T H E a i i f E S l I k V i i T i n i A U S T A quar te r l y nature book le t . I h s 

Genesee N a t u r a l i s t , p i o v i d e s . n f o r m a t i o n abou t in te rpre t i ve p ro 

g r a m s and loca l na tu ra l hist:>ry Y o u m a y pick up a ^ee copy at 

t he L e t c h w o r t h Sta te Park Of f ice . 

Ti iML Ii1ift)Iii5«l>\TJt>H 

(* lias sections not usable in winter 
1 Goige Mod 7.00 mi. 

2 Mary Jemtson Easy 2 SO mi. 
2A Hemlock Mod 2.50 mi 
3 Pond Easy 0.75 mi. 
d H i r r h 0 7.S m i 



sf'/iiiJS SLEO-LOGy Millions of vt'*irs f>' geological 1 v a i f evi
dent in thp nnU formations throughout the park. Th*'r« firt- shales 
and sandstones formed during the Devonian period under shallow 
interior seas Tens of miMions of v<?ars of erosion wore aaay great 
depths of the rock, forming ri .er valieys These valleys were then 
changed by glaciers which huried some areas with larn*» masses oi 
sand and gravel Three winding deep canyons separated hv broad
er, wooded vallevs within 11 ( hworth State Park are the prodiu t of 
Ihe Genesee Kuer delounng around blocked sections of earlier 
riverbeds. 

Complete Paik F les and Regulations an iiosted tliioughout the 
park and at tfie Paik Office. 
r : i ^ ] i J l ' i m - t f t i i i l i f f l t l W I , in o , . l t i K . mtiease people's 
awaieness of the giowing pioblem ot si lid waste disposal and help 
leduce tiur tipt'rating costs. Leichwtnlh State Park is a "Catry-in -
Cany Home" park This means ihat everything you bring into the 
park (carry in) you are lequiied to take home with ytiu (cany 
home) This includes f il t iasl i and gaihage 
£WISJ1 S l i l C I E S F O I assistance, call 911 oi 6,58-4692 All a c 
(idents must be leported mimediately to tlie Paik Ptilice oi Park 
Manager 
I J . C O ' h Z ) ' U t U £ / £ i S > V e £ S Permits are required ftir groups 
bringing alcoholic beverages into Ihe park. Alcoholic beverage per
mits aie not issued fiom April 1 - Memoiial Day. 
CWJitaiTJifG Swimming is permit
ted in the swimming pool only when 
lifeguards are on duty. Swimming in 
the Genesee River is prohibited. 
Z y t E l i iJillTJ'w PosttJ speed lim
ns are enforced foi tfie safety of all. 
They mus* be stiictly observed. 
? ] E £ S Please help p io t ec t 
Letchworth: build fires only in giills 
i i j fireplaces. ~ * 

^TTw H'Misehold pets are [x'imitted 
.1 leash not exceeding 

il i i i ig th C e i t i f i c a t e of 
r, iculation is lequired fo i 
pe I .UP prohibited f rom 
pr,' I! rtreas, Pinewood 

l.(>d<i* fitifi ' j i f i . Ins Inn. 
n j l E ^ J i i t l S Firearms are not per
mi t t ed 111 New Yoik State parks 
i '«rept during special hunting sea-

by park permit 

•J'UDT'DKJtm IMJtŜ IlJl'SIRiTS 

Overlrxiking the nianiiifit ent Middle 1 alls of the Genesee River, 

the Glen Iris Inn is suiiounded liy Ihe spectaculai natural beauty of 

Letchworth State Paik, the "Grand Canyon of the East". 

The real story of the Glen I r i s began in 1859 when Mr, 

Letchw':rth first putt based the building and surrounding 1000 

. i "< s r)ver tfie next fitly years Mr Letchworth would develop the 

IMS and tfie grounds into the picturesque setting that is the 

i ' . o f l etchworth State Park. P O m A G 

I ' I I , Ml l etchworth deeded his estate to the State ot New f r ^ y R ^ N C E 

I ,ik As part ol an tmgoing program, the inteiior of the Inn has ( { ; ; , , W i n t e r s ) 

been restoied and 'he exteiu.i lepainted in the colors ot the 1890 s. 

I l l " - landscape is cui ient ly under s!udy so the grounds can be 

restoied t ' l then ori.^inal beauty, QD'f iLh__Rd 

open seven days a week fivim Good Friday. .April 1. to Sunday 
Octohei 30, 1994- In addition to enjoying the spectaculai view of 
Middle Falls, guests will appieciate the Inn's libiary. fireplaces and 
Victorian gift shop 

The restaurant at Glen Iris has achieved widespread acclaim (or 
its contemporary cuisine. Open to all park visitois, the full seivice 
restaurant serve" thiee meals daily Far l i season the Inn offeis a 
calendai of special "vents dinnei theatei. musical enteitainment. 
antique and art sho.s and holiday celetiiations Caleiitig seivices 
may be airanged foi spec lal events, familv leuntons. wedding c c le-
bratioos and coiporate parties langing f iom infoinial pic iiu s to ele
gant soiiees. 

Wfiethei you'ie coming for luni l i . tlinnei. oi an oveiniglit stay, 
ttie Glen Iris Inn and Pinewood lodge (efficiencv uni s located a 
shoit distance fiom tfie Inn) will piovide a n ; moiable expeiience 
Inloimatioii and advance leseivations, which aie highly lecom 
mended, aie available from Glen liis Inn. 7 Letchworth State Park, 
Castile, New York 14427. (716) 493 2622. 

THE oafisii \v:r\m 
LuLOSL •-• Natuialisl, ,)r,<\, 
grams id lot , i l iiatiiial ' 
the Letchwoith State Par) 
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LETCHW0ETM 

Lakeside Beach Oak Orchard 
State Park . Marirwi Park „ . ^ , i n Beach 

on,...c^,,_-;^^ State Park 
-I. —e-—H V 

Q.-J-"^ 
Mudiria 4 * 

BU'^fALO 

tne \ Canal < 43 
Canal Park 

f-̂  , '-'tit Loc^ 32 

f f o y 

^ " C-J V ^ a v i l i o n ^^^^ 

Darien Lake^/^ ^ Q \^ 
^ponesus Lake 

L . — M , 'M„,„, .X '^ j Boat Launch 

Silver Lake • IV U ' 
State ParH_.,^^ . / ' O Q H ' 

/LETCHWORTH STATE PARK 

c -r ! PofTageviHe 

- ck^— 
ALLEGANY RFGION o . 

•;nt.(ioii vSUto Parks 

Vill^ge./of * 
v ; « ^ / ' S t , H^ena St 

Perry 

§j ^&;h£nck_Rd 

MOMTH EMD 
IPAEK 

Genesee State Park and Recreation Region 
1 Letchworth State P*irk 

Castile. New York 14427-1124 

716-493-3600 

MOl NT MORRIS DAM AREA 

HIGHBANKS RECREATION AR 

(See Inset) O 0 3 O O S i E 

To Leicester 

MOUNT MORRIS 
ENTRANCE 

(Open All Year) 

To South Er>d P a r k R o a d To Mount M o r r i s _ ^ 

SOUTH I 
Q.W. Hanwy Pool 

HOOSBAI 

!i,!̂ hi)anks Kecreation Area 

To Per 

PERRY 
ENTRANCE 

OMWtakor 

\ 
FEDERAL RESERVATION 

\ 

V 

MOUNT MORRIS DAM 
ENTRANCE/ 

(Closed Winters) 

(• has section* not iisdbjp in winter) 

17 Big Flats Mod I 25 mi 

18 Kisil Point •Mod I 75 mi 

19 Gibsonville Easy 0 50 mi 

19A Chipmunk Mod 0 25 mi. 

20 Highbanks • tasv 2 75 mi. 

21 Powerline Mod 0 75 mi 

22 Sycanioie M.HJ 0 75 mi. 

U T 1 inger Lakes Mod 21 50 mi 

tlasv I fUt lVf lv flrtt 
MIX) - some steep slopes 

V K I I K Aied • iiu Hides >)U nil Ui ilitn's, 
lestro'inis, diinkinq u<itei. K parkinq 

S( rnu ()vt'rli)iik 

i i i i l l i i i i i 

S w i i n i i i i i i g 
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SopicnibcT 2 ,̂ IW7 

li S Surface Iransporiaiion Bo.ird 
A N N ShA-l inance Docket i < 'X.S 
1925 K Street NW 
Washington. LM 2(i42 < 

Dear Sirs 

Mr ctntdTTcn), , attend Lincoln l lenicniars School in l.ai(ewood Ohio 
I incoln IS north ot the Norlolk Soiithcni railroad tracks Some ol the children attĉ cJine L incoln must 
cross Ihc tracks at Ic.isi iwo limes M da\ lo uci lo .ttid trom sci ool I here are 4*>0 children thai attend 
Lincoln hienieniarv 

Lakeuood Hospital the closest and largest lire depanmciii and ilie Police station ate all located south ot 
the tracks I bus. a stopped or slow moving freight ti; in could prexcnl emernenc\ senices trom reaching 
our children in an acceplahle length ol time i his delav could cost a child iheir lite It could be m\ chil(* 

I his is v*h\ I 1D:I strongly against ^^ iiicreasing laii tr.'tltc bv three lime or more II ma\ be more .Mr 
Pat McC uiii.. VP f»iiblic AHairs lot NS C orporation said he could not gii iraniec that rail iraHic would 
noi exceed the ailroad's proposed average o! * I lo traiiLs per d;-. As NS's business increases it is 
more than likcl. the above iiumbcî , ot trams ilifougli LakewooJ and the West Shore area will increase 
also 1 his IS no! acceptable 

Following are the reasons we as a communirv rannnt allowed this to occur 

I» Salet> - lor our children who cross the tracks dailv to go to school ihc librai>. and parks 

2) ( arrving ot liaAtrdoiis waste - including nuclear waste would theoreiiuillv increase trom the present 
number ol .'i4,SU cars [K-r veai (alreadv too high oJ a luimbc'- through our coinniunitv) to over 7f>4.(>00 
cars per year tach car a potential threat to our ch l.licn A sludv done bv the Agencv lor Nuclear 
Proicxts Nuclear Waste Otlice Nevada t>ased numbers irom the b S Uepartmciit ot Kncrgy and compiled 
the following statistic for the state ot Ohio 2 73< shipments ol high level niKlear waste from nuclear 
plants and niicl'.ar w,-apon disarinanieiu will travel ihroiigh Ohio- 2,lt63 of those shipments are likely to 
j«« thruutih LahewotMl and the West Shore area of ( leveland Nortolk Souihern has a pie-agrecment 
with fhe Federal Government to carry the above nuclear waste Ihcre are two routes through nonhern 
Ohio One bcini; through oui community 

.1) A tnpling ol trains through Lakewood would increase air pollution 8(10 tons per vcar Most ot the 
polliitani being nilrogcn oxide 

Other issues ot strong concem are 

hvacuation of Ihe schools north ot ihc facks should a iiain derail and spill tm/ardous cargo t here are no 
school buses in Uikcwood thercloro. there Aould be no wav tor the children to get out ol the citv A 
decrcitse ol proiKnv value which would alio K' a decrease tax base lur our schools /Mid a llighi ol 
families from l.;Jvewood whkh would mean a general dcxiine tor oui commuiiiiy 

I his issue IS one ol grc;ii coiic-em to all ol us tha' live in Lakewwxi Please be assuied the citizens ot the 
Wesi Shore area are closelv monitoring the S i H prcicecdmgs i am concTrncd about the saietv issues and 
how mv child (rem will be atlecied 

Sincerelv. - ^z ' / / ^ 



/ 

f l i I . ' 

/\JC/^F-ju^- ' ~'"it^N CA,JI Ii h-^ pL<y tAjj _ IAJ'I 
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P R E S I D E N T O F T H E B O R O U G H 
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B o R o a a A L L 2 0 9 J O R A L E M O N S T I E E T , B R O O K L V N . N Y I 2 O I 

1 7 i » 8 0 2 - 3 ' 0 0 

F A X : . 7 t » , 9 0 2 - 3 / 7 8 

H O W A R D G O L D E N 
P R E S I D E N T Nov*mber 3, '997 

Ms. Elain« fC. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket #33388 
Ervironmental Filing 
1925 K Street NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

I am writing to submit comments to the Surface Transportation 
Board cn the proposed sale of the Con Rail freight transport system to 
two national rail freight ca r r i e rs , the C S X Corporation anJ the Norfolk 
Southern Corporation. This event could have potentially serious 
impacts on the transportation infrastructure of the northeast and 
mid-Atlantic states, the future development of the Port of New York , 
and the economy of this metropolitan area. 

As President of the Borough of Brooklyn, I am concerned 
therefore that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ( D E I S ) , which 
is being prepared by the Board's Section of Environmental Analysis 
(SEA) was not the subject of a public scoping process. Such a 
process, as well as a better publicized public comment procedure, 
would have afforded the citizens of Brooklyn and other affected areas 
the opportunity to provide input to the scope and the identification of 
critical issues to be addressed bv the D E I S . 

I am also concerned about the environmental and transportation 
impacts of the ConRail break-up and privatization. 

ConRail is the largest rail freight provider in the Northeast and 
serves the New York metrt-poiitan area, the I rgest tonsu.-ner market in 
the United States. Altho- gh it was created b / Congress to restructure 



Ms. Elaine Kaiser 
November 3, 1997 
Page 2 

and invigorate rail service in the Northeast, New York City and Long 
Island have become almost totally dependent on trucks for the 
movement and delivery of goods. This has had serious impacts on the 
area's economy, environment, highway conditions, public health and 
quality of life. 

The ConRail sale has potentially major implications for 
economic development, job creation and job retention in Brooklyn and 
the region. The goods movement aspects of this action may 
significantly affect consumer costs in this area, and may directly or 
indirectly contribute to traffic congestion and pollution burdens in 
the c i ty . Therefore, any proposed redistribution of ConRail assets 
must include provisions to increase rail freight access to the New York 
City area. It is vital to Brooklyn and New York's economic health that 
rail freight play a larger role in our transportation infrastructure. 

The viability and maintenance of this infrastructure will be 
significantly affected by this sale. As a result of the divesti ture, 
each buyer will receive roughly half of ConRail's track miles, while 
both railroads will retain join^ access to ConRail track between 
Philadelphia and the Greenvilio yards in Jersey C i ty . C S X will be the 
major north-south railroad in ttie New York City-Albany-Buffalo 
corridor, and Norfolk Southern will be the major east-west railroad 
serving New York C i ty . 

Although both railroads want to compete aggressively with t rucks 
nationally and also want the benefits of serving the Brcok lyn , New 
York City and Long Island markets, they do not appeai* ready or 
willing to shoulder the burden of providing freight services or 
facility improvements netided to serve the market on the east side of 
the Port of New York . 

To reverse the trend of the past 20 years , rail freight service to 
Brooklyn and New York City must be enhanced as a condition of the 
sale of ConRail assets , in accordance with a comprehensive area-wide 
rai i - fr«ight transportation plan. To that end: 

o The sale of ConRail should be completed without delay or 
disruption to the region's rail freight operations or 
improvements. 

o The sale should be structured to create a competitive, 
balanced system with seamlrss access to other transcontinental 
railroads, instead of a privatized version of the old 
monopoly. To achieve th is , both carr iers should retain New 
York City access through track rights to the east and west 
side of the Port of New York . 



Ms. Elaine Kaiser 
November 3, 1997 
Page: 3 

o Contracts reassigning ConRail assets and services should 
require freight rates to be subject to competition. 
Furthem»ore, a single shipping rate must be maintained for 
delivery of goods to either side of the Port of New York . 
Without a Unified Port Tari f f , the New York side of the Port 
would remain at a perpetual competitive disadvantage. 

o The reconfigured carr iers should be obligated to provide or 
p i^serve necessary links and spurs to regional rail 
connections generally, and across the Port of New York , to 
Brooklyn specifically, including to the proposed cross 
harbor rail tunnel. 

o The assignment contracts should mandate the retention of rail 
freight capability across the Port of New York by the rail 
roads, directly to the New York City and Long Island markets, 
free of state and local subsidies. 

o The current inefficiency of the Cranford, New Jersey ; 
Greenvil le, New Jersey ; and Selkirk, New York connections 
must be corrected to increase the rail freight market share of 
cargo shipments into New York C i ty . 

o The Federal Railway Administration ( F R A ) , New York State, 
the Port Authority, New York City and other surrounding 
jurisdictions should be required to develop and implement a 
comprehensive regional raii freight plan, with possible 
use of funds from the Intermodal Surface Transportation 
Efficiency Act ( I S T E A ) , identifying needed infrastructure and 
operational improvements within the city and the Borough of 
Brooklyn. 

o As part of such a plan, F R A , the Port Authority, the state 
and city should pursue the formation of partnerships to 
formulate and implement the cross-harbor rail tunnel and other 
improvement alternatives. 

As an «lected official with constituents who may be affected 
significantly by the ConRail sale, I look '•>rward to the opportunity to 
review and comment on the pending D E I S . I also look forward to 
working with you in the future on this and other issues of importance 
to the people of Brooklyn, the City of New York and New York State. 

Golden 
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cc: Hon. Patrick Moynihan, Senator 
Hon. Jerrold Nadler, Congressman 
Joseph Boardman, Commissioner 

State Department of Transportation-
Richard Maitino, Regional Director 
State Department of Transportation 

Charles Millard, President, EDC 
Shirley Jaffe, Senior Vice President, EDC 
Seth Kaye, Mayor's Office of Transportation 
Floyd Lapp, Department of City Planning 



STB FD 33388 10-30-97 GOV 



Sontlnvcst Mtirida Ri'ifi«»nal IMatiniim ( ti i i iK'il 
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October 27, 1997 ^ 

ENVIRC. ...Afl ^^rs"' 
Ms. niainc K, Kaiser. Env. Proj Director nr^r^i iitfti-"" \^ f t '^9/ ^ 
Office oftheSccrctarv -Case ControU'nil OUCUMENT ^^A^^nJ^ 
l inance Docket No, 33388 Nj'^^^^e ""^'^^ 
1925 KStreet. N.W. \>X ^ 
WASHING ION. DC 20423-0001 

RL; It &R Project #97-382 
State Clearinghouse #FL9707090579CR 

SurOtce Transportation Board - i inal Scope of the IMS - Surface I ransportatic^n 
Board Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX Corporation and CSX 1 ran.-.portation. 
Inc.. Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway Company -
Control and Operating Leases .Agreement.'; - Conrail. Inc. and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation - l iorida. 

Dear Mr.. Kaiser: 

The staff of the Southwest Llonda Regioni'l '̂ lanning Council re\ iews various proposals. 
Notificati'Mis of Intent. I'reapplications, permii applications, and Lnvironmental Impact 
Statements for compliance "vith regional goals. obiect;\es. and policies, as determined by 
lhe Str:-.tegic Regional Rolic) Plan, fhe siai'f review;, sucn items in accordance with the 
I lorida Intergovernmeptal Coordination and Review Process (Chapter 291-5. F..'\.C.). and 
adopted regional clearinghouse procedures 

r'iC.se d'.'s;gr'.;fio'is ('eierniirit- Council staif procedure i " regards to the re\'e\\ed proiect. 
rhe four designations are: 

Less Than Regionallv Significant and Consistent no further re\ ieu of the project can he 
expected trom Council. 

Less Than ReL'ionallv Significant and Iiiconsis'ent Council does not find the project of 
regiiMial importance, f̂ ut will mite >-erta;r. conce '̂is is part of its continued monitoring for 
cumulative inii^act wiiiun lhe noted goal ai' a. 

Regionaliv Si.anificant anu Consisienl niojec; is of regional importance, and appears to 
ne ci'iisisiv'p; \\ith i^ecioiia' -iv.;;!'; >',b)ecti%e'; i\ŵ  r ' .le.i. 



To: Ms, Elaitte K, Kaiser, Env Proj Director 
Date: Octohei 27, 1997 • 
Re: SWFRPC #97-382 
Page: 2 

Regionallv Significant and Inconsistent project is of regional importance and docs not 
appear to he consistent with Regional goals, ohjccilves. and policies. Council will 
oppose the project as .submitted, hut is willing to participate in any efforts to modify the 
project to mitigate the concerns. 

The above referenced document ha<̂  been reviewed bv this office, based on the 
information contained in the document, and on local knowledge, has been found No 
Impact OP our Ret-ion with adopted goals, objectives, and policies of the Strategic 
Regional Policy Plan. Should you or any other party request this finding to be 
reconsidered, please contact Nichole (Jwinr.eti. !C&R Coordinator, with this request, or 
any questions concerning staff review of this item. This recommendation will be 
disei"s-̂ ed Ji next ;.c!?cdnie'' Co!.!:"-iL mcciina. Should Coiiriji! action difler irom tlie 
stafTrecommendation, you will be notified. 

Sincerely. 

SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 

WED/fJLG 

cc: Keri Akers, Florida State Clearinghou.se 
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'OrtiCE OF 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 

MISSIONER'^ OF J X c M m m ^ ^ 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
DAi\ ROBINSON, Chainnan and Couniy Manager 
GEOK iE HOOPER. Vice Chairman 
J,K COWARD, JR, 
CHARLES ELDERS 
PADGETT McCOf 

401 GRINDSTAFF COVE ROAD 
SYLVA. NORTH CAROLINA '8779 

(704) 586-4055 
,^F,\X (704)586-7528 

' V I 

October 24,1997 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Environmental Filing 
Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket No.33388 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 204423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

I do not wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS. 

Respectfully, 

Dan Robinson 

Chairman & County Manager 

EN. iAL 
DOCUMENT 

AN EQUAL OPPOKTUNrrY AFFIRMATi' CTION EMPLOYER 



STB FD 33388 10-28-97 CITIES 



WEST MICHIGAN REGIONAL 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

October 15, 1997 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control I 'nit 
SIB Finance Docket No, .l.>.̂ 88 
Surface Franrnortation Board 
1925 K Street NW 
Washington. DC 2()42.V()0()1 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

The WMRPC does not wish to receive a copy of the Draft or Final I IS for the «̂  'SX Norfolk 
Southern consolidation application, llowe\er, wc would like a copy ol the i:\ecuti\e Summary 
ol these documents if ii becomes available. 

Effective November Ist, our address will be 820 Monroe NW. Suite 214. Grand Rapids. MI 
49503. If you have an\ questions regarding this request please feel free to call me at (616) 774-
8400. 

'Fhank \mi. 

Joyce luharsky. .\ICP 
Director 

40 Piarl NW • S 410 • Grand Kapids • Ml • 49.«;03 • (616) 774-H400 • FAX (616) 774-9292 
..n Equal Opportiiiiilv & Afnrmativc Action Organization 
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R(>ck\ River 
.School District 

i.tluialiimil S«T»ices »,tnk'r 

2l(>(Ni( i nui R!ili;<- Riiail 
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Kml M, I>e<ir4iidi> 

Ef4vinw.iv.VSEMTAL 
DOCUMENT 

October 22,1997 

Federal Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N,W, 
Washington, D C, 20423 

To Whom It May Concern: 

As a concerned school district we believe that an increase in daily 

freight train traffic would create health and safety concems for our 

students, Thereft re, the Rocky River City School District adopted the 

enclosed resolution on October 14, 1997, and request that you deny Norfolk 

Southern and CSX Transportation's joint acquisition of Contrail Inc. 

Sincerely, 

Dennis L, Allen 
Superintendent of Schools 

DL.\,/dk 

E]nclosure 

, . , Carinf. SchooLs Where Learners Exrcl 



ROCKY RI\Ti:R CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of the Superintendent of Schools 

BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETEVG 
7:.'}() p.in. Tuesday, October 14, 1997 

IJoard Room, Educational Services Center 
21600 Center Itidge Road 

ADDENDUM 

B. SUPERINTENDENT'S REPORT 

9. Resolution to Oppose an Increa.se in Train IVaffic 

WHEREAS, the Norfolk Southern INSl and CSX Transportation are proposing 
joint acquisition of Contrail Inc. and plan to increa.se the number of freight trains through 
the northwestern suburbs from 14 a day to 38 a dav; and 

WHEREAS, an increase in daily freight train trafTic would create safety concerns 
for the students of Rocky Kiver who walk to and from school and must cross the train 
tracks at several intersections within the city; and 

WHEREAS, concems r 'gai ding the safety of our students and staff members who 
ride buses over and near the tra, n tracks as well as those parents who drive students to and 
from school would be greatly increased if train traffic were to nearly triple over it current 
ri.*!'; and 

WHEREAS, increased freight tr.Mn traffic would create health and safety 
concerns for our students if police, fire or paramedic runs to our schools would have to be 
rerouted around congested railroad tracks. The extra minutes it could take to reach our 
schools could hav'' a life and death impact on our students and staff; and 

WHEREAS, an increase in rail traffic would have a negative impact on property 
values which directly impacts the school district's operating budge* and our ability to 
provide quality education to our students; and 

WHEREAS, an increase in daily freight train use would create environmental 
concerns regarding noise and air pollution as well as on-going disruptions to the learning 
process within our schools; and 

WHEREAS, concerns over health and safety due to potential increase in the 
transporting of hazardous materials which in case o!" derailnu nt would necessitate the 
evacuation of our schools within two to four miles of the tracks; 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOL\T£D by the Rocky River Board of Education 
that the Board opposes tho acquisition if Conrail, Inc, by Nortolk Southem and CSX 
Transportation, which woidd result in increased rail traffic through our community and 
increased safety risks to the students oi" Rocky River; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board encourages other area School Boards 
and local PTAs to take similar action to send a clear message to the Federal Surtaee 
Transportation Board before they take action to approve this acquisition by June 1998; and 

BE IT ALSO RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution be submitted to the Federal 
Surface Transportation Board, 
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CORCORAN & GREENE 

Rom Hi T . ConroRAN 

D i BORAH 1 G R I hNE 

A T T O R N i ; ' i S A T L A W i - \ 

A Professional Corporation " ^ ^ - ^ y ^ ^ 401 H*.kfiv>acli ,\\t'nuc 

.1 IN J M i l I 1 H " 

K \K; s M , \ ' i -'( I 

K VI 111 11 > A l ; I N 

Dl V . D M P I ATO 

Si S\N B . C l Ml K 

L u . M ASSISIAM 

• l i - l l i 'W. .AiiR-ikail .Xcadfiii) 

ol MalriiiiiMii.il I a « > ci s 

Moinber ot NJ and N ^ ' Bar 

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

^ . f m i f i i n ^ "v-" \Conunenial Plâ a • lirth lliHir 
n r i . h l i l t k 'V' 'Wkms.Kk, New Jcrse> 07a) 1 

Teleptioiie 
CO 1)342-5151 

Facscimile 
(2(111.342-7190 

Inlenici 
hop WW .am iraii-crectK.' com 

October 22, 1997 

Re; Ridgefield Board of Adjustment/ 
Finance Docket No. 33388-CSX and 
Norfolk Southem Control and Acquisltion-Conrail 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Please be advisecj tliat we represent the Board of Adjustment of the Borough of 
Ridgefield, located at 604 Broad Avenue in Ridgefield, New Jersey. We are in receipt of a 
copy of your correspondence dated September 23, 1997 addressed to our Zoning Board 
Chairman, Mr. Anthony Mauro, in connection with the above-captioned acquisition of 
Conrail by CSX and Norfolk Southern Corporation. 

PIp^ l^P S P i r l i ' i ^ o r l f h i r i v l f h r p c n o r r t n t U o r \ r n r \ n r a < f r - i i l Vinr, ^^ r^ t . „ , ^ r ; n „ ^ - ^ ; . . , ^ r r U » « ^ 

for Little Ferry, New Jersey, involving two new connections between Conrail and NYSscW 
tracks to allow movement of trains between Conrail lines and the Little Ferry Intermodal 
facility, please bt advised that the Borough of Ridgefield is a distinct and separate entity from 
t.'ie Village of Ridgefield Park which is located on the western side of Overpeck Creek, with 
Ridgefieid being located on the eastern side of Overneck Creek. The attachment to your 
correspondence states that "the proposed construction site is located within the corporate 
boundaries of the Village of Ridgefield Park..." 

Accordingly, it would not appear f-om your documentation that the Borough of 
Ridgefieitl is the appropriate entity for input into your Environmental Impact Study. I would 
therefore request that you dii ect your enquiry to 'he Villag? of Ridgefield Park with municipal 
offices located at 234 Main Stieet, Ridgefield Park, New Jersey 07660. 



Elaine K. Kaiser 
October 22, 1997 
Page 2 

I trust that the above adequately advises you as :o the status of this matter. If you 
should have any questions or comments regarding the enclosed, please feel free to contact 
me. 

Very truly yours, 

Deborah L. Greene 

cc: Carmen Gilotte 
Gabrielle Aguele 

F :\work\ridgefiel(l\norf6lk.02 2 
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Sandra B. Mortliam 

S(.'i.ri'tcir\ of St.iti' 

isR)\ Ol MisioKiCAi Ri;scu,K(̂ i;s 

Ms Elaine K Kaiser 
Surface Tiansportation Board 
Section of Environmental ,Analysis 
Washington, DC 2042.̂  

In Reply R.-ter To 
Scott B Edwards 
Historic Sites Specialist 
Project File No 974523 

RE Cultural Resource ,Assessment Request 
Railroad Control ,Application. Finance Dockt* 
No 33388, Norfolk SouthenvCSXyConrail 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

In accordance with the procedures contained in 36 C F R . Part 800 ("Protection of Historic 
Properties"), we have reviewed the above referenced project for possible impact to archaeological 
and historical sites or properties listed, or eligible for listing, in the Saiumal RC^LSUT of Histonc 
J\'aci'\ The authorit> of this procedure is the National Historic Preservation .Act of 1966 (Public 
Law 89-665), as amended 

Il is the opin'o.i of this agenc>' that because of the project nature it is considered unlikely that 
archaeological or historical sites vvill be aflected Therefore, it is the opinion of this office that the 
proposed project vvill have no etVect on any sites listed, or eligible for listing in the National 
Register We look forward to future consultation with your office concerning proposed projects 
such as rail construction or abandonment proposals, which could have the potential to effect 
historic properties 

If you have any questions concerning our comments, please do not hesitate to contact us Your 
interest in protecting Flonda's historic properties is appreciated. 

GWP/Ese 

Sincerely, 

' f ^ Cieorge W Perc>. Director 
' Division of Historical Resources 

and 
State Historic Preservation OtTicer 

D i m . . )RS01MCl 
K.,\ C;i\n HuilJin^ • 300 - <uth Briinou>;h St,- . • lall.ih.issof f lorid.i "O-SMU.O::;!) • (,S^0) 4.S.S-14.SO 

r AX: (8S0)48,S-,'̂ '!53 • ^VWVv Address http;//www.dos. state.fl.us 

T ,\K(. li.AhOKX.IC'AL RESI ARC H llSUiKIt- I'RISIKV A I K A " I HISIORIC AIMLSILMS 
(S3()) 487-.:2W . • ^ • 414-2207 (><=i()) 4S7-2.';.'(.'i • I , \ \ , 422-m^h (SÎ O) 4.HS-14H4 • rAX:^<21-2^n 
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STATF Ol RHODE iSLANO AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS 

HISTORICAL PRESERVATION & HERITAGE COMMISSION-

Old State Hdusf • 1 50 Henefit Street • Providetice, R.I. :,29Q3-1209 

Preservation (401)277-2678 TAX (401) 277-2968 ^ 
Heritage (401) 277-2669 TDD (401) 277-3700 

October 21, 1997 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section c f Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Boar(d 
Washington, DC 20423 

Re: Finance Docket No. 3 3 388 - CSX and Morfolk Southern 
and A c q u i s i t i o n - Conreil 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Control 

The Rhode Island H i s t o r i c a l Preservation and Heritage Commission 
s t a f f has reviewed the information your agency has provided on 
the proposed a c q u i s i t i o n of Conrail by the CSX and Norfolk 
Southern companies. A review of t h i s information indicates that 
t h i s a c q u i s i t i o n w i l l not involve any resources i n the State of 
Rhode Is l a n d . Therefore, we concur i n your f i n d i n g that the 
proposed undertaking w i l l have no e f f e c t on h i s t o r i c resources i n 
Rliode Island and no f u r t h e r review by t h i s o f f i c e i s necessary. 

These comments are provided i n accordance w i t h Section 106 of the 
National H i s t o r i c Preservation Act. I f you have anv questions, 
please contact Richard E. Greenwood, Project Review" Coordinator 
of our s t a f f . 

Yi-urs very t r u l y . 

Edward F. Sanderson 
Executive Director 
Deputy State H i s t o r i c 
Preservation O f f i c e r 

(V:70) 

DOCUR.'iENT 
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"HOW (3021 7 ? 9 568= ; 

October 16. 1997 

S T A T E O F D E L A W A R E 

D E P A R T M E N T O F S T A T E 

D I V I S I O N O F H I S T O R I C A L A N D C U L T U R A L A F F A « i 

H I S T O R I C P R E S E R V A T I O N O F F I C E 
'••E G R E E N 

• L • 199G1 3 6 1 I 

Ms Idaine K Kaiser. Chief 
Section of Environmental Anp.lysii 
Surface Transponaiion Board 
1925 K Street. NW 
Washinmon DC 2()42}-W)0\ 

DOCUMENT 

RE STB Finance Docket No 3.1.188. CSX and Norfolk Southern control and acquisition of 
Conrail, Compliance with Section 10(i of the National Historic Preservation Act 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

In response to vour recent correspondence. 1 am writinu to inform the Surface Transportation 
Board that the Delaware SHPO is. at this tinie. unable to concur with its finding that the above-
referenced undertakmu will have No fitVect on historic properties In short, vse consider the 
determination of etVect to be premature Your letter indicates that the scope of the project has not 
been completely defined, it has not been determined if the proposed "Shell Pot Connection" will 
be included in the acquisition It seems inappropriate to segment this potential project from the 
whole of the undertaking Additionally, although it dt)es not appear that an\ other areas within 
the state will be subject to construction, acquisition or rail abandonment. SI B has not addressed 
other potential effects of the undertaking on historic properties 

In our previous correspondence, we identified two other concems related to increase in rail 
traffic "visual, audible or atmosphenc" adverse effects to properties near the line, and increased 
wear rnd tear on the older railroad bridges The Environmental Report indicates that there will be 
en\ ironmental impacts (air quali:y. noise) in Delavvare a > a result of the increased traffic STB 
does not state what effects, if any, these impacts may ha\e on historic properties (eg, the 
potential historic district at Edgemoor) Also, it is unclear if STB has assessed the existing 
condition of r ailroad bridges on the line, and whether or not the structures can sustain the 
increased traffic 

In sum. STB has not fu'iy applied the Criteria of Effect and Adverse Effect as defined in the 
regulations v.hich implement Section 100 of the NHPA (see >6 CFR 800 9(d), 800 9(b)( 11, (2) 
and {•>). 'u particular) fhe STB s determination that (he 'eriaking will have No F-ffect on 



Letter to E K Kaiser 
October 16, 1997 
Page 2 

historic properties appears to have focused on expected physical impacts of construction, 
acquisition and abandonment, and does not address other types of potential impacts These issues 
must be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement However, 1 noted that the final 
scope for the DEIS recently issued by your office suggests that, again, only construction and 
abandonment issues will be discussed with regard to effects on historic properties We 
recommend that STB tully consider all types of effects on historic properties before reaching a 
fina' determination of effect 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. If you have any questions, please do not 
hesitate to call me 

Sincerely, 

> ^ — c 

^ Joan N Larrivee 
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 

cc Martha Catlin. Advisorv Council on Historic Preservation 
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WiR TAL 
DOCuivicNT 

hi North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources WAWAGEMFNT 

James B, Hunt Jr., Govemor ^ i * i ^ 5 * j f l t Ar?EIv<SacKi,Mistory 
Betty Ray McCain. Secretary ^Ci^Je|f»Ejtj^p»*. Director 

October 17, 1997 

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

Re: Finance Docket Nc. 33388, CSX and Norfo k 
Southern control and acquisition of Conraii, 
97-9456 ER 98-7052, 97-E-0496, 97-E-OOOO-
0456 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank you for vour letter of September 29, 1997, concerning the above project. 

We understand that no proposed changes to rail line segments or intermodal 
facilities, no new construction projects, no rail line abandonments, and no othe"-
acquisition related activities are proposed in North Carolin'i. Therefore, we concur 
that the acquisition will have no effect on historic properties. 

The above comments are made pursuant to Sectior 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's Regulations 
for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR Part 800. 

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions 
concerning the above comment, please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental 
review coordinator, at 919/733-4763. 

Sincerely, 

David Brook 

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 

DB:slw 

109 Jones Street • R :̂-.lgh. North Carolina 27601-2807 
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/ / / ^ / / / r / / / r r / / / ^ / / / <y / / f / . } . > f f ^ X r f . } ^ / / . '} 

Argeo Paul Celiucci 

Patnck J, Moynihan 
Secretary ana MBTA C"airma' 

DOCUMENT 

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

Atten;ion; 

RE; 

Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental F i l i n g 

Responsive Environmental Report and V e r i f i e d 
Environmental Statement i n STB Finance Docket No. 
333R8, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. , 
Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern 
Railway Company - Control and Operating Leases/ 
Agreements -Conrail, Inc. and Consolidated R a i l 
Corporation. 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

My nam.e i s Dennis Coffey and I serve as the Director cf 
Railroad Policy & .Property Mar:agement f o r the Commonwealth cf 
Massachusetts. I have over twenty years of experience m f r e i g h t 
and passenger r a i l r o a d operat:^ons and management. I have been m 

J \ J ^ J- U .L OA 

The actions proposed by the Commonwealth of Massachusetts cn 
August 22, 1997 m t h e i r responsive a p p l i c a t i o n regarding the 
a c q u i s i t i o n of Conrail are not ant i c i p a t e d t c have s i g n i f i c a n t 
environmental impacts. The s p e c i f i c proposed actions include the 
reassignment of dispatching r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the Boston Line to 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
branch .me ownership to EOTC. Thi 
nature, and w i l l have no envircnmen! 

and the t r a n s f e r of certa] 
s action IS organizational : 
al impacts. 

The other proposed act i o n involves r e v i s i n g the plan to assure 
open access f or Massachusetts shippers and l o c a l r a i l r o a d s 
connect to both CS.X and NS. This access i s not a n t i c i p a t e d to 
increase the proposed t r a f f i c on the r a i l l i n e s m excess of the 
thresholds established i n 49 C.F.R. 1 .7(e^ (4) and therefore, 
w i l l not have s i g n i f i c a n t environmental .i.ipacts. 

TDD '30fc 



Elaine Kaiser 
September 30, 
page 2 

.997 

I , Denris Coffey, declare under penalty of perjury, that the 
foregoing i s true and correct. Further, I c e r t i f y that I am 
q u a l i f i e d and authorized to f i l e t h i s v e r i f i e d statement. 

^.Very^truly yours, 

Dennis Coffey t 
Director Railroad p^olicy 
& Property Management 
Deputy G'jneral Counsel 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby c e r t i f y t h a t on the 30th day c f septemper, 1997, I 
served a copy of the fo r e g o i n g Executive O f f i c e of T r a n s p o r t a t i o n 
and C o n s t r u c t i o n ' s Comments on the Proposed Environmental Impact 
Statement Scope by f i r s t class m.ail, postage p r e p a i d , upon: 

Richard A. A l l e n , Esq. 
Zuckert, Scoutt & Rasenberger, LLP 
888 Seventeenth S t r e e t , N.W. S u i t e 600 
Washington, D.C. 20006-3939 

A d m i n i s t r a t i v e Law Judge Jacob Leventhal 
Federal Energy Regulatory Com.mission 
888 F i r s t S t r e e t , N.E., S u i t e I I F 
Washington, D.C. 20004-1202 

Paul A. Cunningham, Esq. 
Markins Cunningham 
1300 19th S t r e e t , N.W., S u i t e 600 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

Richard G. S l a t t e r y , Esq. 
N a t i o n a l R a i l r o a d Passenger C o r p o r a t i o n 
60 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E. 
Washinr-ton, D.C. 20002 

James C. Bishop, J r . , Esq. 
N o r f o l k Southern C o r p o r a t i o n 
Three Commercial Place 
N o r f o l k , VA 23510-2191 

John M. Nannes, Esq. 
Scot B. Hutchms, Esq. 
Skadden, Arps, S l a t e , Meagher & Flom, LLP 
14 4 0 New York Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005-2111 

Mark G. Aron, Esq. 
Peter J. Schudtz, Esq. 
E l l e n M. Fitzsimmons. Esq. 
CSX Corpora t i o n 
One James Center 
901 East Cary S t r e e t 
Richmond, VA 2 312 9 

P. Michael G i f t o s , Esq. 
CSX T r a n s p o r t a t i o n , Inc, 
500 Water S t r e e t 
J a c k s o n v i l l e , FL 32202 



Samuel M. Sipe, Jr., Esq. 
Steptoe Sc Johnsc:; LLP 
1330 Connecticut Avenue., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036-1795 

Timothy 0'Toole, Esq. 
Constance L. Abrams, Esq. 
Consolidated R a i l Corporation 
Two Commerce Square 
2001 Market Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19101 

and upon a l l other Parties of Record i n t h i s proceeding. 

5hn D. Cirame 
^6eputy General Counsel 
f o r the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts Executive 
Office of Transportation 
and Construction 
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MICHIGAN DF'^ARTMENT OF STATE 
Candice S Mii.ci^ S'e'creUr> i)f Stale 

1-ansing. Michigan 48918-0001 

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 

E* • • 112/^siMR'fr * î 'chigan Historical Center 

i>l V i n V / i > i i V t U . i t J i-\k-.7l7 West Allegan Street 
D O C U M E N T •'Michigan 48918-1800 

October 16, 1997 

ELAINH KAISER 

SECTION OF E : N V I R 0 N M E N 1 Al. ANALYSIS 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
WASHINGTON DC 20423 

RE: ER-97-346 Railroad consolidations, finance docket no 33388, MI General (STB) 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Under the authority of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, we hav e 
reviewed the above-cited project. It is the opinion of the State Historic Preserv ation Officer (SHPO) 
that the project will have no effect (36 CI R 8()0.9[a]) on historic resources within the railroad 
consolidation project aren in Michigan. 

Please maintain a copy of this letter w ith your environmental review record for this project. If the 
scope of work changes in any way. or if artifacts or bones are discovered, please contact this office 
immediately. 1 his letter ev idences your compliance with 36 CI'R 800.4. "Identifv ing Historic 
Properties," and 800.5. "Assessing Effects." Your responsibility to notify this ofTice under 36 CFR 
800.5(b), "When no eflect i? found." is therefore fulfilled. 

If you have any questions, please contact Martha MacFarlane, Environmental Review Coordinator, 
at (517) 335-2721. Thank you for this opportunity to review and comment. 

Sincerely, 

i^ John K. Halsev 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

JRH:ROC;mlm 
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Connecticut Public 
Transportation 

Commission 
2800 BERLIN TUP'JPIKE P O BOX 317546 • NEWING'^ON, CT 06131-7546 

Mr. Vernon .V. W iiluinis 
Secretary 
Surlaci.' Tiansporlation Fioard 
1925 K Sircot NW 
WashinLMon. IK" 2042̂ -OOOI 

Dear Mr, Williams: 

DOCUMENT 

Octi>bor 21. 1997 

Subject STB Finance Docket No. 333X,;< 

I am wnliiiL' on hchall ol the ('onnci.liciii Public rransporialion Commission (CPTCi to express 
suppon lor the positions o| the ( onneetieut (">nigressional Delegation, the Connecticut Departnent ol 
Transportation and the (\>nnecticut South Western Regional Planning Agency in the matter regarding 
CSXT and Norfi>lk Soiithern Railroads and treight service in Connecticut and New F-'ngland. The 
CF̂ TC is established uiKier ( oiineetieut statutes and is charged with advising th; Governor, the 
Legislature and the Commissioner of the Department ol Transportation i n the broad ot public 
transp*)rtation policy, linance and I'rograms. Members ot the Consnussion are appointed by the 
Governor and Legislative leaders. 

F-or many years the Connecticut Public Tiansportation Commission has been addressing the need lor 
signif icantly improved competitive and direct rail treight service to and through the state. The 
Commission"s interest has been in overcomini; the de laclo disadvantage it cuirentiv sutlers due to the 
lack ot direct trei«_!bt service via New York Citv' nr. S; •,ile .h direct SCI vice has been 
technicallv leasible loi some time, operating practices have resulted m freight service bound to and Imm 
("onnecticul being recjuiied to take a circuitous (and thereby more expensive and lime consuming route) 
\o Mas:»achuse;ts and ihnuigh upstate New York, even lor treight that i,- inbound tmm or destined to 
points South ol the State of ("oniieciicut Such direct compeiiln e service is a matter of cost and the 
overall eeonor.iie Lompetitueness ol C"onnec!ieui business The CPTC" urges the STB to use the 
occasion ol the ("SXT/Norlolk Souihern letions as an opportunity lo redress this ineciuilable situation. 

In addition lo the economic . ompelUiveness issue, di ect lieight service to and through ("onnecticut is 
cntical as part i>l managing .ilreadv sigmlicant and growit ; congestion problems on Interstate 95 along 
the Southern border i>f C"oiinecti' Ul. Direct intemu^dal low profile rail freight service through .New 
"\'ork"s Penn Station and also via the Nev York cmss-i-.arbor car float operation into Connecticut along 
the Northeast ("orndor paralleling 1-95 vvill facilitate eltective u.se of the cttnidor to reduce long 
distance heav v iru. k traffic on the Interstate highway while .stili p • iing needed freight .service in the 
state and iVLMon. 



The members of the Connecticut Public Transportation l"ommission urge action by the Surface 
Transportation Board to esluolish direct, competitive rail freight sei^ice to and thntugh the State of 
Connecticut. Plea.so contict me it we can pn)vidc any f urther inf ormation or answer any questions. 

Sincerely. 

Paul A. Ehrhardt 
Chainnan 

C onnecticut ("(>ngressional Delegation 
Connecticut Legislative Leadership 
Connecticut F^ublic rransportalion Commission 
Richard ("arpenter. ExecutiV' Director 
South Westem Regional Phuining Agency 
and CPTC member 

Govemor John Row land 
Commissioner James Sullivan 
Connecticut Department of Transportation 
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omcuts 
MAYOR 

MkiyOundivm 

TREASURER 
MtoUrson 

VILLAGE OF WESIVILLE 
401 NORTH STATE STREET 
WESTVAJJE. OUNOIS 618B 

SEPia iBER 26. 1997 

MR- CARMEN GILOTTE 
DK I.F.UW. GATHER & COMPAKT 
i l 3 3 ISTHS STREET N,W, 
WASHINGTON DC 20005 

VILAQE TRUSTEES 

JohnBanen 

U Vsrw <PMMiy'Janidm 

T««n ThomabrenBh 

AlVaealo 

CEN'TRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
Khl D; 
DOCUMENT # MMIKjU^/'y^ 

DEAR MR. Gri-orrE: 

ANSWERS TO THI QOESTIONS OK THE USChOSiX) SHEET. 

1- I T I S CONSISTBJTT TO V I I ^ G E OF WKSTVILLE ZONING ORDINAKCE. 

2 - DOES NOT EFFECT FARMLAND USAGE. 

3 - DOES NOT EFFECT COASTAL ZONE. 

A- AI^TERUATE USE FOR VILLAGE OF WESTVILLE WOULD BE ADVANTAGEOUS lt> 
DSF. AN ALTmiATE ROADWAY. 

VERY TRULT YOCRS 
MAYOR MIKE WEESE 
VILLAGE OF WESrviU.E 

BIRTH PmCE OFMOHT FOOraALL 
STTHOFROSI CkAMElNUS • 'gee 



i to k '-t J rv v-i r» L-^ L 

Tov^TN OF W E S T S E N E C A 

P*»rt. T. CiA«i£ 

BAkiMlA RlHWICXJ 
CHH.sTortM.. r . OsM*w.t, 

CMWSTO»-i.«, P, W A L V K 

September 19. 1997 

Mr. Carmen Crilolie 
DcLcuw, Gather & Company 
1133 15* Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20005 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 

D0CUM£f^r#T^5}^^ 

R«: Surface Transportntion Board Letter of 
Septembers, 1997 to Supervisor Paul Clark 
Regarding Proposed Construction ia Gardcnvilte Junction 

Dear Mr. Gilonc. 

IhiS is to acknowlcdî e receipt of the above letter to Supervisor Clark regarding the 
proposed TBjl Ime segment construction in Gardenvillc Junction and tl.c existing |and-use 
cnvLTonmcnt ol the area (see attached sketch). 

The area is zoned M-2 Manu*^turing, which is r.onsistcm with the proposed 
construcuon. There .s nc prime agiicultur<il lano in Jie immediate =tfea to be e.Tccted. 

If there are any questions on the above, feci Iret to contact me at this office. 

VeryjTlly yours. 

George D. Montz. P.E. 
Town lingineer 

GDM/mJw 

cc. P. Clark - Supervisor 
File 

T-o-NMALt . J » U N < O N K O A D . W « r s . 



Mr. Carmen Gilotte 
DeLeuw, Gather & Company 
1133 15th Stieet, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20005 ' 

Dear Mr. Gilotte: 

As we discussed, the MACOG Senior Stafif reviewed your agency's request for 
information regarding the abandonment of the CSX line known as the South Bend to Dillon 
Junction rail line. 

1. From Pine Station to the St Joseph County line, the rail line is shown as 
a part of the MACOG bikc/pcdcstrian plan. 

2. The City of South Bend is currently reviewing the abandonment as a part 
of an overall plan for the City. Larry Magliozzi, Assistant Director of South 
Bend Planning & Neighborhood Development, should be contacted for their 
inpuL 

3. The line could be used as a multi-purpose rails to tiails type facility that would 
include not only thj bike and pedestrian, but aiso for equestrian users. 

4. Many wetlands are adjacent to the proposed abandonment area. Rail removal 
should mitigate and consider the impact on the wetlands. 

If further infonnation is requested, please feel free to call. I have forwarded your request 
for comments to the City of South Bend. 

SandraM. Seanor 
Executive Director 

SMS:.'?ls 

Micfzuzruz Area Council of Governments . 1120 Connty^ixy Burning . South Bend, IN 46601-18^0 

219/287-1829 219/674^894 FAX 219/287-1840 



lAPORTE COUNIY PLAN COMMISSION 
: Conptai Sth L t j f i 

809 State Street 
LaPorte. Indiana 46350^329 

(21«) 32(k«80S B l 221 «• 21» 
n X : fZia)S26.73«2 

o r n T n . i S^tember25, 1997 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: /cA-^/ay 
D0CUME¥#:^^22J^ ifnj 

Mr. Carmen Gilotte 
DeLeuw, Gather & Company 
1133 15* Street, N W 
Washins^on. DC 20005 

RAYHAMLTON 

RE: Finance Docket No. 33388 
CSX and Norfolk Southem Control and Acquisition - Conrail: 
Agency Consultation on Abandonments 

Dear Mr. Gilotte: 

In reference to a letter .lated August 21", 1997 from the Surface Transportation Board, the 
proposed abandonment of said mentioned rail line will not have any adverse effect on our 
Comprehensive Land Use Planning Map(s). This is not in a coastal zone management area nor 
%vill It adversely efftx;t any prime agricultural land 

I f you have any further question.̂ , you may contact this office at (219) 3?6-6?08, extensions 219, 
221 or418. 

Respectfully, 

Ray Hamilton 
Building Commissioner 

RH/aip 



BENTOM & CALDWELL 

GEORGE WU. HOULT 

PAIGE QROOKS 
cnvcuEm 

CITY OF CHRISMAN 
222 WEST MADISON 

CHRISMAN. ILUNOIS 61924 
(217) 269-2214 

FAX (217) 269-3195 
Homer R. Wolfe, Mayor 

TOU HOULT 

HERSCHELKETCHEM 

KAY WOLFE 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 
REC'D: ^^/^7^JP,. ^ ' 
DOCUMENf # j J / ^ ro^l^ W 

September 1997 

To: Mr. Carmen G x l o t t e 
DeLeuw, Carte r & Company 
1133 l o t h S t r e e t N.W. 
Washington D.C. SiZiBPS 

ftfter review ot the proposed eibandoninent of the C o n r a i l 
l i n e we f i n d t h a t , 

#1. That the land use plan i s c o n e i s t e n t w i t h the proposed 
abandonment. 

#£. There i s no e f f e c t on prime a g r i c u l t u r a l lands (based on 
the attached U.S. Natural Resources Cons,eT~vation 
Services d e f i n i t i o n ) -

#3. There i s no e f f e c t on land or water t^efources w i t h i n a 
designated c o a s t a l zone and i t s consistency w i t h the 
c o a s t a l ?or,e manegement plan. 

#4. The C i t y of Chrisman's plans would be t o designate the 
abandoned r a i l l i n e s t o be used as an access road t o the 
c i t y ' s dump, and a l s o t o be used as h i k i n g and bi.ke 
t r a i 1 . 

Mayor, 

Hooer R. Wolfe 



of TEUUer Hongt 
M I C H I O A M 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE 
REC'D: ./V^7/r,y, 

Septemb^29. 1997 

Mr. Carmen Oiloite 
De/jjuw. Calhfr d Cx}mpa»iy 
1133 15^ Street. N W. 
Washington, IK" 20005 

RK: Fmance Dnckel No iJ iW 
CSX and Norfolk Southern Coiiirol cuid Acquisilion 

Mr. Gilotte: 

After reviewing the mofm atul work descripiwn of the proposed rail line scpneni 
con-ttrvctitm in ihe City of River Tinuge tlociimeiiled tn your commotieation tialed Au^cu-si 
21. i»r/lo Mr. Al Hosdan. Oirertor tjf Planning fur Wayne County we have fotnajihe 
following: 

I The proposed pro jet: t does not conflict with our future comprehensive land-us^; plan 
and map. 

2. The proposed project has no effect on prime ay^iculhiral lands. 

3. lhe proposed project does not impact a Jitsignaied coastal zone. 

However, the City does have serious coiKcrns that increased rail trvffic will further 
aggravate lhe prohUmaiic blocking of pedestrian and vehiailar traffic at the Visger and 
Pleasant Street crossings. 

We appreciate having the of?pcrtunjly to participate in this e^rvirotmental review process. 

renM Armos, 
Community Development Director 



r OFTICE OF THE MAYOR 

City of Alexandria 
'INDIANA-

lAxnes R. Wehsollek 
Mayor 

I N O O O P O K A T G O FGJ»UAItY 4. 1803 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 

October 1. 1997 o O C L M E N T ^ i ^ f e ^ ^ 

Mr. Carmen Gilotte 
DeLeuw, Gather & Company 
1133 15th St. N.W. 
Washington, DC 20005 

Dear Mr. Gilotte, 

We've received notification of the proposed construction project as part of the 
Conrail acquisition. The following are answers to your questions: 

1. The proposed construction will be consistent with local land use. 
2. The proposed construction wLli not have an effect on prime farm land. 
3. There is no effect on the costal zone. 

The City of Alexandria has several concems related to traffic signals at crossings 
within the cit\'. We are presently working with the raihoad company to get these issues 
taken care in order to protect pubUc safety. We appreciate the railroad's attention 
and expect their continued cooperation to make a satisfactory result for everyone. 

Sincerely, 

James R. Wehsollek 
Mayor 

JRW/lk 

V 125 N. Wa>-ne su^ec . Alexandria. Indiana 46O01 
(765J 724-4633 » Fax r7^.^. 724-7373 / 
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C O M M t ^ C M C M C R 1 2 3 S O U T H C T N T R A L A V E N J E 

PARIS. I L U N O I S 6 I 9 A A 

F R A N K C L I N T O N . M A Y O R 

( 2 1 7> 4 6 5 - 7 6 0 1 FAX ( ? l 7 j * 6 & - l 3 0 e 

PAUL H. HDFf 

MAIOOKIE fTHKENBeCK 

Carmen Gilotte 
DeLeuw. Gather & Company 
1133 15th Street, N.W. 
Washmprton, DC 20005 

arrr T*SA£UR£J> 

Thursday, September 18, 1997 

Dear Mr. Gilotte: 

ppr-ri; ̂ '̂̂ 'Nĵ ^TIVE UNIT 
DOCUMENTT^^; ; ;^^^^^ 

The Planning Commission of the City of Paris, Dl.. has received your information 
regarding the proposed abandonment of the present branch line segment of Conrail running 
from north of Pans, DI. to south of Danville, UL, with your request for review and comment. 

The Plan Commission is advisory to the Cit> Council, and administers the cit>'*s Land 
Use 7xDning ordinance, which has jurisdiction for 1.5 miles beyond the city limits. The pro
posed abandonment as indicated on the attached maps appears to begin approximately one 
quarter mile north of the north city limits which are the city-owned property surrounding the 
west lake of Twin Lakes. Th'̂  area under city jurisdiction currently is zone.d R-1 (rural agricul
tural). There are no plans at present for any change in this land use classification, nor is there 
any long-range projection on the master city plan for changes in land use adjacent to the pre
sent rail hne (such as industral zoning.) Since CXS proposes to mainiain service via the branch 
line Irom Paris to Terre Haure, Ind., we have been assured there will be no adverse economic 
effects from the abandonment upon our local industry requiring rail transportation. 

To reply lo your specificic inquiries: 
1) The proposed abandonment would be consistant with the city's comprehensive land 

use plan. 
2) The only affecr on prime farmland use would be the potential for adjoining property 

owners to acquire right-of-way for agricultural purposes. 
3) This is not within a co.stal zone. 
4) The city has been notified that other organizations along the proposed abandonment 

may seek to preserve the section for consideration as a "rails to trails" corridor. Neither the Plan 
Commission nor the Cit>' of Paris have a position on that proposal at this time. 

1 hope rhis presents the information you desire. Please keep the City of Pans advised of 
the abandonment process. 

Sincerely, 

M E M B E R I L L I N O I S L E A G 

Ned Jenison. ^hdSrman, Paris Planning Commission 

e M U N I C I P A L I T I E S 
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UNITED STATES ENVIHONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 , , ^ . , <^ • p a > 1^ K S T A I 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD Lt>( V i H w i M l V l l i r i I M L 
CHICAGO, IL 60604-,3590 

DOCUMENT 

OCT 2 0 1997 REPLV TO THF ATTENTION OF 

B-19J 

Office of the Secretan. 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. N.W 
Washington, D C. 20423-0001 
Aitention: t lainc K Kaiser Chief 
Section of Environmental AnaK sis Environmental Filing 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

Wc have reviewed the Drai\ Environmental and Historical Report for tiie West Central Ohio Port Authority 
(Wcstco) abaiid(>nment of i ls rail line beiueen Milepost No 123 86 at or near Glen Echo and .Milepo.st No. 
129 46 ai the north side of Warder Street in Springfield, a distance ot 5 6 miles in Clark County, Ohio. 

The project wil l rcla\ most of the abandoned track materials in another Wcstco rail line, sellini.' tne remainder 
as scrap. It is expected that the City of Spnnjjfield would acquire the right-of-ua> for use in conjunction with 
sanitap. and storm water sewers and for possible luture transportalion use. 

In accordr.nce with our responsibilities under the National EnMronmentpl Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 
of the Clean .Air Act. w e have re\ lewed the materials pro\ ided to us concerning the subject project Based on 
our re\iew, it appears unlikel> lhal project impleir.entalion will result in any significant adverse impacis on 
the ein ironnienl. AccordingK , our Agenc> docs tioi object to project implementation and the issuance of a 
Finding of No Significant Impact on behalf of the : ibjecl project 

Thank \ ou for the opportunity to review this project I fvou have anv (.juestions. please contact Nancv 
Mugavcro of my stal l at (312) 353-4890. 

Sincerelv. 

Niichael MacMuUen, Mar.ager 
Federal Facilities Program 
Office of Strategic Environmental AiiaKsis 

cc: Thomas McFarland, Jr.. McFarland & ' ennan 

Recycled Rocyrla. -Printed with Vegetable Oil B«sej Inks on 100^ Recycled Paper (40S, Pottconaumeri 
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B&J ^,ACHINE, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

BARA TECHNOLOGIES 

October 16, 1997 

Mr Vernon Williams, Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
STB Financial Docket No 33388 
1925 K Street N.W, 
Washington, D C 20423-0001 

Dear Mr Williams, 

I am in total support of the proposed merger between Norfolk Southem CSX and 
Conrail 

As a developer of properties with railroad accessability, 1 feel this merger would have 
positive results for industry as well as help to preserve our highways so as to allow for 
decreased maintenance costs 

Also as a private citizen using public roads, I think the aggressive approach this merger 
will have in intermodal transportation makes a lot of sense 

REJ/da 

5721 S D IV IS ION A V E N U E G R A N D RAPIDS Ml 49548 
P H O N E (616) 532-1800 - ^AX (616) 53? 5151 



Kimberly-Clark 

DOCUft/iENT 

October 17. IW7 

Office ot Secretarv 
Case (.'onlroi I nil 
Surface I ransportation Board 
1925 K. Street. NW 
Washinmon. DC' 2042.-0001 

Jerome L. Blankenthip 

Corporate Transpclation 

RE; Finance Docket No. .'53388 

Dear Mr Secretarv: 

I am Jerome I.. Biankcnship. V ice President-I ransportation tor Kmiherlv-C ' irk Corporation, k n o w i l l e . 

Tennessee. Kimberlv-Clark is a major consumer p.-oducts and forest products companv wl i i th moves 

substantial iratt'ic tlironeh the Chicago SvsiichinL; Distr.ct 

We have previouslv written a letter supporting the acquisition of Conrail b\ CSXT and Norfolk Southem 
based on our belief that raii competition wi l l be increased in the northeastern I nited States. 

We do have a concern, however, about the present plan with ree; --d to the Chicago Swif .hine District 

My understanding of the situation in thi' Chicago Switching District, should the current plan be approved 
bv the S I B , IS that C S.X I wi l l dispatch and manage the IHB tS .X I alreadv owns the BOC I and wi l l be 
the largest sh ireholder of the Belt Railwa> C ompanv with about 1 > ownership Ihis concentration ot 
power by CSX 1 in Chicago requires close scrutinv bv the S I B lo prevent a situation whereby the current 
neutral switching services proviued bv the I I IB are replaced bv a service dedicated primarilv to satisfving 
tne needs of CSX I 

We understand the Wisconsin Central l td. has proposed acquiring and operating a portion of B O C I 
trackage that, if approved, would mitigate the impact of CSXT domination of switching and serve t ' 
preserve and increase vital rail capacitv in and thr'>ugh the C hicago Switching District. 

We respectlullv request that ihe S I B revievs this issue caretiillv and make decisions thai wi l l enhance the 

abilitv of shippers aiul receivers lo move traflic thriiugh the Chicago Sv\ itching District 

Thank vou lor vour consideration 

Sincerelv. 

.lerome 1 Blankenship 
Vice President. Corporate I ranspi>rlation 

.llr 

cc: Mr. Nick Cieinelli 
Manager Marketing 
W isconsin Central. Ltd. 

Kimberly-Clark Corporation 520 West Summit Hill Dr ve Knoxville. Tennessee 37902 (423)541-7385 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCU^lENT 

NiA(iAkA ( ^ 
I N D L STRI AI Di A I .L(JPMhN ! 

AGHNCY 

October 14. 1997 

The Honorable Vernon A Williams 
Secretarv 
Surface 1 ransportation lioaid 
1925 K Street. \ W 
Washington. DC 2042^0001 

Re STB Finance Docket No .l.i388. CSX Corporation and CSX Tra.isportation. 
Inc , Norfolk Southern ("orporation and Norfolk Southern Railuav 
Companv - ( ontrol and Operating I eases. Agreements ( onrail inc and 
( oiisolidateu Kail ( orporation 

Dear Secretarv Williams 

My name is John R Simon and 1 am the Hxecutive Director of the Niagara County 
Industrial Development Agency Mv business address is 2055 Niagara Falls Boulevard, 
Suite One. Niagara Falls. New > ork 14v()4 

The purpose of this letter is to suppon the position advanced by the Erie-Niagara Rail 
Steering Committee in the above proceeding The Niagara County Industrial 
Development Agencv is a not-for-profit pubiic benefit corporation vshose primarv goal is 
lo encourage industrial guivvth and expansion in Niagara County Our county has a 
population ol"approximately 22(),()U() and is bordered by Lake Ontario to the noiih and 
the Niagara River to the west Niagara Countv has historicallv had ? heavv industrial 
based eccnomy, which has relied upon rail shipping for its economic viability 

The proposal of CSX and Norfolk Southern to acquire Conrail will harm shippers 
dependent upon rail service in the greater ButValo Niagara region and should not be 
approved as currentlv pioposod Shippers in this area will onlv have access to a single 
rail cairiei, while their competitors in Detroit. Philadelphia and Northem New Jersey are 
proposed to obtain access to more than one carrier fhis puts our shippers in the greater 
ButTalo and Niagara area at a disadvantage because thev will not be able to obtain 
leasonable and cimipetitive transportation rates, wh e their competitor> will 

The STB has a duty to protect the interest of shippers located in W estern New ^'ork Our 
Agencv str >ngly urges the Board to grant the relief requested bv the Frie-Niagara Rail 
Steerinu ( onimittec 

l-iiHili ' 1 llic • Nuigal . i 1 

.S-,SII.-SUB : i o 2')H-S(t.^.> • h i l l 



Hon Vernon A Williams 
Page 2 
Oĉ tober 14, 1997 

I. John R Simon, declare under penaltv of perjury thai the foregoing is tnie and correct 
and that I am qualified and authorized to file this letter on behalf of the Niagara County 
Industrial Development Agencv Executed on this 14"' day of October, 1997 

SincereK, 

fohn R Simon 
Executive Director 

Cc DI Ron ( oan, I xecutive Director. IX IDA 
Samuel Ferraro, Director. Planning. IXnelopment and l ourism 
Scott Whitbeck, Niauara Business .Alliance 
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WARREN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
LORiA D WILLIAMS. COUN'V MANAGER 

P O BOX 619 

WARRENTON. NORTH CAROLINA 27589 

ENVIRONMENT 
DOCUMENT 

James D HoMoway Cnalrman 
Harry M Will iams. I l l , V-C^*lr^nan 
Cl in ton 0 Alston 
Jamrs W Byrd 
Glen A Bichardson 

Glor ia M Ednionds. 
Clerh to Ihe Board 
Telepnone (919) 257- : i15 
Fax (919) 257.5971 

October 9, 1997 

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

Attn Elaine K Kaiser. Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis - Env ironmental Filing 

Subject Environmental Impact Statement-Northern Souihern/CSX/'CONRAlL 

The County Commissioners of Warren County, North Carolina, appreciate the 
opportunity to have an input to the subject study 

For some time we have heard from informal sources that CSX might soon consider the 
rebuilding of their line in our county from the Tow n of Norlina northw ard to Richmond 
Justification for their consideration seemingly is the overciowded conditions on their 
existing lines In etVect, an acciden' ju.st waiting to happen 

While we realize that CSX's acquisition of a part of the CONRAIL system may relieve 
some of the overcrowding, the acquisition w ill also mean more trains running on existing 
lines This new structureVill give CSX greater opportunity to connect with Great 
Lakes/Midwest regions and possibly aHliirds the BaltimoreAVashington area of being a 
hub throuuh which additional shipping will be made south through North Carolina along 
the .Atlantic Coa.st 

This acquisition process does nothing to relieve the already recognized overcrowding of 
the existing CSX line In fact as we note, it may exacerbate the existing situation Thus 
as your analysis examines the existing line between South Richmond and Weldon, NC, we 
would requesi that >ou look at tlic riTbuiluiiig of the Noiliiia to Riclimond line as a way to 
provide relief to the one existing north-south line through eastern North Carolina and the 
direct route it provides betweeiT the northern hubs and the grow ing economy of the 
Southeast 

Sincerely, 

I James D Hollo w ay / / 
Chairman 

JDH/ak 
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The Greater Cleveland 
Regional Transit Authority 

1240 West 6lh Street 
Cleveland, Ohio 441l3 l,'i3l 

Phone 216 566-5100 

EN V i R 0 H ?/«E r̂ T AL 
DOCUMENT 

October 17, 1997 

Mrs. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Environmental Filing 
Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Oonket #3,'̂ 38B 
1925 K Street, N. W 
Washington, D C, 20423-0001 

Dear Mrs Kaiser: 

The Greater Cleveland Regional Transit Authority (GCRTA) wishes to comment 
on Impacts in response to STB Finance Docket 33388 Control and Operating 
Leases/Agreements with Conrail 

The GCRTA believes that the implementation of commuter rail services in the 
Northeast Ohio Region can have import:int environmental, transportation, and 
other benefits. The GCRTA Long-Range Plan, in fact, identifies five potential 
routes of interest. 

The GCRTA has attempted to work with all three existing major railroads to plan 
and consider such services. For example, GCRTA and the State of Ohio, 
collaborated with Norfolk Southern (NS) in 1985 on a 6-week commuter rail 
demonstration between Cleveland, Euclid, and Mentor, Ohio, which earned 
passengers daily over NS main trackage. For several reasons, permanent 
service has not yet been implemented, but the GCRTA wishes to preserve this 
future ability The orooosed control and ooeration of Conrail trackage by NS and 
CSX will involve significant re-routing of rail traffic in Northeast Ohio. This will 
have major impacts on this ability to provide commuter rail service. 

In conjunction with numerous local public entities, GCRTA and Metro Regional 
Transit Authority are involved in a continuing detailed consideration of the 
development of commuter rail ".ervice between Canton, Akron, Hudson, and 
Cleveland A ke> segment of t iis route is beiween Cleveland and Hudson, Ohio, 
and ? rederal earmark of $2,0 million has been granted to Ohio for further study 
of this corridor. 



ivm 
Elaine K. Kaiser 
October 17, 1997 
Page 2 

The GCRTA hereby requests that tne approval of the joint application be 
contingent on NS and CSX negotiation in good faith as this planning effort 
proceeds 

More specifically, the GCRTA supports Metro Regional Transit Authority's 
request for conditional operating rights on mam trackage now owned by Conraii 
between Cleveland and Hudson, Ohio. 

Ronald J Tober 
General Manager 
Secretary-Treasurer 

RJT dy 
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K o r t h Cnro l inn (l'")rncral Assc i i tb ly 

JiouBc of Ivrprrsrntntiurs 

^tJttr lUrî ialnttbr iyu l̂̂ tn^^ 

lvaU•'t̂ ll >rriiii-m96 
R E P R E S E N T A T I V E C H A R L E S B U C H A N A N 

4 6 T M D I S T R I C T 

O F F I C E A D D R E S S 

T C L E P M O N t 

HOME A D D R E S S 

L E G I S L A T I V E OFFICE BlJIL,.^tNG R M 5 3 6 

R A L E I G H N C i 7 6 0 l 1 0 9 6 

( 9 1 9 1 7 3 3 5 8 2 5 

i 9 1 9 i 7 1 5 7 5 8 6 F A X 

ROUTE 1 , B o x ? 7 3 

G R E E N M O O N T « l f < . N C 2 8 7 4 0 

OFFICE: O I I I I F : S F X R E T A R Y 

Case C tintrol ('nit 
F I N A N C F ; D 0 C K I ; T N O . .13.>88 

Surface I ransportation Board 
1̂ )25 K. Street. NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

August 15. 1W7 

C O M M I T T S r t : 

TRANSPOR TATION. C H A I R M A N 

A G R I C ) L T U R E 

F I N A N C E 

SUSCOMMITTF E ON LOCAL FINANCE 
L O C A L a R E G I O N A L G O V E R N M E N T I 

S T A T E G O V E R N M E N T 

S u a M I L I T A R Y V E T E R A N S A N D 

I N D I A N A F F A I R S 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

A U N: I;iaine K, Kaiser 
Chief. Sectio:; ol l-.n\ironmental ,\nai\sis 
Hnvironmcnlal Filing 

Dear Mrs Kaiser; 

Thank you for the opportunity to offer input iiitii the proposed acquisilion of Conrail b\ 
CSX and Norfolk-Southern Railroads, CSX and Norfolk-Southern mo\c a tremendous 
amount of freight across North Carolina c\er\ day. including thousands of tons o\' 
ha/aidous materials, .Any a.spcci of this merger that has an impact on the o\erall .salcl\ of 
the operations of CSX and Norfolk-Southern vvill lia\e a significant effect on our 
cn\ iroiimcnt. 

I consider it appropriate 'hat in this merger, as in others. appro\ al should be ci^nditioned 
on various safety-oriented conditions as well as on conipliance with all applicable I R,\ 
rules and regulation^ in conducting raii ope aiions on the merged svstem. Preliminary 
findings from the UP SF transaction raise concerns about the difficulties inherent in 
ensuring high lev els of safety as operations the si/e of Norfolk-Southern. CS.X and 
v'oniail ur: combined. 

In any consolidation, once the requisite approval has been granted, the applicants 
nr.derstandahlv wish lo realize the <.M"tlciencies projected in their operating plan as soon as 
possible. 1 lowev er. this goal cannot be reached at the expense of maintaining a safe 
railroad, particularly when the transaction co' three rail s\stems as extensive as those 
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August 15. 1997 

of CSX. Norfolk-Southern, and Conrail, It is imperative that there be a fundamental 
commitment to safety throughout the.se new entities, with unified safety plans and 
programs over these systems. Integration of operations and services should proceed only 
when management is confident that safe and uniform operating practices have been 
implemented. 

Thi s merger ' ,i particular presents additional safety challenges because of three major 
railroads in\ ol\ed instead of the Ivpical two l ull integration i>f so much trackage into 
the neu systems must be accompanied by etmsistent and \\ell-understood s, tet> practices 
and programs in the interest of an accident-free environment, 

\\"\[h respect to hours-of-service for train crews, excessive work hours and'or the 
continuous loss of rest for crews in their olf-d rty p>.'riods can profoundK affect their 
pertbrmance and judgmen*. vvith attendant sa.'ety risks. Although the directional traffic 
Hows promoted by applicants do seem to p.omise real efficiencies, the manner in which 
they are implemented may affect safelv. for example, on crew districts without initial or 
final release points, crews can be required to •\Himmute"" significant distances from one 
point to another, which can contribute significantlv to employ ee fatigue and jeopardize 
safe operations. I his raises .serious concerns about safet\. 

We also have a concern about the sanitation system used in the c)peralions of Norlolk-
Southcin. It is my understanding that Norfolk-Southern requires ils operaiing crews to 
use a " Drv -1 lopper" system for a toilet. I his causes human waste to be depi>sited in a 
plastic bag. I hese bags of human waste have been discarded aK>ng the right-of-way of 
Norfolk-Southern all over North Carolina and the southeast. 1 would hope lhal an\ 
approv al of this ti ansaction would be contingent on correction ol this major 
en\ ironmental concern. 

I he need for a safe svstcni should increa.se the intensilv of review within the merging 
carriers. I he safety of operations on the new railroads is of f)aramount concern 
Troubling incidents have occurred on I'P'SP that warrant an investigation in order to 
determine the full extent ol possible problems associated with the iraivsaLiion 
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Please call on me if I may offer additional infonnation. We appreciate the opportunity to 
participate. 

Sincerely yours. 

"̂4 
BuchWan. Chairman 

House fransportation Committee 

CFB:sp 
CC: Sen. Larry Shaw. Chairman 

Senate Transportation Committee 
605 FOB 

Sen. Futher Jordan. Chairman 
Sen. .'Xpprop. - I ransportation Committee 
407 FOB 



STB FD 33388 8-19-97 CITIES 



BOROUGH G F M O N A C A 
9 2 8 P E N N S T L V A N I A AVENUE 

M O N A C A PENNSYLVANIA 1 5 0 6 1 

B t A v t - ^ C 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Aui!u.st \A. 1997 

Office of the Secretarv 
Case Control Unit 
FinanceDocketNo ?3.̂ 8̂  
.Surlace 1 ransportation Board 
1925 K Street N W 
Washinuton. D C 20423-0001 

OFFICt 
BOROl-iGH J:. •• 

THOMAS A STONE!^ 
775 9600 

Attn: HIaine K Kaiser 
Chief. Section of Fnvironmental Analysis 
F,nvironmental Filing 

Dear Ms Kaiser 

1 am in receipt of vour letter dated .luly 28. 1997. in reference to the proposed 
acquisition of Conrail Inc bv CSX and Norlolk Southem Railway 

This letter is being wntten on behalf of the Borough of Monaca. located in 
Beaver Court). Pennsylvania Our concerns regarding the proposed merger, centers 
basically around lhe potential of increased rail tratTic through our Community We 
presentiv have (11 one crossing consisting of a (3) three rail spur that is located 
directly through the center of our Community We have experienced traffic con-
gestk>n in this area over the years r<nd al.so continued deterioration of the 
crossing The crossing is a m.iior artery , betvveen JowntowTi Monaca and what 
IS referred to as Monaca Heights It should be noted that the majority of the 
population of Monaca Borough, is located within the Heights area, while 
emergencv response vehicles are located m the Downtown area Thus, anv 
mcrease in rail tratTic through this area, will result in the ptnenlial tor 
unnecessary delavs in response times bv emergencv vehicles. 



Page 

1 respectfully ask. that our concems and comments, be made part of your 
review prwess and that thev be given serious consideration. 

Should additional information be required, plea.se contact me at vour 
convenience 

Sincerelv. 

lhoma> A Stoner 
Borouuh Manager 
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REPLY ' O 
ATTENTION OF; 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
VICKSSURG OlSTfl CT, CORPS OF ENQINF.ERS 

«155 CLAY STREET 
VICKSBURQ, MISSISSIPPI 39180-3436 

August 11, 1997 

Operations D i v i s i o n 
Regulatory 

SUBJECT: Departitient of the Army Regulatory Requirements 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Comments on Finance 
Docket No, 3 3 388 

Ms. Elaine K. P:aiser 
O f f i c e of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Chief Section of Environmental 
STB Finance Docket No. 3 3 3«S 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Ana.'.ysis ENVIROî iy£NfAL 
DOCUMENT 

I r e f e r to your l e t t e r requesting our review and comments 
concerning che subject Docket. 

We have reviewed the project f o r possible regulatory 
requirements pursuant to Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act 
and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Based upon the 
information provided, we have determined that a Department of the 
Army Section 10/404 permit w i l l not be required f o r the proposal, 
since there w i l l be no impacts or changes along the r a i l l i n e 
segment located w i t h i n the geographical boundaries of the 
Vicksburg D i s t r i c t Corps of Engineers (Pearl River Basin i n 
M i s s i s s i p p i ) . We have noted however that the e x i s t i n g r a i l l i n e 
crosses at least two navigable r i v e r s (Pearl River and Bogue 
Chit t o River) and numerous other streams. These streams and 
t h e i r adjacent wetlands are subject to regulation under the 
provisions of one or both of the Federal laws c i t e d above. Any 
fut u r e modifications to the e x i s t i n g l i n e or new construction 
i n v o l v i n g the deposition of dredged f o r f i l l material i n wetlands 
or other waters of Lhe United States should be coordinated w i t h 
t h i s o f f i c e f o r a determinatiDn of Department of the Army 
regulatory requirements p r i o r to beginning work. 

This determination of permit requirements i s applicable f o r a 
period not to exceed 5 years from the date of t h i s l e t t e r unless 
superseded by law or legu., a t i o n . I f the proposed work i s not 
com.pleted by t h i s time, you should contact t h i s o f f i c e f o r a 
roevaluation of permit requirements and reference No. 
LNH-97001019G when submitting the information. 

Printsd on 0 Recycled Papef 



This determination of Department of the Army regulatory 
requirements does not convey any property r i g h t s , e i t h e r i n real 
estate or material or any exclusive p r i v i l e g e s , and does not 
authorize any i n j u r y to property or invasion of r i g h t s or l o c a l 
laws or regulations, or obviate the requirement to obtain State 
or l o c a l assent required by law f o r the a c t i v i t y discussed 
herein. 

Thank you t o r advising us of your plans. I f we may be of 
f u r t h e r assistance i n t h i s matter, please contact Mr. Larry 
Harper, telephone (601) 631-5290, fax (601) 631-5459 or e-mail 
address: regulatoryfemvkOl.usace.army.mil. 

any 

Sincerely. 

'Kenneth P. Mosley\ 
Chief, Enforcement Section 
Regulatory Branch 


