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Dear Ms Kaiser. D O C U M E N T T 

I am a esident of Wellington, Ob:o and am writing you to express my concern 
about how my village wil! be adversoly affected by the increased t ^ trafnc ifthe ' 
CSX/Conrail merger goes through. ^ ^ 

According to a CSX representative, the crossings m Wellington are the btviest ^^ff 30 j 
aiong the proposed new route on which we are located Yet CSX plans to do notiwig to M^^I^^H '̂ ^ 
alleviate the trafiBc problems we will mcur when we have a 400% increase m traiir ' 
traffic. We need a grade separatioa, probably m the fbrm of an underpass. Our safety^ 
and the safety ofour ciuldren is at stake. We have a volunteer fire department, whicfa 
would be greatly hampered in responding to emergencies widi the increased train 
trafBc. We have schools on both sides ofthe tracks and btises which already have 
trouble getting across the tracks to get the children to school and back home on time. 

Please, ap the only agency with the authonty to reqmre CSX to build a grade 
separation, I ask you on behaif of our town to help us. 

Sincerely, 
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February 6, 1998 

T'mas I Hdpkins 
iJirecUir 

(804» 698-4000 
1 -800-592-5482 

O f f i c e of t he S e c r e t a r y 
Case C o n t r o l U n i t 
F i n a n c e Docket Number 33388 
S u r f a c e T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
1925 K S t r e e t , N.W, 
W a s h i n g t o n , D.C. 20423-0001 

A t - t e n t i o n : E l a i n e K. Kaiser 
E n v i r o n m e n t a l P r o j e c t D i r e c t o r 
E n v i r o n m e n t a l F i l i n g 

PE: D r a f t Envi ronmenta ] Impact Statement on Proposed C o n r a i l 
A c q u i s i t i o n 

D e a r Ms. K a i s e r : 

The Depar tment of Environmenta l Q u a l i t y (DEQ) i s r e s p o n s i b l e 
f o r c o o r d i n a t i n g V i r g i n i a ' s r ev iew o f t e d e r a l env i ronmen ta l 
documents and r e spond ing t o the a p p r o p r i a t e o f f i c i a l s on b e h a l f 
o f t h e Commonwealth. I n t h i s i n s t a n c e ; however, the DEIS was n o t 
d i s t r i b u t e d by DEQ, but was sent d i r e c t l y t o the a p p r o p r i a t e 
a o e n c i e s by t h e p roponent . The Commonwealth of V i r g i n i a Agenc ies 
may respond d i r e c t l y . The f o l l o w i n g are the comments o f DEQ. 

The proposed p r o j e c t i s the r e s u l t i n g ope ra t i ons o f t h e 
a s s e t s of t h e a c q u i s i t i o n of C o n r a i l by CSX and N o r f o l k Sou the rn 
(NS) . Under t h e p r o p o s a l , the e x i s t i n g CSX and NS systems wou ld 
be expanded and would s u b s t i t u t e two competing r a i l r o a d s f o r t h e 
e x i s t i n g C o n r a i l system i n the N o r t h e a s t ( i n c l u d i n g V i r g i n i a ) and 
u p p e r Midwest . 

The DEQ o f f e r s the f o l l o w i n g comments and recommendations: 

1. A i r Q u a l i t y . DEQ's O f f i c e o f A i r Data A n a l y s i s o f f e r s 
t h e f o l l o w i n g conments: 

An .4genc\ of the Salural Resources Secretariat 
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• The rerouting and realignment of f r e i g h t t r a i n 
operations i n V i r g i n i a by the CSX and NS ra i l r o a d s are 
.nticipated t o pose a noticeable a i r q u a l i t y impact 
l o c a l l y and r e g i o n a l l y w i t h i r V i r g i n i a ; 

• A demonstration of conform.Lty t o the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) i s required of a federal 
action occurring i n an ozone nonattainment area (Clean 
A i r Act Amendments ->f 1990, Section 176(c), 40 CFR, 
Parts 6,51 and 93) regardless of the screening c r i t e r i a 
established f o r t h i s DEIS; and 

• For s p e c i f i c d e t a i l s please r e f e r t o the attached 
February 6, 1998, memo from Dona Huang. 

Please continue t o work with Dona Huang, DEQ's Office of A i r 
Data Analysis, concerning the demonstration of conformity. She 
can be reached at (804) 698-4405, 

2. Federal Consistency C e r t i f i c a t i o n . Pursuant t o the 
Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as amended, the proposed 
a c t i v i t i e s must be operated and constructed i n a manner which i s 
consistent with the V i r g i n i a Coastal Resources Management Program 
(VCRMP). I n t h i s regard, the proponents must receive a l l 
applicable permits and approvals i i s t e d under the Enforceable 
Programs of the VCRMP (Attached). 

Thank you f o r the opportunity t o comment on the DEIS f o r the 
proposed a c t i v i t y . The comments of the reviewing agency are 
attached f o r your review and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Michael P. Murphy 
Customer Service Director 

Attachments 

cc: Dona Huang, DEQ-Air 
Curt Linderman, DEQ-PRO 
Sheri Kattan, DEQ-TRO 
Al i^aubscher, DEQ-NRO 
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DEPARTMENT OK ENV IRONMENTAL QLALITY 

OI I K / Oi- MH D ) l i ( \ . \ I . )S IS 

M F M O R A N D l M 

T O : I homas l c l vc \ . Ot t ice o f }-.n\ironmenial Impaci Review 

I R O M : Dona Huang. Senior l :n\ i ronmenial l,ngi:ieer( 

S U B J I X ' 1: Draft r.nvironmcntal Impact Statement on the i'roposed Conrail Acquis i l ion 

D A I 1.: 1 ebruar\ 6. 1998 

i hank \ o u for the opporiuniiN to rev iew the reterenced subiect. The Oft ice o f .'\ir Data 

AnalNsis \ \ t )uld like lo make several commenis regarding the project. 

1. The rerouting and realignment o f freighi ti un operations in Vi rg in ia, hy ihe CS.X and 

Nor lo l k Soulhern (NS) railroads as a result o f the joihi acquisition o f Conrail ser\ices. are 

anticipaled to pose a i: niceable air qua l i l \ impact localK and regionally u ithin X'irginia. 

Theretore the impact must be addressed on t u o liers. 1 he significant pt)rtio:i o f l h e impact, as 

detined b\ the sludy. occurs along t u o slate designaled Class 1 areas and a federally designated 

senous o/one nonattainment area. 

2. Vor the regional l c \c l anaU sis. the iurisdictions bordering or containing the Class 1 areas 

should be addressed as one rcii ion in order to capture the overall benellls and disbenellts ol the 

project to the ( lass ! areas. I he issues o f ha/c. o/one. acid rain depi»situ>n and nitrogen oxides 

affect ing the Class I areas are not restricted get)graphicall\ to jurisdictions pro.vimal to the Class 

1 areas. I ransport processes, and the formation ot o/one and acid rain occuring upu ind from the 

impacted areas must be considered. I heretore. thc evaluation o f emissions saved from truck 

diversions should be accounted for on a regional level and not on the jurisdictional level uhere 

interstale highwav s such as i-Sl are locateil lor truck diversion analv sis. 

s I iouever on the local level, vvhere rail segmenls come vvithin 10 K m o f a Class 1 area, 

consideration should be made to m m i m i / c at-gr»ide crossing delav. noise, and fugit ive emissist)ns 

lo avoid impacting local air qualitv and vista. , \s proiecl spi>nsor is auare. the prevention ot' 

Mgnitlcant deterioration (PSD) standard to ra slationarv source locaied wi th in l o KLm o f a Class I 

area is equal to or greater than one microgram per cubu meter (1 ug ni ) per 24 hour penod 

4 im i ss i on impact to iurisdict ions located in the nonhern X'irginia serious o/one 



nonattainment area should be evaluated togelher as a region. . \ demonstration o f conformitv to 

the State Implementation i ' lan (S i i ' i is required o f a federal action occurring in an ozone 

nonattainment area (Clean A i r .Act .Amendments ot 1990. Sect. 176(c): 40 C l R. Parts 6. 51 . and 

93) regardless o f t h e screening criteria established lor this ITS. .Any netting ol emission impact 

should include benellls and disbenellts th)m rail operation, truck div ersion, vehicular at-grade 

crossing delay, intermodai terminal operation, rai lvard operalion. impact to passenger rail 

serv ices and ridership capacity, etc. 

5. Because ot lhe nature o f t h e impaci f rom the proposed project to the transportation 

ccnnmunilv. it is imponant that the emission henellts fn)m truck \ ^MT removal and eriiission 

disbenellts Irom at-giade crossing delav be related to the metropolitan planning organi/at ion 

(MPO) for the area 1 he information should be shared with the MPO to facilitate the regional 

transportation contormitv determination. It should be noted lhat the transportation aspect o f a 

tederal action must he found conforming bv the transportation conformitv determination proce.ss 

(40 Cl R s l 85^>(a)) 

6. l o r the local level impact, a local i /ed hot-spot analysis should be performed for areas 

experiencing addit ional at-grade crossing delav and for intermodai or railyard facii it ies 

experiencmg addit ional operation. 

7. It is also necessarv to re-e\aluate the emissions from rai! operations occurring in the 

Richmond and the Hampton Roads o/one maintenance areas under lhe general conlronnlv 

contexi regardless ol this I.IS screening criteria. 

8. IMease explain u l r - the impact to the port activities in Hampton Roads was helow the 

screening threshold when in l.ict Seel. .s-\ A.2 indicated thai the •"...Monogahela coal l lelds o\' 

uesle "ennsv Ivania would a. ' anoiher source o f coa l tratfic for the CSX-scrved export docks 

at Nevs,.> . \ e u s . and \S-scrvL '\porX docks at Nor to lk . " 

9 W ith respeci to thc emission analyses on vehicular at-grade crossing deiav. this off ice 

would like to suggest strengthening the analv ses lo retlect delav experienced during the summer 

o/one peak-luHir period 1 hc various delay indicators were evalualed as an annual daily average 

occurence On thc local levcl. during tavorable o/one t'orming summer conditioii.s. even 

acceptable increase m vehicular deiav (according to the studv ) at an at-grade crossing mav 

contribute to the alreadv aggrevated air qualitv condit ion, f urthcnno.e. in our scoping 

comments, ue indicated lhat certain at-grade crossings at the I'rincc Wi l l iams Countv and 

Manassas Citv have alreadv experienced unacceplabic congestion and delay during the peak 

commuting hours due to train crossings, and the X'irginia Department o[' 1 ransportation has 

begun iooking into pc^ssible solutuMts to thi.s problem How are the existing unacceptable 

crossing delavs incorporated into and rellected i i i thi,; study'.' 

10. Ple.isc explain the rationale and maihemalical equation used in the estimation ot'the 

• A\er.igc Delav (or All X ehicles" in page i. - l ? iiased on the equation, the units do not uork 

oin Correcllv Please explain the use of conv ersion factor •"24" - number o l hours per dav lo be 

divided bv conversion laclor "1440" - number o f minutes per day. Please explain why the 



spreadsheet exhibited in 1 able 5-VA-7 contains units lor ".Average I3elay per Vehicle (Ail 
Vehicles) as "sec veh" whereas the aforementioned equation provides units of ""min veh". 

i i i'iease expiain why the mathematical equation uscd to evaluate thc •"Number of Vehicles 
Delav ed Per Dav " did not incorporate the same assumptions used by the ".Maximum X'ehicie 
Oueue " equation to address peak-hour traffic. 

12. Pease explain the derivation of factor ••0.08.'?3" in the "Av erage Delay for All Vehicies" 
equation and iiow peak-hour traftlc was weighted. 

13. I he Department would like lo suggest ihat the train speed and train length dala used in 
the at-grade crossing studies be relleclive ofthe peak-hour trafllc scenario. I his refers the 
average train speed and length al the at-graue crossing encountered during peak hours. Our 
expenence uith certain iocal crossings suggests that the train speed and length commuting 
encountered during peak-commuting iiours uere much sK)uer and longer, respectivelv. 

14. .As indicated in lahle 4-17. there are additional N'S and CS.X estimated truck diversion 
emissiitns occurnng in junsdictions nol included in the netting analvses as uell as iurisdictions 
allected bv truck diversion. I hereiore. the net adiusted slale lotal lor X'irginia is a reduclit)n of 
647 ions per vear of NO, vs a gain of 800 tons per vear from the netting analvses. 
I nlortuiiatelv . the adjusted state total did not include NO^ grouth from jurisdictions that were 
determined lo be belou the scieeiimg threshold. It uould be henellcial to prepare a summarv 
table of NO^ emissions from ali jurisdictions allected b> tins proiect. 

1 r̂ . leased on the argument abcn e. Table 4-17 is not a comprehensiv e summarv of eslimaled 
NOv emissions changes in the Nortiieast O/one iransport Region (OI R) 

16 Please prov ide the CS.X aiu: NS truck diversion data (if possible, bv iurisdictii>n) for our 
information and emission inventorv tracking purposes. .As indicated in the document, there is 
potential double counting of truck divcision bv CSX and NS. plea.se provide some information 
on the magnitude ol this potential 

11 vou or the project sponsor has am quesiions regarding these comments, please leel Iree 
lo call me at (804) (,*)K-440s. 

cc: Kiril Chaudhari. Direcior. OUicc of .\ir Dala Analvsis 
Mike Clifford. MW C'OCI Tr.uispi>rt.iiio!i ()f!ice 
Dan 1 vsev. RRPDC . Diiector i^f Transportation Planning 
.!oe \ insli. CRl'DC. .' ransportation i'lanning 
Dwight 1 armet. 1IRRPDC . Transportation I'lanning 
Oreg Clavtoii. Director. DIQ Northeni Regional Office 
Hr.idlev ( fievMimg. Diiector. Dl C) X'ailev ReguHial Office 
iom llendersiMi. Directoi. Dl O Wcsi e eniial Regional Ofllce 
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D E P A R T M E N T O F T R A N S P O 

Phiim "Ol "UH-lhiHl l.i\ 1--1I1 ;jH ihin 

February 5, 1998 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington DC 2043-0001 

DOCUfvlENT 

Attention: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

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

The Cobb Counly Department of Transportation (Cobb DOT) has reviewed the documentation 

regarding the Draft Environmenta! Impact Statement for the Proposed Acquisition of Conraii by 

Norfolk Southem Railroad and CSX Railroad. Even thcigh the information presented in all five 

volumes were perused, the following comments are referenced t̂  Volume 3A, Chapter 5: Sta'e 

Settings, Impacts and Proposed Mitigation, Introduction, Alabama to Missouri, specifically 

Section 5-GA GEORGIA 1997. 

5-GA.5 CEOkGIA SAFETY: RAIL TRANSPORT OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

This section evaluated the increase of potential effects to trains transporting hazardous material, 
however, insufficient data existed for reviewing thc evaluation of the increase in accident 
potential at rail/highway crcssings for trucks transponing hazardous inaterials. 

The Preliminary Mitigation Recommendation addressed requiring CSX to bring the rail line 
segments into compliance with AAR key routes st.-̂ ndards and practices. Cobb DOT would 
request that it is iterated that these improvements aiso inciude the highway/î ail ai-grade 
crossings. 

Biuirdn'C iimmii.i.uint'ry 
C IUSIHS\D0BHY\ WflCSXBS 02B 

^n Aquj/ OpfK.rlunili. [mpl i i . e r 

f ' l nU 'd on receded p j / x r 
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5-GA.7.2 Summary of Potential Effects and Preliminary Reconunended Mitigation 

The analysis of highway/rail at-grade crossings indicated there would be no significant effect on 
vehicle delay. Cobb DOT wouid request further evaluation to validate the analysis specifically 
at crossings within the incorporated cities of Austell, Kennesaw, and Marielta as weli as in 
Vinings which is a dense residential, office, and commercial area. 

5-GA.10.1 Proposed Activities 
Wavside Noise Effects 

Noise barriers mentioned include earth berms and walls. Cobb DOT would request 
consideration of tree plantings, possibly off right-of-way, where possible in areas adjacent to 
residential communities. 

Cobb DOT appreciates the opportunity to offer the comments regarding the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement. Please contact me at the address above or at (770) 528-1664 if you have any 
questions or require additional information. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel B. Dobry, Jr., P.E. 
Deputy Director 

oc: David Hankerson, County Manager 
James M. Croy, P.E., Director 
Rob Ho.sack, AICP, Planning Division 
Beverly Rhea, ARC 

G lUSfHSiDOBPY\WP\CSXCIS Oil 
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tOMMKSSIONERS 

DuiHic ^ Fchcr 
1 (Roriic Oislel 
Roben i Bogfis 

Brian Condron 
Adniinisfrator 

Jiiiic C h c ' c i i i 

( \aV of t l i c r . < , i r d 

^sl|talTuhi (£nuntrr Cnnmnssioners 
sl .fcfU'ison Streei 
,1)11, Ohio 44047 

F.AX 216/576-2^44 

Wf0>i' 9 * ^ 1 ^ • ^(^WY^I 

Januan 26. 1998 

Ms Inline Kai.icr 
1 nvironmental Projcci Director 
Section of Environmental \niilysis 
Suriace franspoiLition Board 
1925 K Street. NW 
Washington. IX" 2(>42.̂ ()(»01 

Dear Ms Kaiscr; 

Ihis letter is pmsuant to ilie atld^hs-il concsponden>.c .̂on^ennng .A^hia Chemicals .Ashta 
C hemicals has indieated that if rccipio^.jl switching is gianted. the> eould reduee lheir annual 
Ireight vost.s by S5f)().()(Ki to Sl(H).')()(i 

.\shta has met with holii' S\ ..rui Xorfolk Soutiiem regaiding our conc.Tns over increased 
transportation eosts amJ Jclax s m tr.inMi nmes 

I would appieciale il il small husiness concerns liî e ,A.shta could be afforded a fair 
opportunity to not be adveiseis impacted by the propcjsed ( onrail acquisilion. 

Sincerelv. 

EN V inUi^i^vk i A L 
DOCUMENT 

. \S in ABI TA COI N !>» (OMMISSIONKR 

Duane S l ehcr 



SURFACE TRANSPOKTAriow BOAJ?D 

WasLington, DC 20423 

.Section of Environmental .Analysis 

December 19. 1997 

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

Dear Interested Parties 

Recentiy. the Surface Transportation Board's Section of Environmental Analvsis (SE.A) 
sent you the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Proposed .Acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southern Railroad and CSX Railroa.: SE.A wants to (1) correct tuo dates in 
the procedural schedule included in the Draft EIS and (2) clanfy that the Draft EIS is compnsed 
of a separate Executive Summary and six voiumes of text These six voiumes are di\ ided into 
nine separate books 

Specificaily. the procedural schedule included in the Executive Summarv (Table ES-1. 
pp ES-7 to ES-8) and in Chapter 1 (Table 1-1. p 1-9) of the Draft EIS mcorrectly states the due 
dates for filing rebuttals in support of Inconsistent and Responsive .Applications and for 
submitting briefs to the Board The :orreci due dates are (1) Januar> 14. 1998 tor the filing of 
rebuttals in suppon of Inconsistent and Responsive Applications and (2) February 23. 1998 for 
all parties to submit bnefs A corrected copy of the Board's entire Procedural Schedule is 
enclosed with this letter 

SE.A welcomes written comments on all aspecis of the Draft EIS as weli as suggestions 
on mitigation measures to address potential en\ ironmental impacts that couid result from the 
Proposed Conrail .Acquisition As noted in the Draft EIS. all comments must be submmed bv 
February 2. 1998 

Ifyou have an> questions about the Board's Procedural Schedule or would iike 
additional information about the environmentai review process, piease call SE.A's toll-free 
Environmentai Hotline at 1-888-869-1997. or visit our website at 
hltp: MMM. conrailmer};er com 

Sincerely yours. 

. 1 ^ 

Elaine K Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Section of Environmental .Analvsis 

Enclosure 



Board's Procedural Schedule and SI A's Environmental Review 

D.\Y .ACTION DATE 

•Applicants filed Preliminar\ I.rmronmental Report uith SL.A Ma> 16. I W -

Ua> 1 •Applicants filed .Application and Lnv ironmental Report June 23. IQt̂ " 

Fioard issued Notice of Inteni to Prepare an Ln\ ironmental Impact 
Statement and Scopint; Notice 

JuK ^. ! W 

Public and govemmeni agencies tiled comments on the Draft Scope ofthe 
Lnvironrnental Impact Statement 

August 6. 1997 

Da\ 60 Other applicants filed description-, of Inconsistent and Responsive 
.Applications 

August 22. 199" 

•Applicants filed Preliminar\ Oratt Lnvironrnental Assessments forthe 
Seven Separate Connections referenced in Decision No. ^ 

September 5. 199" 

SL.A I.ssued Final Scope of the Lnv ironmental Impaci Statement October 1. 199" 

Da\ IOO Other applicants filed Responsive Lnvironrnental Repons and \ erified 
Lnvironrnental Statements for anv Inconsistent and Responsive 
.Applications 

October 1. 199" 

SL.A issued Lnvironrnental .Assessments for thc Seven Separate 
Connections 

October 199" 

Da> 120 )ther applicants filed Inconsistent and Responsive .Applications Cvctober 21. 199" 

SL.A received comments on the Lnvironrnental Assessments for the Seven 
Separate ( onncctions 

October 2". 199" 

Board issued Decision requiring .Appi.^ant^ to t'lic Safetv Integratiori Pians Nov ember ?. |9Q~ 

Da\ ISO Board issued Notice of .Acceptance of the Inconsistent and Responsive 
Applications 

November 20. 1997 

Board issued Decision allowing Seven Separate Connections to proceed November 25. 1''9" 

.Applicants filed Satetv Integration Plans December 3. 199" 

SL.A issued Drail Environmentai Impact Statement to the public December 12. 1997 

;)a> 175 Responses to the Inconsistent and Responsive .Applications and rcbunals in 
suppon of Primar\ Application filed vsith the Board 

December 15. 199" 

LP.A published f-cJcru! Rci;i.\ii. r notice initiating 45-dav comment penod 
on the Draft Lnv ironmental Impact Siatement 

December 19, 199"' 

Da> 20.̂  Rebuttal in suppon of Inconsistent and Responsiv e Applications due to 
Board 

Januarv 14. 1998 

Public comments on Draft Lnvironrnental Impact Statem.ent due to SL.A Lebniar. 2. 1998 

Da> 245 firiels due. all panic-. l ehruar% 23. 1998 

SL.A to issue Final Lnv ironmental impact Statement to the public and the 
Board 

Late-Mav 1998 

Da. '̂4^ Board to conduct oral arizunieni June 4. 1998 

!)a\ Board to conduct \ otinu Conference June 8. 1998 

l)a% • '.̂  Board to issue final uritien decision Juiv 23. 1998 

Administrative .Appeals Filing Deadline August 13. 1998 

Decemoer I'A 199' 



ASHTA 

AStffIA 
NovcmbcT 24, 1997 

Mr Duiuie S Leber 
Couiilv Corrimissioner 
25 West JclTcrson Street 
JefTerson. Oi l 44047 

Dear Mr Leber 

l iicldsed I'IcaM find ASH TA's brief retarding the proposed acuuisition of Conrail bv the Norfolk Souihem RR and the 
CSX kk This bnef uas submitted to the Surface 1 ransportation Hoard on (Ictober 21.1997 

Since the 1970's Ashtabula, Ol I has hccn closed to Recipr(x;al Swilching and captive to Com ail ASl I I A IULS requested 
as a condition ot lhe merger, Rc-ciprotal Suitching in Ashtabula 1 his would allow tor rail competition to exist again in 
A.shlabula The basis ot dui research is as t'olKms 

• Rccipr(x;al Switching evistod prev iously in the early 197(i's with the Penn Central and the Norfolk and 
Western RR l he Penn Cenlral ran the l-a.st West line to ButTalo, NY and thc Norfolk & Westem ran 
an additional l:ast-Wesi lane to hulfalo N'Y When ihc respective railroad merged lo form Conrail. 
the Reciprix;al SvMlching agreemeat uas eliminated 

* I laving access to a second inajisr Class I railroad in Ashtabula vvould bcmefit all ofthe Ashtabula 
shippers thiough compeliii\ i- lu-ighl lulo ASI I I A alone spends more Ih.iii S4 3 million annually in 
rail I'reight eost.s It Kecipio^.i! ilchiiig is gi.inicd v\c i.ou'd ie,ili/e estunated freigjit savings of 
$5(>' 'Hill to $1 million annualK is is sigmlicant to ASI 11 .A ;uivi uould allou for improvements to 
OUl • loc.iled ill Aslil.ilnila ( '. possil le e\pansion ot'our t.icilitv 

• RecipiiHjal Suiich.ing v/ould also allou for improved tiansit lime.̂  tiv eliminating switches lo a second 
camei Inii'iovcd tiaiisil tunes allov^s mi! customers to receive product faster It is still iinknovMi 
hou nuicii ol ASi I ! A s business that is cunentlv Conrail direet shipments that will become a tuo-
lailroad mov einent, CS.X luinduig oH to the Nortolk Southern !t is oar experience that anvtinie tuo 
railroavi- .lie iiAoKcd ticight lalcs aie highci In addili.m. transit limes itfe usuallv increased bv one 
to tiiree dav s 1 lus .ilso UKI eases oui cosl of doing Inisiness hecau,si,' these c;i; s are not av ailal'lc tot 
s(ji|inieni io oiiici cust.inicis oi leniiiiuiis 

* With the proposed aci.iuisitioii ofC'tiiuail, CS.X uiil have the L!ast-\̂ 'est line to Huffalo, NY and 
Norfoii. .Soulhern will h.ive the Noitli-South line to 'I'oungstown, ()11 .All Ashtabula rail tratilc is 
pulled tiom Ilie indusln and t.iken lo llic V '̂csi Y.ud In lhe West \'ai J ir.iiiis are built ;uid shipficd to 
HutValii N'oil'olk Soulhein trams uill cioss the 1 ast-West CS.X line lUst east ..fthe West Yard A 
phvsical spur exists that could be used to switch cars to the Norfolk Souihem It is believed that this 
spur IS ill gixKl condition and would not reciuire additional capital for improvements With the close 
proximitv ot'the spur lo the West Yard, ii makes .sen.sc lo allow the .shippers atces.s lo tlie Norlolk 
.Soutiiem RR 

,AS111 A lias mel uuh both the CS.X and Noifolk Southeni legiuding oui c-Micenis over increa.sed transportation cosls 
and del,i\ s in liunsil times C.SX has relused outriglil our request for Reciprocal Switching (sec Kxhibit D) and Noifolk 
Souihem was also noncominillal (see L.xhibit Cl Fuilher. wilh llus expensive acquisition. ASHTA askc î both 



companies hou they would be paying for thc merger Norfolk Southem responded that in addition to the revenue from 
the merger they had stopped buying back their own stock which they had been doing in previous years at approximately 
$5(X) million per year CSX responded tliai they have a "Truck Hitstcrs" iniiiative to take business away from the 
trucking indu-stry ASI I f A does not have enough business lo benefit from the Tmck Buster program Other than 
economies of scale arguments we read in the press, they have not ofTcTcd any olher plan for paving dowTi the huge debt 
they will incur upon the culmnation ofthe acquisition We can only a.ssume the debt will be rqiaid via freight rate 
increases This is counter to both Ihe NS and CSX public commenlary on how their res-pective acquisitions of Conrail 
will inciea.sc competition and serv ice 

We beheve we have voiced valid a)nccms as current exptTience with the HP/SP mergcT has proven an increase in 
freight rates of 30% and significant delays in transit lo our customers I'he UP/SP problems were not foreseen or 
expected as a result of the mtTgc-r and we know that this ha.s caught manv shippers and the S f B unaware 

lhis summanzes ASH lA's position with the proposed acquisition and break up of Coniail I would appreciate an 
opportunity to discu.ss this with you further at your convenience pnor to your meeting with the Ohio Attomev Oeneral s 
OtTice Please call me al 440-997-6858 when you receive this letter to arrange a mutuallv agreeable lime to meel w ith 
you and Mr. Bocgs either at vour ofllce in JetTers<in or nnr office in Ashtabula 

If for some rea.son we are unable to meet, I would like to call and diseuss this with vou and Mr Boggs pnor to your 
meeting Ifyou feci it would be appropriate, I will arrange to travel to Columbus with one ofmv as.st)ciales in order to 
attend thc meeting and clanfy our position w ith the Attomev Cieneral s Ofllce 

T hank you for the opportunity to review our position 1 hnik forward to heanng from you in the near future 

.Sincerely, 

Klaine M Sivy 
Manager, Distribution & 

Order Fulfillment 

I-iiclosure: 

cc: FAC 
ARC 
MRli 
File 
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atPLV TO 
ATTENTIOW Of 

DEPARTMENT OF TH6. ARMY 
PI-nSBURGH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

WILLIAM S. MOORHEAD FEOERAL BUILDING 
1000 LIBERTY AVENUE 

PITTSBURGH, PA 15222-4186 

Feior uc;r v , ^ - ^ 8 

O p e r a t i o n s and Readiness D i v i s i o n 
R e g i ; l a t o r y Branch 

M s . E l a i n e K. Kai.ser 
E n v i r o n m e n t a l P r o j e c t D i r e c t o r 
S e c t i o n of E n v i r o n m e n t a l Analy j 
S u r f a c e 1 r d n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
1925 K S t r ee t , NW 
W a s h i n g t o n , DC 20423-0001 

I S 

D e a r MJ Kaiser 

This i s i n r e p l y t o your l e t t e r , dated December 19, 1997, 
r e g a r d i n g D r a f t Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement (DEIS) f o r the 
P roposed A c q u i s i t i o n of C o n r a i l by N o r f o l k Southern R a i l r o a d and 
CSX R a i l r o a d . 

We have r e v i e w e d the DEIS on p o t e n t i a l env i ronmen ta l impacts 
w i t h i n the r e g u l a t o r y boundaries o f t h e P i t t s b u r g h D i s t r i c t . 
T h e r e does not appear t o be impacts r e l a t e d to Sec t i on 404 of the 
C l e a n Water Act (33 CFR 320-330; 33 CFR 330, updated Nov. 22, 
1 9 9 1 ; 33 CFR 1344 o r the Rivers and ha rbo r s Act of 1899 i33 CFR 
4 0 1 , 4 03, 4 07) . 

I f f u r t h e r i n f o r m a t i o n i s r e q u i r - ^ d , plea^;^ c o n t a c t me a t 
(412) 395-7J55. 

Si n c e r e l y , 

A i L . t i - _ R o g a i i a 
C h i e f , Regulatory Branch 

E n c l o s u r e 

0 Recyc'efl Paper 
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EN 1/ 
DOC 'T 

I N D I A N A DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES LARRY D MACKLIN, DIRECTOR 

Februar\ 6. 1998 

I iuinc K. Kaiscr. C hicf 
Section of J.n\ironmental .Analysis 
Surface Transportation Tioard 
W ashington. IX' 20423 

Dear Ms. Kaiscr: 

W'e ha\e rc\ icucd thc proposed I iiiancc Docket No. 33388--( SX and Norfolk Southcrn--C ontiOl 
and .Acquisi'.ion-Conraih Compliance with Section 106 oflhe NHPA (request for SHPO re\icvv ol 
all acquisition activities in Indiana (nher than the construction at Willow Creek [CSX] and 
.'\le.\andna (\S|) ('ount\. Indiana. Ihis review has been conducied pursuant to Section 106 ofthe 
National 1 listoric Preserv ation .Vct (16 I '.S.C. Seclion 47()f) and implementing regulations found 
at 36 C.l .R. Part 800. 

In regards to the archilecUiral aspects ot the project, the \orlh ].;lx-n> ( ombination Depot is 
considered to hc eligible for inclusion in thc National Register of llisti>ric Places because of its 
architecturai and historical significance. It is an outstanding exampie ofa board and batten depot. 
II is also an important hi.storical rcsouice. because it illustrates the de\eiopment (>f the railroad in St. 
Joseph Counly. Please lef^r to thc enclosed map for your reference. 

Because the North l.ihert> Combination Depot is within the area of potential effect, it is our 
responsibility to determine the effect »>f the proposed n i l line abandonment project on the depot. 
1 lowex er. we need more infonnalion to enable us to evaluate the eftect. How will the abund(̂ nment 
affect the u.se ofthe depot'.' W ill the depot continue to be used for storage'.' W ill the depot be sold 
i>r abandoned'.' Please explain in detail the proposed fuiure plans for the depot. Once the above 
lequested intormation is receiv ed b\ our office, the re\ iew process w ill continue. If vou hav e anv 
lurther quesiions ahout the abo\e material, plea.se call .Michelle M. Daleiden or Ralph S. Wil cox at 
(317) 232-1646. 

In regards to the archaeological aspects ofthe project. a.> long as thc South FJend fo Dillon Junction 
rail line abandonment project remains within areas disturbed bv previous con.struclion. no known 

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 
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Klaine K. Kaiser 
I ebruaiA 6. 1998 
Page 2 

archaeological sites listed in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places w ill 
be affected by this project. However, if any archaeological artifacts or human remains are uncovered 
during construction, demolition, or earthmoving activities, state law (Indiana Code 14-2M-27 and 
29) requires that work musl stop and that thc discov erv must be reported to thc Div ision of Historic 
Preservation and Archaeologv within two (2) business days. Additionally, in the event that artifacts 
or features are discovered during the implementation ofthe federally assisted project, activity, or 
program and a plan has not been developed, il is the federal agency"s responsibility lo contact the 
Advisor) Council on Historic Preservation in accordance with 36 C.F.R. Seclion 800.11(b)(2) 

We concur vvith the findings ofthe report lor both the Butler and Tolleston projecls. Given the 
results ofthe archaeological overviews (Whdi\ n and Skinner. 10/24 97). neither project area is 
likely to contain significant archaeological resources. As such, nc known archaeological sites listed 
in or eligible for inclu.sion in the National Register of Historic Places will be affected bv this project. 

Ifany archaeological artifacts or human remains arc uncovered during constniction. federal law and 
regulations (161 'SC 470. el seq.: 36 Cl'R 800.11. ct a! ) and. addilionally. slate lavv (Indiana Code 
14-21-1). require that work must slop and lhat the discovery must be reported to the Division of 
Historic Preservation and Archaeologv within two (2) business days. If you have any questions 
about the archaeological aspecis oflhe projecl. please call Jim Mohow or Dr. Rick Jones at (317) 
232-1646. Thank you fo- your cooperation. 

Ver> tmly yours. 

y D. Macklin 
State Historic Preservation Officv-r 

LDM:SI.'W :JAM;M.MD:RS\V:rsvv 

cc: Richard Starzak. Myra L. I rank & Associates. Inc. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 1.(^4?/ 
DOCUMENT '̂ ÔTsô  

"New Partnerships for the Funire-'' 

Febmarv 6. 1998 
Office of the Secreiary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket .So 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Sireet. MW. 5th Floor/Suite 500 
Washington. D C 20423-̂ XX)I 

Attn .Ms Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Projeci Director 
Seaion of Env ironmental Analy sis 

Dear .Ms Kaiscr: 

RE FINANCE DC>CKET NO 33388-CS.X «fc NORFOLK SOLTHERN-CONTROI, & 
ACQUISITION-CONRAIL DR.\FT ENVIRON-MENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

The I.orain Countv Comaiunm .Alliance is a Council of Gos emments formed under Ohio Rev ised Code 
represeming the 275.000 residenls of Lorain County. Ohio On October 3. 1997, (copv enclosed) ihe 
.Alliance notified the Surface Transportation Board of us concern regarding this proposal, noting a 
possible dcinmcntal impact on our proposed operation of commuter rail serv ice over freight rail comdors 
in lhis region 

At today's meeting of the Alliance, members voted to affirm the actions of the Lorain Counu Board of 
Commissioners taken on Januan. 29. 1998 in the form of Resolution .No 98-82 (copv enclosed ) This 
Resolution specifically recommends Ihe following 

a. Reduce the number of additional trains permitted. 
b. Provide for rail separation at the Nonh .Main (Wellingtoa'S R 58) at 

grade crossing 
c. LiiniL'restnct rail car switching actu ities to night hours in order to 

reduce congestion 
Create a uniien emergencv response plan for lail personnel & local providers. 
Institute and fund an annual joint training prograni for rail personnel 
& local providers 

f. Provide pnoi notification of nuclear shipments 

Please contact the undersigned wuh any questions regarding the resolution, comments or 
reconimendaiions 

d. 

Encs 

Thank you. 

L0R.A1N COUNTY COMMUTsITl' ALLIANCE 

Bettv Blafr. Chair 

Lora in County Adminiscracion Bu i ld ing - 226 Middle .V^en^ie, E l y r i a , O'p.io 4403: 

Phone (216) 329-5112 - Fax (216) 323-335: 



Lorain Courity Board 
of Commissioners 
226 Middle Avenue 
Elyria, Ohio 44035 
(440)329^111 

Memo 
To! Congressman Sherr-^d Brown, #13 

Congressman Paul Gild;;or. #5 
Tom O'Leary, Ohio Railway Commissior 
Howard Maier, Executive Director, NOACA 
Lorain County Comimunity Alliance 
Ann Pratt, Executive Director. BOLD 
Linda Spitzer. Clerk. Eaton Township 
Linda S. Bales, ClerK, Grafton Village 
Rita K, Ruot. Clerk. LaGrange Village 
Karen Webb. C'erk, Wellington Village 
Patncia Knight, Acting Communrty Development Director 
Tom Kelley, EMA Coordinator 
File 

From: Roxann Blair, Clerk 

Date: 02/03/98 
Ite: Proposed Conrail Acquisition 

Enciosed is a copy of Resolution No. 98-82. adopted by the Lorain County Board of 
Commissioners on January 29. 1998. 

This Resolution is registenng concems with regard to the proposed CONRAIL 
ACQUSITION relates to cities townships and villages located within its Ccunty borders. 
These comments are based on review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 

Also within the resolution is an outline of recommendations that serve as a minimal to 
any approval ofthis proposed acquisition of Conrail by CSX and NS. 

This is being forwarded for your information and files. 

RB/tu 

• Page 1 



January 2 9,1953 

Resoiuticn \o . 93-22 

Office ofthe Secretary-
Case Controi Um: 
Finance Docket No 3338S 
Surface Transporidtion Board 
1925 K Street, N̂Â  
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Arrention: Elaii.e K. Kaiser 
EnvironmentaJ Project Director 
Environmental Filing 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

At the invitation of t.he Section of Environmental .Analysis ofthe Surf̂ ace Transportation 
Board, the Lorain County Board of ConLTussioners is taking t.his opportu-nr/ to register 
Its concerns with regard to the proposed CON'R.AIL ACQLTSITIGX as those concerto 
relate to cities, townships and -/illages located wuhun ::s Cour.vy borders The ccrnments 
are based on t.he review ofthe Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 
The Commissioners acknowledge the thoroughness of the SLX volume, 3000 page 
document, panicularly as regards the listmg a.nd identification of Lorain County Rail Line 
Segm.ents wiiich will be impacted with approval ofthe proposed acquisition. 

Additionally, the Board of Lorain Count;/ Commissione.-s recognizes that the Sunace 
Transportation Board is preseni-d with a ver;. challengmg and complex decision, mace 
difficult by the many issues involved, ail cf which must be given careful consideration pnor 
to the final decision being made. 

With regard to the DEIS generally, the attempts tc be objective and to utilize the various 
formulas to calculate such things as -'average delay time", '•num.ber of vehicles in "ueue 
per crossing", anticipated increase in accidents at grade crossings", etc have resulted in a 
favorable conclusion for the acquisition's a pproval However, "we beiieve the conclusions 
are less than realistic when looked at logically. 

The Board has been made aware that due to the construction projects undenaken and 
com.pieted by CS.X, many Lorain Counry Officials thought the opportunity to register 
concems and request mitigation strategies did not exist. Funherm.ore, the County has not 
received sufticient information on the revised routing pian proposed by N'S, wrjch would 
eli.mmate additional trains on the Cleveland-Vermilion Rail Line Segment. Therefore we 
believe the comm.ent period, which is set to expire on Febmary 2, 1998, needs to be 
exlended. 



We will reser/e conrnient on the Cleveiand-Vermiilion Rail Line Segment labeled Y-QSO 
which we unde.'stand is under additional review based on rhe submission bv Norfolk 
Souihem,^of a-n aite.mate route w.hjch would eii.mmate -he a.--ginaiiy projected ircrease m 
num.cer cf trai.-s iorr. 13 to 34 The focus ofour convr.ents reiate to the Berea to 
G.'-eenwich Raii Line Segment labeled C-061. 

Within Lorain Ccunr/, Rail Segment C-06! is 27 miies with a projected increase in t.he 
number of trams per day fi-om 14 to 5-i and a prreciec .ncrease in the number of annuai 
hazardous Mater.a; carioads .Tom 16,000 to 5 l.CCO Ln cur County 35 grade crossings 
were anaiyzec fcr safery/accident frequency Feur : f these crossings rr.ee: cr exceed 
your cr::er.a :: 5,000 plus .ADT and were ar.i.>ze: vi.-:.e ceiay and queues The feur 
are iisted beiow from Nor.h :o South: 

1 Eivr.a T-̂ -.r.sburg Rd I'RT 32; in Eaton Township - ADT= 6,020 
1. Mli.-. 3;ree: :n Grafton Village fR: 57) - .ADT= 5,750 
3. Nonr. Mam Street in Wellington Village (Rt. 53) - .ADT= 8,120 
4. Hemcx .Avenue in Wellington Village (Rt. 13) - .ADT= 7,370 

COMMENTS QN RESLTTS OF .AN.ALYSIS 

V .A. Hazardous Material' the DEIS dete.-mined tha: rhe .-ai! segme.nt is cu.-rer:'-. 2 
Route" and that :he increase warranted an up g.'ace :o '"Major Key P.ou:e ' anc :s ;n .leed 
of mutigarion. The .'ecommiended strategies are nor suScien:. 

; B Safer//.Accident Frequency cf t.he 35 crossings, one, ?:t:3 Road was tbu.nd to have a 
; signincant likeiiiicod fer increased accicen:; The recommended mitigation is to install 

flashing iights V%'e eeiieve that with increaisc oppcr.u-.i:y I'L-.crease in number of :rains 
^ per day) era::.-.;; 1: speeds cf 60 mph. T.ore acc:aen:3 wiH occur. The DEIS uses a one 
: accident ; • y ; :o years as a norm, and 5e:s a 'sigmf ca.nce" tiireshold fcr increase at 1 
!. accident ever/ 13 years. The Village cf VVe:;m:on has experienced four (4) accidents 

resulting in death in the last 3 years. 

C. "Vehicle Delav and Queues' .A Supplemen:ai E.'ra:a da:ed l.''21;98 has eLimiinatec as 
I significant anc •::er:f:re no: :n need cf m::;ga::cn. :ne cressmgs m Weiiington Village, 
j : This documier.t specifes tna: a form.uia was maccuraieiy rcrm.uiated winch determined tinat 
I i tine ""Levei of Ser-ice iLOS)" at these crossings was "B' currently and wouid be reduced 
II to LOS "D" after acquisition, Tha: de:erm.ma:;cn •Aimn:ed a mitisation stratezv 
.! increasing :ine speed of :he :rains from 50 mph to 55 .~p.-. The new fcm.uia results in a 
;: current LOS of ".A" and a post acquisition LOS of "3" anc :nerefore is not sigrjt'icant.. It 
! • is not logical that an increase in the nu.-nber cf :ra;ns per cay frcm 14 -.c 54, an increase in 
; train lengih from 5.250 r'ee: :o 5,200 feet; an increase :he .-.umber cf ve.iicies delaved 
i • per day from* 145 to 533, an mcreaie :n :he number of veracies in iine per iane I i -
I' to 16, and increases in average eeia/ per ve.hicie, could take place, and t.he resu:: :e 2 

Levei of Service ce:ermina:ion of B We understand that LOS .A means "..free t'low,.," 
and that LOS B means "'...Reasonablv fi-ee, stable flow,., slie.ht decline from LOS .A". 



The definitions of Leve! of Service (LOS) are found in the Transportation Research 
.Board Highway Capaci ry .Wanual Special Report 209, 1985 

Our final comment on the DEIS is that it does not account for the geoeraprjc isolation 
from necessar/ emergency ser-ices, sucn as fire and ambuiance protection, thai is likeiy to 
occur, panicularly a: the crossings above i-ug.hlighted. In additicn, tine Village of 
Wellington has a separate fire distnct and am.bula.nce dis;.-.c: :ha: ser.es rurai areas 
surrounding their borders 

Tine Lo.-ain County Board of Corrjmssicners ge.ne.'-ally opposes the approval of :.he merser 
because ofthe temendcus adverse impacts to our County However,'in leiu of ab^ec:̂ '"̂ ' 
opposition the Board urges, in t.he strongest :erm.s possible, that conditions mutigatine 
some of :he adve.-se impacts be placed on approval. The recommendations specified" 
beiow represent :hose conditions we beiieve to be mirjmal to any approval of t.his 
proposed acquisition of Corj-ail by CSX and NS-

, RECOMMENT) .ATIONS-

!: A. REDUCE TKE NT.-MBER OF .ADDITION.AL TR.AINS PEPJvnTTED 

B PROVIDE FOR R.AIL SEP.AR.ATION .AT THE NORTH .VLAI>: - WELLINGTON) 
.AT GR.ADE CROSSIN̂ G 

C LI^^T,RESTRICT R-AIL C.\R SVvTTCHIN'G ACirvTTIES TO NTGHT ^'01 Tl^ 
/ TO REDUCE CONGESTION 

D CREATE A IVRiTTEN E.\ERGENCY RESPONSE PL.̂ .N FOR R.AIL 
: • PERSON"N"EL .SSD LOC.AL SERMCE PROVIDERS 

E Ds-STITL'TE .ANT) R,-NT) .AN .AN-N-L'.AL JOINT TR^̂ .̂ .TNG PROGR.AM FOR 
R-AIL PERSON-NtL .ANT) LOC.AL PROVIDERS 

F PROVTDE PRIOR NOTIFICATION OF NX'CLE.AF. SI-ZP.MENTS 

i \ Please contact us with any questions regarding ri-iese comm.ents or 
:! recomm.endations. 
ji 
p The feres:.-eseiutie- '̂ as '.-z-zz'̂ z-̂ z .2:-" = ~e-.r- bv C:~~;ss;e-'=>r \';e-ae; 
•j secor.cec : . '-.ss.zz-i: E. Z. B.a.-. • • - -•-

Motion earr.ec 

I Roxann .:. -.e---. c: :-e r c i r : c: • -̂~~,.ss.eners e; '_cr3i"i County, Ohio, 
ao hereo.- -.,- = : :-e aeo.e .Resolution No. 53-32 .s a :r'je copv as it aepears 
m Journa. on care 0: :a,-'L.arv 2?, 197L 

• > "Rl' • 



LORAIN 
COUNTY 

Board of 
Commissioners 

.Mary Jo Vasi 

E. C. (Betty) Blair 

Michael A. Ross 

NE.MG TO 

FRO.M 

RE: 

Ociob̂ ir 10. 1997 

SLTIFACE TRANSPORTATION BO.ARD 
CONGR£.SS\!EN SHERROD BROWN, PAL'L GfLL.MOR 
NORTHEAST OHIO .AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY HOWARD .\1AIER 
OHIO RAIL CO.VfNflSSION", TOM O'LE.ARY 
GREATER CLEVEL.A.NT3 REGION.AL TRAN'SiT ALTHORITY". RON TOBER 
LORAIN COONTT" TRANSIT ALTHORIPr'. BILL ELTRICH 
LORAIN PORT ALTHOPJTY". RICH NOVAK 
L.AKESHORE RAILWAY ASSOCIATION, .\LARC CH.APPO 
AAfHERST MAYOR JOHN HIGGINS 
AVON LAKE .MAYOR, VTNCE L'RBIN 
AVON MAYOR, J.A.MF.S SMITH 
ELYRIA .\LAYOR. MICH.AEL KEYS 
LORAIN MAYOR, JOE KOZILH-A 
NORTH RIDGEVlLLi. .MAYOR DEA.NN.A HILL 
OBERLIN CITY MANAGER ROB DISPIRITO 
SHEFFIELD L.AKE .MAYOR GARY MINGEE 
VERMILION .MAYOP̂  ELLZ.ABETH SHEEHE 
VILLAGE .MAYORS - SOUTH A.MHERST. GRAFTON: KIPTON. LAGRANGE 

ROCHESTER. SHEFFIELD: WELLINGTON 
LORAIN COUN'rt- ASSOCIATION OF TOWNSHIP TRUSTEES & CLERKS 

LORAIN COLNTV' COM.MUNITY' .ALLLANCE 

RESOLLTION TO SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BO.ARD 

Attached is copy ofthe Resolution :idopied October 3, 199". bv the Lorain Count) Communit\ Alliance, a 
Council of Governments fonned under Ohio Rev ised Code, notify ing the Surface Transportanon Board of 
Its concern that as proposed, the acquisition of Conraii bv NS and CXST ma> hav e a significan: adverse 
impact on tb.o :~MHWI residents of Lorain County The Resolution urges that special note be given to the 
tact that both thc Nonhem and Southern routes of NS traverse Lorain County, while the South to Xorth 
route of CS.XT also trav erses our County (.Map is attached ) 

The Lorain County Community Alliance members urge the Surface Transportation Board to view all 
Mable and applicable solutions to this proposed merger The Countv does have an Intemiodal Plan which 
calls tor east-west commuter rail service usmg Xorfolk Southern lines together with nonh-south access, 
pan ot thc Lorain Von .Authontv 's Grovepon Project, 

Thank you, 

Encs, 
ĉ. Commissioners Vasi. Ross 

Ohio Depanment of Deveiopment 
LORAIN COUN'TY CO.MMUN'm' .ALLIANCE 

A 1^ 

u^ 
Betrv Blairr Chair 

vfranon Building, 226 .Middle .Aie. f/yWo, OH 44035-5641 • Phone: (216) 329-5000 or 244-6261 • Fax: (216) 323-3357 
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"New Partnerships-for tie Feture" 

(Regarding the matter ofthe acquisition ofi 
(, Conraii by NS and CXST. ) October 3, 1997 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by 'die Loram County Communir/ Alliance rhat: 

The Lorain Countv- Communit:/ Alliance represents 2^5,000 residents of Lorain County which is the 9th 
largest county m the State of Ohio. Tne Loram Counry Community Alliance, (LCCA), a Council of 
Govemments formed under Ohio Revised Code, section 167.08, provides a means of obtaining a more 
adequate and effective level of pubiic ser/ice for all residents. This Alli'ance wishes to notify the Surface 
Transponation Board of its concem that as proposed, the acquisition of Conrail by NS and CXST mav 
have a signitlcant adverse impact on the residents of Lorain County. 

The Lorain Counry Communiry Alliance will continue to monitor current and furare documents related to 
the proposed acquisition, to coordinate wirh other interested parties, specifically the Ohio Rail 
Commission, Greater Cleveland Regional Transit .Authonty. Loram County Transit Authonty, Lorain Port 
Authonty , Lakeshore Railway Association and others that may be identified, and ro participate with these 
mrerested panies, as well as State and Federal legislators, in workmg row-ud a regional position on the 
proposal including specitic concems as well as possible alternative?. 

The Lorain County Cemmunity Alliance recognizes that while this acquisition may offer the potentia! for 
economic redevelopment. Alliance members are also concemed with rhe possible .negative impacts, both 
locally and regionally. This acquisition may have a detrimental impacr on the possibility of operating 
commuter rail service ever the freight rail con-idors in the region. Safety related issues are an increased 
possibiUty, auto/tram pedestrian accidents, possible air poliution, noise pollution and hazardous cargo 
shipments as well as possible delays in emergency equipment response Speciai note should be given to 
the fact that both the Northem and Southem routes cf NS traverse Loram Counry. while the South to North 
route of CSXT also nraverses our county, (-see attached map) 

LORAIN COUN'TY COMNfLTs'ITY ALLLANCE 

Betty Blair, Chair 

225 .middle Av-.Tue, E lvr ia , Ohio - 44035 - ( 2 1 ' 329-51 12 
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North Carolina DOCUMENT 
Department of Adminislration 

1 ebruarv 4. 
T/ 

1 • 

i o 

L-atie G. Dorsell. Secretan .fatr.cs B. Hum. .Ir . Ciovernor -^-^ 

M.^. l-.!ain-c Kaiscr 
.^urlace J run.spiirtatior) Board 
O i l lcc t)rthe Secretarv 
(. a.sc C'ontrol Unil. 1 in. Doc. 33388 
1 '>25 K .Street. N.W. 
W ashington. IX 20423-0001 

Dear iVIs. Kaiscr: 

R! " s e n rile ^ 98-I::-000()-0404: Draft I nvironmental lirpaci Statemen' I'roposed .'\cquisilion of 
C'onrail b> Norlolk Souihcrn Railroad and CS.X Railroad 

! lie ah(-.\f reierenced project has iieen revieued ihrough thc Stale CIcaringhtjuse Intt rgovcrnmcnlal 
ivc\ lew I ' ' , cess. .Allaclicd to this letter are comments received -iiier lae original response duc dale. 
lMc;i->c take these conments mto consideration in future project development. 

.Should sod ha\c an> questions, please do not hesitate lo call ine al {'•>19) 733-7232. 

Sincerch. 

Mrs C hr>s ikiggell. Director 
N. C. Slate C'Icarinuhouse 

.Allaciinicnls 

116 UnK-s Sirĉ -t Ra - igh. North Circliiui :"MI.^--SIMI^. Ica-nluuK- ')l')-''33-"':32 
A l l l . q t i j l ()[)jH,'iluii:'> .-"v::,: i: , . t ; . - . \ . ; . . ; . [ : : , . , - c; 



NCDENR 

J A M E S B H U N T J R . 

G O V E R N O R 

N O R T H C A R O L I N A D E P A R T M E N T O F 
E N V I R O N M E N T A N D N A T U R A L R E S O U R C E S 

MEMORANDUM 

W A V N E M C D E V I T T 

SECRETARY 
TO: 

FROM : 

RE: 

DATE: 

Chrys Baggett 
S t a t e Clearinghouse 

Melba McGee\j 
P r o j e c t Review C o o r d i i i a t o r 

98-0404 CSX and C o n r a i l Mei .jer - R a i l r o a d T r a f f i c 
I n c r e a s e , tJorthampton and tJnion County 

January 30, 1998 

The Department of Environment, H e a l t h , and N a t u r a l Resources 
has reviewed t h e proposed p r o j e c t . 

We ask t'iat c a r e f u l c o n s i d e r a t i o n be g i v e n t o t h e concerns 
provided by our s t a f l . of p a r t i c u l a r i n t e r e s t , i s departmental 
scoping comments not being addressed and e l i m i n a t e d from t h e 
D r a f t Environmental Impact Statement. 

Your continued e f f o r t s f o r interagency cooperation are g r e a t l y 
a p p r e c i a t e d . 

Thank you f o r t h e o p p o r t u n i t y t o respond. 

a t t ach.Tients 

RECEIVED 
v.; 3 U 1998 

N.C. STATE CLEAF:-»JGMOiJ<:> 
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P H O N E 9 1 < ) - 7 3 3 - 4 9 8 4 F A X 9 1 9 7 1 5 3 0 6 0 w w w , I MNR , s T A T f , N - u s E H N R 
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Division ot Air Qualily 
JanuaiA' 13. 1998 

MEMORANDt-M 

TO: Melba McCiee 

Ollicc ot legislative and Intergoverninenlal Allans 

F RO.M: Alan Klimek. Director ^ . 

SUBJECT: {>r()|ect .N'o. 98-i;-0404 ^ 
{•nvironmental Assessment 
Dratt f im ironmental hnpact .Statement 
Pioposed Conrail Acquisition 

The Division ot Air Quality has ICN iewed the ahove document. The Impac Siatement 
evaluates the poiential envn-onmental ettects ot the proposed acijuisuion ot Conraii. Inc and 
Consolidated Kail Corporation b> CSX Corpou-u,,,! anJ, CSX Tiansportation, Inc. and .Norfolk 
Southern Corporation and Nortolk Southern Railway Company. This proposed aetion vvould 
include railways in North Carolina. An an qualit\ pcr-iiii is not required lor this permit. 

hi addition. Ihe coniractors should take care Io comply with open burnin- provisions 
during any land cleanng. Adcciuate wellmg. n seeding and covering of disturbed areas should be 
utih/ed duniii- earth moving operations i.> luin-aie an\ adxeisc impact irom lugitive dust 
emissions. 

Should you require lunher informaiion m this legaid. please advise 

c: HoIK C.ioce 

conrai I .sp .i 



D E I - i r s i l = { 

State of North Carolina ' ^ M - — i - ^ ^ 
Department of Environment, ^ ^ B J T W A 
Health and Natural Resources • ^ ^ # V 
Division of Water Quality * ^ m 

James B. Hunt, Jr., Governor ^ > ^ * 
Jonathan B. Howes, Secretary 
A. Preston Howard, Jr., P.E., Director 

February 14, 1997 

MEMORANT)!^ 

TO Melba McGee 

FROM; Michelle Suverkrubbe 

THROUGH: Alan Clark 

RE: Comments on DFiHNR # 97-0456; DWQ#11495 
CSX and Conrail .Merger - Railroad Traffic Incrtase; Scopins Request-
Northampton and Umon Counties 

The Division of Water Qitality (DWQ) hâ  RMC wed the proposed projects 
descTilxid m the scoping package described ab<ne. As descnbed in the dcx-ument an 
Environmental Repon (l-iR) will be prepaa-d in suppon of a mercer request between CSX 
Corp. arid Conraii Inc. Railroads. It is assumed the ER will address the anucipated rail 
trallic changes e.xfx;cted on two spurs kx:aled in Nonhampton and Union Counti' 
Nonh Carolina. The WQ Division has ilie following commenis on the proposal- ^ -es in 

a. The p^mion of i, --oject w iifiin .Nortfia:: : •;>n Countv wiil occur aionu the 
Seaboard Coast Lii.e, which parallels H'A-. M)] between Weldon NC and 
hmfwna. V.A. downstream of Roanoke R.ipids Lake, a water suppiv for Roanoke 
Rapids and Weldon. Tlie project will not cmss anv surface waters designated for 
use a.s water supplies. 

The poraon of the railroad widiin Nonh Carolina spans both the Roanoke and the 
Chowan River Ba.sins. The ponion ofthe proiect area within the Roanoke River 
Basin hes withm the Roanoke River \\ aten,hed. Sub basin mn~{Pm and is 
bekw the intakes for any surface water supplies. Tiie ponion of tiie project within 
the C howan River Hasin (.Mehemn River Watershed, Subba.sin # 0^01-02) 
Ba-sin has been identified as having Nutrient Sensitive Waters (NSW) The 
.Mehemn River was identified in 1995 as supponing ILS uses and with good 
biological water quality. No surface water supplie.s'e.xist in the Chowan River 
Basin. Major streajns cros.scd by tius rail hne include: 

Surface Water 

Streim Name River Basin Classification Use Sunnon R.->Hn̂  

Jacks Swamp Chowan Class C - NSW Suppon Threatened 

Roanoke River Roanoke Class C Supporting 

P O. Box 29535, Raleigh, North Carolina 27626-0535 Telephone 91S-733-5083 FAX 91Q-715-5 
An Equal Opporlun.iy Affirmative Action Empio>Gr 50% rec/ciea' 10% post-consumer paper 



97-0456; 11495 
Febmary 14, 1997 
Page 2 

b. The pordon of the project within Union County will occur approximately parallel 
to Hwy. 75 between Hancock, SC and .Monroe, .NC, through Haxhaw^ NC. 

The portion of the railroad within .North Carolina spans both the Catawba and the 
Yadkin Pee Dee River Basins. The ponion of the project area within the Catawba 
River Basin lies within the Waxhaw Creek Watershed, Subbasin #03-08-38 and 
crosses tributaries of the East and West Forks of Twelvemile Creek, which is 
rated as partially supponing its uses. The pornon of the project within the Yadkin 
Pee Dee River Basin is located within the Richardson Creek Watershed, Subbasin 
# 03-07-14. It appears that the raii line crosses a tributarv' to Bearskin Creek, 
classified as Class C. The project is paniaJly within the protected area foi the' 
Richardson Creek Water Supply Watenhed. which has a classificauon of WS-FV 
and supplies public water supply to the City of Monroe. Major streams crossed 
by this rail line include: 

Surface Water 

S& âm Namg River Basin C!;tssificaii(^n Use Suppon Raying 

West Fork of 

Twelvemile Creek Catawba Class C Undetermined 

East Fork of 

Twelvemile Creek Catawba Class C Undetermined 

Bearskin Creek Yadkin Class C Not Available 
c. Increa.ses in nilroad traffic may puxiuce atlditional quantities of chemicals from 

normal train opemlions thai may be spread, through stormwater events, from the 
u-ain tracks into surroundinj^ suriace waters. The Environmental Repon should 
identify and quantify the amoun;s (if pxjssible) of all potential chemicals that may 
leak out of operating trains (from both cargo being hauled and the trains 
themselves) or be used on the tracks by llie train ĉ ompanies during normal 
operations, such as oils, greases, toxics and salts. The repon shoiild also 
evaluate tlie potenlial to surface water quality possible fro.m ihe.se chemical inputs, 
including effects on aquatic life and surtace dnnking water sources. 

d. As train traffic increa.ses. so d(x;s tlie likeliho(xi of deraiimenis and collisions. 
The ER should evaluate the potentiai nsk of these incidents on surt'ace water 
qualily in the project areas, l l ie report should identify and implement appropriate 
mitigauon measure's into ilie project to assure protection of surtace water quality. 

Plea.se give me a call at 919-733-5083, ext. 5o7 ifyou have any quesdons. 

mls:\97()45b 



State of North Carolina 
Department of Environment, 
Health and Natural Resources 
Division of Water Quality 

James B. Hunt, Jr., Governor ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
Jonathan B. Howes, Secretary 
A. Preston Howard, Ji., P.E., Director 

FILE m 
March 26, 1997 

M I : M ( n<A.NDl 'M 

TX y. Melba .McGee 

l l i i )M. Michelle Suverknibbo' ^ 3 

Tl iROUGH: Alan Clark A^C^ 

KE; Commenis on DEHNR # 97-0552; DWQ #11534 
CSX a.nd C.'nraii Merger - P.aiIroad Traffic Increise; 
Scoping Requesi from Frisco, \ ' . \ to Bostic, .NC; 
NL:i:.; le Counties 

Tlic Divi.sion of Water Quality (DWQ) has reviewed lî e pr,'i\\sc\j proiect de,Sv nbed 
m tb.e .scoping package de.scnbcd above. .-V-, Jewr:;- J in the d, . ..;::,•;:•., a:: F;:\;r. ;:. ."ntol 
H .'pr.ii (ER) will be prepuied in .support of a merger request between CS.X C, :- and 
( > '̂iia;l Inc. Railroads. Ii i.s a..sumed tf;e ER wiil address li-.e anticipated r„;i tru;:"ic chaniics 
expected on iiie CSX raii .seL:n:ent kx'ated beiween llie towns of Frisco. N'irginia and 
B»isuc, .Noriii Caroiina. Tne N'v'Q Division has tiie following commenis on tlie prop<jsaJ: 

a. The pioject will u-aiis-.ei ŝ ' Miicheil, McDoweil and Ruthert'ord Counues in .North 
Can>lina. l l ie project e.\tt.'nds the enure N-S widdi of the state at this location and 
iransverses die Broad. Cauwba and French Broad River Basins. The soudiem 
ponion of the protect area lies within die Broad River Watershed. Subbasin ff03-
OŜ OZ. V '̂idr.n tins nver ba.sin (mosdy located w ithin Rudierford County), the 
project may potenuaily cross surtace waters designated for use as waier supplies. 
The middle po.-'uon oflhe project hcs w-iiliin die Catawba River Ba.sin (Subha.sin ? 
03-08-30), while the northem poruon of die project w idiui North Carolina Ues 
within the French Broad River Ba-sin (Subbasin # 04-03-06). 

Major rivers cro.s,sed or paralleled by this spur include lhe Second Broad River, 
die Broad River, lhe Catawba River, and die Nonh Ti.-»e River. The projecl also 
appears lo cro.ss .several other small uibutanes of these nver svstems. 

For important informauon on the e.xisting classifications, use .support ratmgs and 
quality ot the surt'ace waters potentially impacted by the proposed project, please 
.Si.v die enclosed Bosinw ide Water Quality Management Plans for die Frê nch 
Broad and d:e Cauiwba River Basms. The Broad River Basinwide m.anaiiement 
plan Ls not yet conipietcd. 

f' C f^:x 29535, Raleigh, North Carolina 27626-0535 Telephone 919-733-5083 FAX 919-715-5537 
A- Opportunity Attirmalive Action E.Tiployer 50°b recyciea.' 1 '°o postonsumer paper 



97-0552;11534 
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b. Increa.ses in railroad tralfic may produce additional quanliues of chemicals from 
normal uain operations dial may be .spread, Uirough stonnwater events, from the 
train iracks into sunounding surface waters. Tne Environmental Report should 
identify and quanufy die amcunts (if po.ssible) of all potenual chemicals diat may 
leak or spill out of operating trains (from bodi cargo being hauied and the uains' 
Uiem.selves) or be u.sed on the uacks by the uain companies during normal 
operations, .such as oils, greases, toxics and salts. As uain Ualfic"increases, so 
does die likelihood of derailments, spills, collisions and accidents. The report 
.should evaluate die potenual to surt'ace water qualily po.ssible from diese chemical 
inputs, including effects on aquatic hfe and surface drinking water sources. The 
ER should also evaluate die potential nsk of diese incidenLs'on sunace water 
quality, including drinking waters, in die project areas. The report should discu.ss 
and include appropriate midgauon measures into the project lo assure protecuon 
of surface water quality from diese incidents. 

P!eâ :e have the projcc: applicant give me a call at 9!9-''̂ "-:^0* .̂\ ext. 567 if thev 
have any questions. 

mls:\97()552 
enciosed pians -

French Broad 
Catawba 



~: North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission —' _ 
512 N. Salisbury Street, EUleigh, North Carolina 27604-1188, 919-733-3391 

Charles R. Full wood, Executive Director 

Mi-.MQPs^\NDlM 

TO: Melba McGee. Environmental Coordinator 
Office of LcgisIatI|eflnd^t^gjj\^ejTin^ Affairs 

From: Owen b .AndersonTFiedmont Region Coordinator 
Ilabitii! Conservalion Program 

Date- Januarv 2'>. I'm 

SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Proposed Acquisition of Conraii by 
CSX ano \oi lb lk Southerti, Statewide Projecl, N'C Q8-E-0404 

Staff hiolocis-.s with the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Conmiissior. ha\c reviewed 
Chapter S. Volume ofthe Enviromnental Impact Siatement (FIS) for polenliai i:npacts to fish 
and wildlife resourees and sensilive habitats m Nonh Ciirolina. Our comments are^prosjded in 
accordance with proMSions of the National Environmental Policv .A t̂ (42 US.C •i}}2(Z){c).i and 
the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat, 40i. as amended: l'> I S,C ()6!-6b'^Ji and the 
North Carolina Fr.vironmental Policy .Act (G.S. 113A-1 tiuough 11.'̂ A 10. 1 NCAC 

We had prev iously provided scoping comments on this prujec? on three occasions and 
expressed concerns ahout particular segmenls of cenain rail lines invyhcd in'.hi^ acquisiuon and 
o'̂ out in'.pa..ts from intermooal l''acilities. However, vve could not t'lnd anv reference to scoring 
coini'iem-- provded by our agencv. 

\\'e are pleased that the acquisition v\ill not have any adverse impact on the State u; North 
Carolina's plan's for use of sottie rail corridor for intercity and conunuter rail service ;a tb.e 
Raleigh. Durham and Greensboro comdor, 

Tiiete i - no analvsis of impacts for natural resources in North Carolina, 1 he appb.c.̂ nis 
have indicated thai ito CSX or Norfolk Southern ^NS^rail yards or intermodal facilities ir. North 
Carolina will e:<periencc' mcre-jsed traffic or activitv that vvould meet or e\eeed the Surface 
Transportation's Board thresholds for environmental anaiysis and lhat ihere me no new 
connections or proposed aivindomiieni. CSX and NS anticipate, due to predicted truck-to-raii 
diversions. North <' • ., would expenence a benefit in ihe areas of emissions r.ois;. and 
safen . 1 lie do. ' i : - , • ..:e-. that no analysis would be performed l''or natural resources since no 
r:eu [ .•;;stri;i ':• i:\uidonment would occur in North Ca.'-olina, However. ilte^Board 
delemnned tlia: s.x rxl line segments in North Carolina would e.Npenence siunificar.t increases ia 
annual cai lo.ui . oi hazardous materia'• and two lines vvould become maior k-.'v routes Maior 
kev route- ;ir.' tho^e lii.r. vvould show a doubling of annual cars of iiazardous iraieriali and 
exceeil .'0.')!)!,' Vani iua l lv 
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Conrail-CSX,-NS Merger 2 ' J^^^^ 29.1998 
98-E-04()4 

We do not lollow the reasoning ofthe Board to evaluate the impacts ofthe hazardous 
materials transport on a line segment but not consider the impacts of tlus increase Iratfic on 
natural resources of an area. Also, it seems logical that just based on the '"'l̂ ^̂ .̂̂ ed iraffi 
hazardous material in certain segments. Hamlet to Monroe (increase trom 26,0(̂ 0 to 60 000 cars 
annuallv) and (Monroe lo Clinton, SC increase of 14.000 to 49.000 cars annually) that there 
would be a corresponding increase in traffic at area rail yards or intemiodal facilities. How-ever, 
the document states that no tiireshold is exce^d-d for evaluation ot environmental impacts for 
these facilities. 

W'e request that our scoping comments be acknowledged and entered into the record. We 
hav e included them as an atlaclmienl. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this DraA EIS. If we can provide further 
assi.stancc, please contact our office at (919j 528-9886. 

OFA '̂ofa 

Attachments: (Memo O. Anderson to Melba McGee, Feb. 14, 1997) 
(l etier O. Anderson to Julie Sanford, Jan. 31, 1997) 



North Carolina Wildlife Resources Conimission tz 
512 N Salisbury Strert, Raieigh, North Carolina 27604-1188. 919-733-3391 

Ĉ harles R. FuUwood, Executive Director 

MLMORANDl'.M 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

ST'R.TECT: 

Melba McGee, 
Office of Legislative and liitargovemniyital Affairs 

(Hven F. AndersonTrtedmont Region Coordinator 
Habiiat Conservation Program 

I-ebruurv- 14. 1997 

Scoping comments for CSX-Conrail Consolidation. Project .No. 9 7-0456 

Siaff biologists vvith the North Ctuolina Wildlife Resources Conimission have reviewed 
the subjeci document. Our conunents are provided in accordance with certain provisions ofthe 
National Environmenta! PoHcy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332 (2) (c)). ihe Fish and Wildlife C oordinalion 
Act (48 Stat 401. as amended; 16 I'.S.C. 661 -667d) and the North Carolina Enviroiunental 
Poliev .Act (C.S 11 vA-1 tiuough 113.A-10; 1 NCAC 25) 

\A'e do not e\pect signifieiuil adverse impacts to fish and wildlife resources or ihcir 
respeciive habitats: since the facilities are aiready in place and are cunently in use. However, the 
route docs cio->s se'.'eral streams including the Roanoke River. Iherefore. accidents o\ spills 
along thc route or at ;inv mtermodal facilities and stormwater runoff from imermodal facilities 
have the poiential to cause significant adverse impacts to aquatic and terrestrial habiiats ot North 
Carolina 

1 he Kî an(̂ ke River lies directly beneath the railroad line that is being considered for 
consolidation, 1 his river provides important habitat for numerous species offish and other 
aquatic organisms and a>sociatcd teriestriai wildlife. The Roanoke Rivcr downstieani oi the raii 
corridor provide'̂  miportant spawning habitat for anadromous tish. including striped bass and 
hiekury shad. 

WaNhaw Crv-ek in I .nion Countv', North Carolina and Lancaster Coanty. South Carolina 
prov ides habitat foi the Carolina heelsplitter. a federally and siaic listed endangered freshwater 
ituissel .Ahitough It does not appear that the rail line crosses Wa.\havv Crcck in North Caiolina. 
lo\! piils tn tributaries or within the watershed withm North Carolina or in the immediate 
di'wiisiieam stretches in South Carolina cindd have significant impacts to this endangered 
specie. , 

W e requesi lhat thc following items be addressed in the environmental report: 

1. nisciiss .mv secondarv- developmem expected with increase movemeni of I'reigln. 1 his 
would primarily be associated with interm<.>dal facilities. 
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CSX-Conrail Consolidation 2 Februarv 14, 1997 

2. Discuss the practices and facilities that will be mstalled to address typical .stormwater 
runoff from anv intermodal facilities. 

3. Discuss procedures and facilities that wili be installed at mtermodal lacilities to contain 
toxic material in the evenl of a spill or an accident. 

4. Provide information on what procedures and equipment that will be in place to contain 
hazardous malerials from .spills into terrestrial and aquatic babitats, includmg lakes and 
rivers This discussion sliould place special emphasis on the impacis to anadromous fish 
in thc Roanoke River and thc Carolina heelspliner in Waxhaw Creek. 

Wc appreciale thc opportunity to provide input during (he eariy stages ofthis proposed 
acquisition. If ue can bc of further assistance, please contact Wavne Jcnes at (9] V) 44'̂ -'̂ '̂  6̂ or 
mc at (019) 528-9886. 

TWJ/OFA'oia 

cc: .lohn Hefner. Supervising Biologist, USFWS 
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£i Norjh Carolma Wildlif^ResQu^^^ =• 
312 N. Salis'rsury Street, Raleigh. North Carolina 27604-1168.919-733-3391 

Charles R. Fullwcxjd, Executive Director 

Bv;rn.q & K r l i o t ^ n e l l 
94CC Ward Parkway 
l<anoa.-3 Ci-_v KO 64114 

rar.uary 3 1 , 

S u b j e c t : Ti: 

o t 

: T r a i n T r a f f i c Assoc i a t ed w i : 
.'•: Southern C o r p o r a t i o n w.rt.i : 

Dt r d ; 

B l a-.i-'Ks"L"/..: , 

t h r e e t r a : : , . - i: • 
a re Dla."'.r.ed .^t 

r u r s t i a f f have reviewed the Da: 
. I t i s cur under s t and ing that 
/ IS a ; ;cacipated and t h a t r.o 

.s t i m e . 

an mrreass ot 

the ;. 
t e r rvr .9 

. • '-:':pecr. s i g n i f i c a n t adverse i-r.pactir 
. ' r t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e l i a b i t a t s ; s m 

all-sady m p l ace and are c u r r e n t l y i r . 
:'-^ does c r c s s a numiier o t strearr.s nr.z 

~s or s p i l l s a long the r.oute c r at 
•-.•*v-.̂ ter r u n c f f f r cT i i.nterrr.c-dal r a - r i 
iuse s i g n i f i c a n t adverse irr.pacts t : . 
5 c f N o r t h C a r o l i n a . 

t r n s n ana 

use . 

- : i t 3r~rd,2i 
- t r i e s have 
a-.:-.. ,5t 1-1 an-: 

.est t h a t the f c l l c w i n g i t e " s be -addre-S^ec: m 
r e p o r t : 

.T.̂.y seccndary developrre.-.t expected 
-•• • r r e i a h t . This wcuid pra:r.arij.y 
:".•, -; •: : r.a 1 f a c i i l t i e a . 

; rease 
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N o r f o l k .Southern-
T r a i t i c Increas"? 

January 21, ' iSl 

Di.scuss th'-- r r a r t i c e s and f a c i l i t i e s that, w i l l bc m . ^ t r i l l e d 
t o addre.-^A 
f a c i ] i t i e s 

t y p i c a l storrr.water runoff frcrr interrT.cdal 

3, Discus,'; procedure.*; and f a c i l i t i e s that w i l l oe i n s t a l l e d at 
inrer-'-,-;'-.1 f a c i l i t i e s t c contain t o x i c Tiaterial m the '?ven; 
ot a i=-.r:.. or acciasnt. 

Pr.-.v 
wi 1 i 
i i i t c 
n v e : 

t t n a t '1 ?.-f̂  - : :",aU i o n on what procedures ana equipr-.-rn 
' : r. r l a r e t o c o n t a i n nazardous T . a t e r i a i i ; frorr. s p i l l s 
r r r e . = . r r i a l and aoruatic h a ' o i t a t s , m e i u d i n g l akes and 

We a. , r-'-iato the opportunity to provide input dur .-ing the 
early .sta- rf this prcposed acquisition. If our c f f i c e can be 
of r .irtne- -i^isistaiice, please cof.tact me at 1919) S'Zo-'i^bh . 

S i n c e r e l y , 

Owen F. Anderson 
Piedmont Region Cocrdinatcr 
Habitat Conservatiori rrc.-;ram 
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El i'i - •- . 

DO 

Department of Publ, PA 17101 / Telephone (717) 255-6455 
• '.'anager 

February 6, 1998 

Ms. Elaine Kaiser, Chief 
Case Control Unit 
Surface Transportation Bc?rd 
Section of Environment- I .Analysis 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington. DC 
20423-0001 

Subject: Draft EIS for Proposed Conrail Acquisticr., Dorket # 33388 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

The City of Harrisburg hereby subn»iis supplemental comments to those previously 
provided on Jaiiuary 20 .1998 by the City Engineer, Joseph Link. The araft EIS (Chapter 5-PA) 
identifies two proposed actions that the developer would take in the Hairisburg area. The EIS 
states that NS would close the existing conventional inter.lodal facility in the City of Harrisburg 
and relocate this facility adjacent to the Conrail Triple Crown Sen ice facility in Rutherford 
Heights. This relocation would resull in an adc'.iUonal 660 truck trips per day on iocal roads such 
as Mushroom Hill and Grayson Rd. that are either poor truck routes or are already severely 
congested due lo existing de\ elopmenl The EIS also states that half of the additional truck traffic 
will use Interstate 283 and the other half Interstate 83. All additional truck traffic is expected to 
use Rt 322. 

Interstates 83 and 283 and US Rt. 322 are the most heavily traveled routes leading into, 
through, and out ofthe City of Harrisburg. The additional 660 trucks per day will only aggravate 
the situation. As the largest municipalitv- in the region, City residents, commuters, and businesses 
are likely to bear a significant portion of thc ad\ erse impacts resulting from the proposed changes. 
WTien mitigation measures are considered, including the locations f c investment activities, jobs, 
and other potential benefits, the City of Harrisburg should be a focal point fcr such activity. 



Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Project Director 

cc: Mayor Stephen R. Reed 
Joseph P. Link, City Engineer 
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Huntirif̂ ton Township Trustees 

Trustees 
Mary Beth Derikiio 647-2590 
Burt RoUin 647-3486 
Emest H. Hanman 647-3723 

Joan i : . F:aton, Clerk 

3. 1998 48401 Bursley Road 
Wellington, Ohio 

44090 

£1^ 4 HTAL 

E l a i n e K. Kaiser 
Environmental Pro jec t D - \ ^ 
Environmental F i l i n g 
O f f i c e of the Secretary 
Case Control un i t 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportat ion P .n-d 
1925 K Street , NW 
Washington. DC 20423-0n:"ii 

Re: Proposed Acqu 1., 11ion 
Norfolk Southf-i n Rai ' • 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

We h.r.' . ' - .1 
asks for cummedlb rtr : ;• 

We wi sh to ask if •• 
give adequGte time for '^-^v 

Ud!I road 

{ December 12, 1997, which 
j i t i o n . 

extended, as i t does not 
•:.pond. 

-vnship but fee l t h a t we would We do not nave a C'.-rai l crossing 1- .........^ ^...^o „c «uu 
s t i l l be af fected becau^ of our f i r e an̂ J amt^uiance service coming from the 
neighbor ing town of W-11 nqton. which does have a Conrail c ross ing . 

Thank you fo r cons ic^r inq - n t s . 

Very t r u l y yours 

HUNTINGTON TOWNSHIP TRUSSES 

Ooan E. Eaton. Clerk 
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DOCUMENT 
' 3 0 2 ) 7 3 9 5 6 8 5 

F-bruarv 2. iO<?8 

H 

566C 

O f f i c e o f the Secretary 
Case Controi Lmt 
Finance Docket No 33388 
Surfaf^e Transportation Board 

k Street. NW 
Washington DC 20423-0001 

A T T N ElaineK Kaiser, i^h.ef 
Enviroiimental Project Director 
Environmental Filing 

R E CS.X and Norfolk Scuthem control and acquisition o f Conrail. Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) 

Dea r Ms Kaiser 

At tached is the onginal letter containing the DE SHPO's comments on the DEIS, fax cover sheet, and fax 
conf irmation, regardmg the above-referenced Ten copies of these documents, as well as this letter, are also 
enclosed 

I w o u l d like to add tv,o editorial comments conceming the DEIS First, it would be helpfiil i f the FEiS 
contained more Jjtailed maps of the rail segments under consideration In Delaware, several of the line 
segments are very dose together, making it difficult to identify segment starting ending points on the small 
scale maps provided m the DEIS Second, the DE SHPO s previous correspondence witli STB (letter dated 
October 16, \^^%). was not included with otlier SHPO correspondence in .Appendix M ofthe DEIS 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments I f you have any questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact me 

Smcerelv. 

Gvven Davis 
.Archaeologist 

Enclosures 
cc Martha Catlin. .ACHP 



iL. " A. 

H j ' O f * C P- O F F ; C E 

Januar\ 30. 1098 

'•39 5660 

Office ofthe Secrctar> 
Case Conlroi I nit 
Finance Dockci No. .T338S 
Surface I ransportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
W ashington DC 2042."̂ -000! 

ATTN: I Jainc K. Kaiscr. Chief 
hnvironineiital Proiecl Director 
I-n\ ironmental 1 iling 

Rl .: CSX and Norfolk Souihcrn control and acqui.sition of C onrail; Draft l:n\ ironinental Impact 
Statemeni (DIMS) 

Dear .\ls. Kai.ser: 

Thank >ou for providing us uith the 1)1 IS di>cunicnts. Our comments ctMiccrn sections relating 
to vOPipiia;-.<.c with Scctit>n IOC) ofthe Nalional llisloric Preservation .\ct. iicncrallv. and issues 
affecting li.c Slate ot Delaware, specific, liv. W liciv relevant, specillc sections oflhe Dl-IS are 
cilcd. 

APPRO.XCII T O C n I I R.M Rl SOI RCI S 
In general, the DI . SI IPO fmds the Surface rransporialiiMi Board. Section t>f I-.nvircmmenial 
Analysis (Si;.\)"s appn)aeli to identifv nig lustone properties, and determining potentiai impacls 
lhereon. lo be inconsistent with Section 10(i ofthe Natumal Historic Preservation .Act. and ils 
iinplenienlmg regulations (,"6 C'l R Part XOO). 

In a number ol localions witiun the 1)1 IS. Sl A indicates lhat il considers onlv construction and 
abandonment aetiv ities 10 be relevant lo eflecls on historic properties. .Appendix Ci (\ olumc 
5.\). specitic.illv slates thai irallie changes for rail segments, rail vards. and intermodal facilities 
have 'iiille etVecl" i>n hi.>tonc and cultural resources. However. Si:.A provides no justification 
tiir this statement. Il could well be argued lhat an increase of eight (S1 trains per day on a line thru 
runs through a historic district wouid have an effect, as defmed in 36 Cl R Part 800.9(a). and 



Letter to l . Kaiser 
.lanuarv 30. 1998 
Page 2 

.Adverse Id'fecls. as defined bv 30 Cl R Part SOO 9ib)l2) and (3). specificailv. We recogni7.e that 
Sli.A had to develop and applv several critena to address various environmental effecls. such as 
noise and air qualilv. Nevertheless. SI .A should recogni/e lhal even if these thresholds, cilher 
for env ironmental analysis or for significance, are nol met by a certain rail segment, it does nol 
necessarily mean lhat the Crileria ol'Adverse I ffecl established under 36 (. 1 R Part 800.9(b) do 
not apply. 

SF.A also indicales that the Board is limited to imposing mitigating condiiions on the .Applicants 
onlv in circumslai .ces inv cilv ing abandonmeni and new constructions. I his is ciled as an 
additional reason lor not looking al historic properties in lerms of effects from the other three 
identified activitv areas. However, this limitalion does nol impede thc Sl̂ .A from making 
recommendations for mitigation on a host (d other env ironmental areas affected by activities lhat 
do not relate to abandonment or construction, as evidenced in \'olume 4. 

•Volume 1. Chapter 3. Section 3.13.3 discusses potential mitigation strategies for effects on 
historic properties Sl A indicated that "lv picallv•". ihe Board will require ll.ABS H.Af R 
documentation for eflecls on structures .Mthough this is rccoLUi/cd as a slandard mitigaiion 
measure, the Si :.A also should recogni/e that 36 CI R Part 800 requires that avoidance and 
minimization alternatives lo .Adver-e 1 Heels also be considered. 

'Ihe SF.A"s discussion of •"tvpieal"" Board requirements for miligation of archaeological 
properties also seems to lack consider;iiion of avoidance of resources, and is inconsistent vvith the 
.Adv isorv Council"s regulations. 1 he 1)1 IS slates that the railmad w:!! he required to "cease 
construction or abandonment salvage activ ities il signitlcant arcluieological resources are 
idcnliilcd during salvage ofa rail line appmved for abandonment or new construciion ofa rail 
line. Activ ities could resume alter the railroad contacts the appropriate SHPO regarding 
identification and evaluaticMi ot anv artifacts that have been discovered." 1 his is a reversal ot the 
steps required b> 36 CFR Part S(K).4. .md sets all such projects up as SOO.I 1 situations (addresses 
unanticipated discoveries) .\dditionall> . ii appear̂  lo entrust the reporiing c)f "significant 
archaeological resources"" to rail consiruction workers, wiio mav nol have the expertise to 
ideniifv such properties. 

Dl l .AW AKI: 

X'olume. 3 A Chapter .'̂ -Dl describes lhe potenlial impacts to Delaware. Only four oflhe nine 
rail seemenis met the Board's tiireshold for environmental analvsis. Sf .A did nol tlnd lhal 
transportation, energv. ha/ardous materials waste sites, natura! resources or land use 
.socioeconomics were relevant technical :ueas for analvsis m Delaware. ( l his seems to contradict 
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chart pnnided in l:\ccutive Summarv . which indicates lhal several lines met the threshold for 
ll.A/M.A 1 issues). Oflhe remauung lechnical areas. Sl A lound lhal onlv Cuiiural Resources 
required furiher sludy (i.e. compliance w Section 106 re Shell Pol Bridge). Nevertheless. SF.A 
will also recommend coordination among CSX and concerned groups m the City of Nevvark 
regarding existing and future .safety concerns, particulariv ai-grade crossings, despite the fact that 
the increase in rail traffic \>as not considered significant b> the Board's standards. N'olume 4 
prov ides Sl-..A"s Preliminarv Recommended 1 in ironmental Mitigation fitr ihese two issues, in 
commenis Numbers 13 and 25. respectivelv I he Dl SIlPO concurs lhal these recommendations 
arc appropriate. 

However, in general, lhe 1)1. SHPO v iews the Seclion 106 process lo be incomplete ior lhe entire 
undertaking, not just the Shell Pot Bridge. Specilicallv. 36 C'l R Part 800.4 and 800.5 
(idenlificalion. evaluation and determinaticni of effects on histtiric propenies). have nol heen 
appropriatclv addressed .Appendix Ci con!;iins an overview oflhe Sl:.\"s research concerning 
identification and ev aluaiion of historic properlies. SI .\ ideniilies steps such as background 
research, dev el̂ 'pment of historic contexts, application of the Nationa! Register of Historic Places 
criteria, and apjiiication of 36 Cl R Part 800.9 (criteria of eifect). In another seetion--\'o!ume 
3.A. Cliapter :^-!)l --Sf .A indicales lhal. apparenllv througli this process, thev deiermined thc 
Shell Pot Bridge Xo be eligible for the Nalional Register Note, however, that the DI: SHPO has 
nol received anv lormal Determi nai h ot 1 ligibilitv tor this propertv. lo the besl ofour 
knowledge, the onlv informaiion SF.A coli,. led concerning this propertv i-- that vvhich vve 
ourselves prov idc' v our consultant. Mc; lev Hart Recentlv. the Delaware Department of 
Transporiation has jll . ided a drafl hision^ ^ lext tor railroad bridges. I his mav prove helpful 
in the lormal evaluation (d this. and other affected properties in Delaware. 

I he DF Si IPC) aiso prov ided informaiion concerning otiier resources or potentiai resources 
on near the Shell Pol Connector, as well as on tiie iiiai!i C S.X .md .Amtrak (NIC) lines: 
informaiion on the kuler was sent lo the .Applicants consultant Dames and NUuire. W'e have no 
indication lhat the presence of these propenies has been Uiken to accounl. Neither oflhe 
consultants v isiled our office lo acquire coniplele in!'>rmation on known and polenliai historic 
properties in the .\rea ol"Potential I ffect tor th.e project, in particular, the Norlheasl Corridor, 
historicallv known as lhe Wilmington Rail \ iaduct. is itself an identified historic propertv. that 
includes rai! lines, bridges, and other relaied ^irucuires. Significanl iral'fic increases are expected 
on rail scijinents on tiie Northeast Corridor. 1 he ^ I H and or llie .\pplicaiils will need to formallv 
address affects on this histtiric propertv. 
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'1 hank you for vour consideration of the.sc comments. Ifthere is anv wa> m which we can assist 
the STB vvith fulfilling its Sectum 106 responsibilities in Delaware, please do nol hesitate to 
contact me. or Clwen Davis, al (302) 739-5685. 

Sincerelv, 

Joan N. Farriv ee 
Deputy Stale Historic Preservation Officer 

cc: Manha Callin. ACI IP 



DELAWARE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 
15 THE GREEN, DOVER, DE 19901 

(302) 739-5685 
FAX (302) 739-5660 

FAX TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

TO: [From: 
Ofllce of the SecictarA- .loan N l.arnvee 
C"ase ("ontrol I nit Deputy SHPO 
Finance Docket No 33388 
Surface fransponaiion Board 
1025 K Street. NW 
Washington DC 20423-OUOl 

ATTN Idaine K Kaiser. Chief 
fjiviionmental Projeci Director 
Fnvironmenlal l iling 

Company: Date: 
STB/SEA Feb. 2. 1998 

Fax Number Total Number of Pages including Cover: 
(202) 565-9000 

5 
Re: 

CSX and Norfolk Southern control and acquisilion of Conraii. Draf̂  Environmental Impact 
Statement (DFIS) 

Notes/Comments 

DE SHPO comments regarding the DEIS. Onginal with 10 copies will follow 
ASAP. Any questions, please contact Gwen Davis at number ated above. 

CfJ-^^-l^w,:! J^,^ m£C/fc.c^,.f^.,_ 



f M ' 

,X,..,. Uai'^":'' 

flESSHGE CONF I RMHT I \J\ -\ 

jFf 

E'E no.001 COl 

DELAWARE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 
15 THE GREEN, DOVER DE 19901 

(302) 739-5685 
FAX (302)739-5660 

FAX TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

To: From: 
Oflkt ofthe Secretary Joan N Famvee 
Case Coniid Unit Deputy SHPO 
Finance Docket .N'o 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Sfeet. Nm̂  
Wa-shingtor) DC 20423-0001 

AITN riaine K Kaiser. Chief 
Environmenial Projecl Director 
linvironmental filing 

Company: Date: 
Feb. 2. 1998 
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United States Department of the Interior 
oi l 1(1. Of I HhSl.C KL I ARY 
. .̂ Wdshington, D C 20240 

DOC 
E R 9 8 / 0 2 0 FEB 3 

O f f i c e of the Secretary 
Case Contro] Unit 
Finance Docket No.33388 
Surf a c e Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

ATTN: Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

The TVS. Department of the I n t e r i o r has reviewed the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement, Finance Docket No. 33388, 
"Proposed Conrail Acquisition," CSX Corporation and CSX 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n , Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk 
Southern Railway Company. We have the following comments. 

The Draft EIS showed one r a i l seyment that occurs i n M i s s i s s i p p i 
w i t h a proposed increased environmental "isk and exceedance of 
SEA'S c r i t e r i a f o r significance. R a i l segment Site ID C-387 runs 
between Mobile, Alabama and N<fw Orleans, Louisiana, and would 
have an increase i n hazardous m.aterial transport. This segment 
passes through Jackson, Harrison, and Hancock Counties, 
M i s s i s s i p p i . I t also crosses the Pascagoula, B i l o x i , Wolf, and 
P e a r l Rivers. These large r i v e r basins, and other lands along 
t h e r a i l route, have s i g n i f i c a n t f i s h and w i l d l i f e resources 
i n c l u d i n g the f o l l o w i n g f e d e r a l l y l i s t e d species: 

brown p e l i c a n (Pelecanus occidentalis) 
piping plover (Charadrius melodus) 
bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephc'lus) 
Gulf sturgeon {Acipenser oxyrhynchus desotoi) 
i n f l a t e d h e e l s p l i t t e r (Potamilus i n f l a t u s ) 
Mississippi sandh i l l crane (CH) (Grus canadensis p u l l a ) 
ringed sawback turtle (Graptemys oculifera) 



-2-

The increase i n transport of hazardous material would have a 
s i g n i f i c a n t impact to t r u s t resources i f a s p i l l were to occur. 
The standard Hazardous Materials Emergency Response Plan may not 
be adequate to address immediate and long term f i s h and w i l d l i f e 
resource impacts. 

Specific Comments 

5-MS.5.2 

We believe preventing a s p i l l i s much preferable to cleaning one 
up. Therefore, we recommend the f o l l o w i n g : 

1. Lower speeds s h c M be adopted across bridges 
w i t h i n the l i s t e d basins. 

2. Inspections of cars carrying hazardous materials 
along t h i s route should be increased. 

3. Inspection of r a i l l i n e s along t h i s c o r r i d o r 
should be increased. 

4. Emergency management plans should include 
guidelines f o r immediate consultation w i t h Service 
personnel regarding p o t e n t i a l adverse impacts to 
the l i s t e d species. 

Summary 

The proposed project could have s i g n i f i c a n t adverse impacts on 
present and future n a t u r a l resources i n t h i s area i f a s p i l l were 
to occur. The Surface Transportation Board should adopt the 
above measures to prevent such an event from occurring. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. 

J l l l i e R. TaylorM^recfe<ij;:_ 
Of f i c e of Environmental 

Policy and Com.pliance 





MARYLAND Office nf IHatining 
I'arns .\ Cilendening 

f i/ti. e m t / r 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Dircttor 
Section of Environmenta] Analysis 
Surface Transponalion Board 
1925 K Sfreet. .N'W 
Washington, Df" ll)M'S-m)\ 

Januar) 28, 1998 

E i i 
DOCUMENT 

eitner 

S U M M A R Y OF RKVIKV_Cf>\l.\lhAl>LON_'>RAFT Kl.S "PROPOSED CONRAli. ACOtlSmON" 

State Application Identifier: MD971222 1116 
l>escription: DK.̂ F T F.IS Proposed Conraii Acquisition CSX Corporation and CSX Transponation. Inc Norfolk 

Southem Corporation anu .Norfolk Southem Railway Company 
A.ppiicant: Surface ot Transponation Board 

I ixiation: Nationw ide 

Appi oving Authority: Surface Transponation Board 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

In accordance with Presidential Executive Order 12372 and Code of Maryland Regulation 14.24.04, the Statc Clearinghouse 
has coordinated (he ii'iergovernmental rc\ iew ofthe referenced project. This letter constitutes the summary of review comments 
on the Draft EIS "Proposed Conrail .Acquisitio;" recei\;'d to date. 

Review ccmments were requested from the .Mar\land Dep.inments of Budge' and Management. Business and Economic 
Developmeni, Housing and (\)inmunitv Development including the .Maryland Historical Trust. .Natural Resourees, und 
Trnnsportation: Alleganv, Baltim.ore, Cecil, Frederick. Harford, Howard, .Montgomery , Prince George s. and Washingion 
Counties, the Citv of Baltimore; the Baltimore Metropolitan Council, the Man land National Capital Park and Planning 
Commission Montgomery and Princ- George's Countv: and the Tri-Countv Council for Wesiern Maryland and the Man land 
Oft ice of Planning. As or iluy, dale, the iJepanmenis of budgei and .Management, Transponation. Housing and Communitv 
Development including the Man land Historical Trusl. and Natural Resources; .Monigomen . Frederick. Baltimore. Howard and 
Prince G" urge's Counlies; the Tri-Countv Council for Western Man land: and ihe Man land-National Capital Park and Planning 
C'om>nission-Prince George s Countv have not suhmitted comments. Ans comments received will be forwarded. 

The Marvland Depanment of Business and Economic Development: .Alleganv. Cecil and W.ishinglon Counties: and the 
•NIarv-land-Nationai Capital Park and Planning Commission-Montgomen Countv; and the Metropolitan Washington Council of 
Governments: and the Maryland Office of Planning found this project to be consistent with their plans, programs, and 
oh)jectivcs The V\iliniiigU)n .•Xrea Planning Council, whose jurisdiction includes Cecil Counly. Maryland, notes that the\ have 
no comments on hou this profHisal u ili impact Cecil Courity, .Man land. 

l h e BaltiiiU'rc Meiropolit.ui Council jnd Harford Couniv found this projeci to be generally consistent with their plans, 
programs and ohjcciivcs. but included ^cnain qualifying comments summarised below , 

JO! West Presiiin Slree: • li.'.itimire Maryland 21201 2165 
Su.te Cleiinn-ihuuii- i410i 767-4-f90 ta- ''-J-i^o 
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The OtlI>r.Baltimore stated that their finding(s) of consistency is are contingent upon the applicant taking the acfion(s) 
summarized below. 

Summary of Coinments: 

The City of Baltimore states that the proposal is generally consistent with its plans, programs, and objectives. The endorsement 
is contingent upon implementation of mitigation ilems cited by thc Surface Transponation Board. 

The Baltimore .Metropolitan Council states that the proposal is generally consistent with its plans, programs, and objectives, 
however, the following qualifying comment is submitted for your consideration. 

"Volume 3A of the repon includes a section on the State of .Mary land. Included in this section is an analvsis of the 
proposed inlermodal facility, the Tnple Crown Service, that will be constructed in Baltimore Citv From our review, 
the repon does not. however, mention the improved clearances for 20' 2 .louble stack service that Norfolk Southem 
has proposed via Amtrak's Nonheast Corridor to Perryville or the impact, lhal construction would have on the 
Perryville community." 

Harford Couniy states that there arc no rai! line segments in Harford Counly which meel or exceed the Board-designated 
environmental thresholds. The County also notes lhal ih's acquisition identifies that the MARC train senice will not impact 
the Nonheastern conneclion fi.e. Penn Line) going through Harford County since most freight rail traffic occur at mght along 
this line. However, the lepon docs not mention any funher expansions of the .MARC sen ice along this lined its impact to that 
potential senice. Cur.ently, the Edgewood MARC station is planned to have a large parking lot expansion and the Aberdeen 
train station is in the development of a revitalization plan. Increased freight traffic could potentially impact the need for future 
MARC service. 

II you have any questions about the coinments contained in this letter please contact the Slate Clearinghouse at (410; 767-4490. 

SineereK. 

I.mda ( Jaiicv. J.D. 
Manag :r. Clearinghouse <k Plan Review L nit 

l.CJ: 1.1.7 bci 

Richardson DBMC 
Gatto DBED 
Marmi.in DHCI) MHT 
Dinianuui DNR 
Ka> .VI DOT 
Sansom - .M.LG 
Gnffin - BCIT 
Svhcla - BLCO 

Weill CF.CI. 
Shaw I KDR 
ilolda-dge HRFD 
Kuiicr llOWD 
Kc:ll\ MTGM 
Warlieki PGEO 
Shoop WSHG 
.Anders.'!) BMi' 

Valladares - MNCPPC-.MTGM 
Pirei MNCPPC-PG 
Langford - .MWCOG 
Wagoner - TCC W.M D 
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Department of Engineering Services 

Division o' Design & Construction 
D v'Sion ot Streets 

(419) 627-5829 
(419) 627-5861 

222 MEIGS STREET 
SANDUSKY OHIO 44870 

FAX (419) 627-5933 
FAX (419) 627-5911 

February 3, 1998 

O f f i c e of the S e c r e t a r y 
Case C o n t r o l U n i t 
F i n a n c e Docket No. 33388 
. J u r f a c e T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
1925 K S t r e e t , NW 
W a s h i n g t o n , DC 20423-0001 

R E : D r a f t Envii 'onr- .ental Impact Sta tement 
"PurposecJ C o n r a i l A c q u i s i t i o n " 

D e a r Reader: 

Upon review of the Executive Summary for the above referenced 
r e p o r t i t was r e a l i z e d that the o r i g i n a l comments plus 10 copies 
were to be sent to you. I apologize for t h i s oversight and 
enclosed please f i n d the 10 copies. 

Sincerely, 

Brent R. .Smith, D i r e c t o r o f 
Engineer ing S e r v i c e s 

BRS/kah 



c: :9 
Dcpartnnent of Engineering Services 

Division of Design & Construciion 
Division o) Slreels 

(419) 627-5829 
(419) 627-5881 

222 Mf IGS STREET 
SAtJDUSKY, OHIO 44870 

FAX (419) 627-5933 
FAX (419) 627-5911 

January 30, 19J8 

F * 
Office of the Secretary nnf^l 1^, • f* 
Case Control Unit U\J\^\JUi^. 4 I 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K St r e e t , NVJ 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

RE: Draft Environn-.ental impact Statement 
"Proposed Co n r a i l A c q u i s i t i o n " 

Dear Reader: 

Upon review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, 
Finance Docket No. 33388, "Proposed Conrail A c q u i s i t i o n " the C i t y 
of Sandusky, Ohio, hereby submits the f o l l c w i n g w r i t t e n comments 
regarding t h i s document. Enclosed also please f i n d Resolution 
002-98R passed by the C i t y Commission of the Cit y of Sandusky i n 
open session on January 26, 1998. This document states the resolve 
of the C i t y of Sandusky t o oppose the proposed a c q u i s i t i o n of 
Conrail by CSX and Norfolk and Southern Railway Co. This course of 
action i s required and based on concerns raised by review of the 
Draft EIS. This o p p o r t u n i t y to voice the City's concern p r i o r t o 
a decision being made by the Surface Transportation Board r e l a t i v e 
t o t h i s a c q u i s i t i o n i s appreciated. 

On a macro-scale the Draft EIS (DEIS) states that increased 
use of r a i l f o r fihipping w i l l r e s u l t i n a decrease i n truck t r a f f i c 
and a decrease i n highway accidents because of the decrease i n 
truck t r a f f i c . An analysis of t h i s statement as i t r e l a t e s t o 
l o c a l corr.muniries develops some very d i s t u r b i n g r e a l i t i e s . 

Decreased t r u c k t r a f f i c means: 

A) Fewer trucks using i n t e r s t a t e highways and major s t a t e 
routes however the number of trucks m.aking l o c a l 
d e l i v e r i e s and using l o c a l routes w i l l remain the same 
and may i n f a c t increase depending upon the l o c a t i o n of 
an intermodal f a c i l i t y . 

B) Fewer trucks making cross county hauls decreases the 
amount of f u e l purchased and ther e f o r e fewer d o l l a r s i n 
the gas tax fund. This means less d o l l a r s a v a i l a b l e 
f o r highway/roadway maintenance, repairs and improvements. 
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C) When, r e a l i z i n g tho above two comments i n concert i t can 
be seen tha t at-grade crossings i n most urban s e t t i n g s 
w i l l experience the samrj amount or more vehicular t r a f f i c 
as experienced pre-acquL-sition while the density of r a i l 
t r a f f i c w i l l increase. This combination leads toward an 
increased need for safety measures as w e l l as 
inconvenience issues which w i l l force grade separations. 
With fewer d o l l a r s i n highway funds, t r a d i t i o n a l sources 
of funding f o r grade separations w i l l not be able 
t o c o n t r i b u t e toward new projects i n any meaningful way. 

I t t r u l y i s i n our o v e r a l l best i n t e r e s t t o encourage as much 
t r a n s p o r t a t i o n of goods by r a i l as possible. U n t i l such tim.e as 
t r a i n r ^ make d e l i v e r y of goods i n each m u n i c i p a l i t y the increased 
r a i l d e n s i t y w i l l continue to c o n f l i c t w i t h vehicle t r a f f i c causing 
s a f e t y and delay problems. The s o l u t i o n i s t o separate the 
c o n f l i c t i n g movements through i n d i v i d u a l grade separations or by 
r e l o c a t i n g the r a i l l i n e s to the less populated areas very s i m i l a r 
t o what was done w i t h our i n t e r s t a t e system. Either o p t i o n i s 
expensive and must be paid f o r from the revenues charged t o move 
goods. I t i s t h e r e f o r e suggested that a fund be established based 
on tonnage of gcods moved that w i l l be dedicated to s o l v i n g the 
problems created by vehic\ilar and r a i l c o n f l i c t i n g movements. 
Since the owners of the r a i l companies w i l l b e n e f i t from the 
increased r a i l t r a f f i c the fund must be provided f o r by the r a i l 
companies. 

The C i t y of Sandusky also questions the a p p l i c a b i l i t y of the 
average v e h i c l e delay tirae. Using the average time allows the 
a c t u a l delay (from the time crossing guards go down to when they 
r e t u r n t o the up p o s i t i o n ) to be divided i n h a l f . The greatest 
t r a f f i c s a f e t y concern i s not with the vehicle that approaches the 
mid p o i n t of the queue but i s with the f i r s t or second v e h i c l e i n 
the queue. W i l l these drivers a n t i c i p a t e a long delay and 
t h e r e f o r e take the r i s k of crossing by going around guards or over 
the crossing while the l i g h t s are flashing? Total length of delay 
experienced by the f i r s t vehicle i n the queue i s the f a c t o r which 
leads t o i r r i t a t i o n and the decision f o r r i s k t a k i n g and i s 
t h e r e f o r e the time that must be used i n analysis and d e c i s i o n 
making. 

Another concern of the City is the threshold l i m i t of 5000 ADT 
f o r a nalysis of grade crossings. Where d i d the ADT o r i g i n a t e and 
what year where the t r a f f i c counts taken? Who took the counts and 
what m.ethod was used? The assumption th a t roadway segments 
c a r r y i n g less than 5000 ADT w i l l not experience problems at 
crossings i s not a v a l i d assumption. Many problems can be caused 
by seasonal or hourly peaks of t r a f f i c volume which are not 
consistent w i t h an average t r a f f i c volume. Was there any 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n f o r seasonal peaks of t r a f f i c volume i n h i g h l y 
congested t o u r i s t areas? Was there any consideration of rush 
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hour t r a f f i c on c e r t a i n roadways due to plant adjacency or 
i n d u s t r i a l locations? There i s also the speed of the t r a i n to 
consider which should change the threshold value of ADT used. I f 
l i n e segments of r a i l v / i l l experience very slow t r a i n movement (5-
10 mph) the a f f e c t at any crossing w i l l be greater than i f the 
t r a i n i s moving 45 mph. Was t h i s considered i n the analysis or i s 
there a p o s s i b i l i t y of rem.oving the threshold ADT value? 

S p e c i f i c t o Sandusky, Ohio, there are many concerns. The 
footnote t o Table 5-OH-2 Page OH-9 of Chapter 5 Volume 3B 
i n d i c a t e s t h a t NS n o t i f i e d SEA that i t s intermodal f a c i l i t y would 
be moved t o Sandusky, Ohio. There has been no contact to the City 
from NS regarding t h i s issue and the City has no idea of what i s 
being planned or the impact of t h i s action. Does anybody know what 
t h i s e n t a i l s ? Is the C i t y t o be included i n these discussions? 
W i l l t h i s miean an increase truck t r a f f i c of 65 vehicles per day and 
i f so on which routes? The C i t y feels i t needs answers t o these 
questions before any evaluation of impact can be made. 

The Bellevue, Ohio, to Sandusky Docks, Ohio, r a i l segment i s 
p r e d i c t e d t o see an increase of f r e i g h t t r a f f i c estimated at 10.3 
t r a i n s per day. I t i s our understanding t h a t t h i s increase w i l l be 
f o r east-west connection onto the current Conrail east-west main 
l i n e . I s t h i s true? The document does not i n d i c a t e i f the r a i l 
t r a f f i c i s t o dead-end at the dock or to make east-west connection. 
For e i t h e r scenario the speed of the t r a i n s w i l l be between 5 and 
\0 mph due t o e ' her the stopping at the dock or the t i g h t t u r n i n g 

i i u s onto the '"onrail mainline. Within one h a l f mile of the 
Conrail mainline the NS Bellevue to Sandusky Dock l i n e crosses two 
(2) major roadways. These roadv.ays are T i f f i n Avenue (SR 101) and 
Venice Road (USR 6) . With t o t a l t r a i n t r a f f i c , post a c q u i s i t i o n , 
of 11.7 t r a i n s per day each crossing w i l l be closed f o r 6.5 minutes 
eleven times a day or an hour and eleven minutes each day. This 
d i r e c t l y impacts emergency response time t o the e n t i r e west end of 
Sandusky. I t also hinders the a b i l i t y t o provide f o r economic 
developm.ent i n the w.':»st end thereby l i m i t i n g the City's a b i l i t y t o 
expand i t s eccnomic base. 

The C i t y of Sandusky has "Impacted Ci t y Status" w i t h 53% of 
i t s p o p u l a t i o n i n the low to moderate income l e v e l and a 
s i g n i f i c a n t m i n o r i t y popuiaticn (23%). Any funds that the City 
expends t o resolve problems caused by r a i l t r a f f i c w i l l not be 
a v a i l a b l e f o r other p r o j e c t s or services which may d i r e c t l y b e n e f i t 
the L-M income arid m i n o r i t y populations. There w i l l be s i g n i f i c a n t 
problems caused by the increased r a i l t r a f f i c which w i l l cause 
economic hardships and s o c i a l i n j u s t i c e . 
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There i s also a s i g n i f i c a n t r e s i d e n t i a l population along the 
e x i s t i n g Conrail l i n e and at the NS/Conrail diamond. With 
increased r a i l t r a f f i c w i l l come increased hazardous m a t e r i a l 
shipments. Sandusky Bay, a major r e c r e a t i o n a l water and water 
supply, i s also adjacent to t h i s r a i l l i n e . Any hazardous 
m a t e r i a l i n c i d e n t w i l l have grave impacts to human h e a l t h and 
safety as wei] as s i g n i f i c a n t environmental impacts. Within the 
l a s t 5 years there have been three derailments i n or adjacent t o 
Sandusky. The increased p o s s i b i l i t y that hazardous materials w i l l 
be involved i n future derailments i s a great concern. The 
suggested s o l u t i o n i s to increase t r a i n i n g and awareness of the 
haz-raet teams i n the area. This w i l l not be s u f f i c i e n t . A 
concerted e f f o r t must be made to evaluate and assess each community 
f o r the types of incidents which may occur and the associated 
appropriate response. I f the communities do not have the necessary 
equipment t o appropriately respond then the r a i l company must be 
responsible f o r working wi t h the c i t i e s to equip them f o r any 
accident and bear the f i n a n c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of doing so. 

I t i s hoped that f u r t h e r dialogue w i l l take place concerning 
t h i s a c q u i s i t i o n . There are many issues which need t o be discussed 
and the so l u t i o n s must be incorporated i n t o whatever plan of 
m i t i g a t i o n i s decided upon. The City of Sandusky would l i k e t o be 
a part of the process as a decision i s being formulated. Again, 
the C i t y i s appreciative of t h i s opportunity and looks forward t o 
more d i a l o g on t h i s subject. 

Sincerely, 

Brent R. Smith, Director of 
Engineering Services 

BRS/imn 
CC: Richard M. Finn, Ci t y Manager 

Don Iscman, Law Director 
Richard Stroem.ple, Director of Community Development 

c o n r a i l 
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I'agc I wo. l .inda .1. Morgan 

On hchaltOI the ( ouncil and Ihc ( ommission I uould rcspcctlull) request that >ou include in 
vour Hnal report a requirement lor this saluahle. s\ stem-wide satet> resource to be continued 
lollovsing thc merger. In this \\a> v\c. in partnership with Nortolk Southern, can continue to 
pro\ ide thc ouKlan ling lc\el ot ha/mal service and expertise to the ci t i /ens ol the 
( ommonweallh. 

l l you have turther questions regarding this request, vou can contact n n off ice at (717) 787-.l.l()(). 
i appreciate vour el'forts in this matier and look forward to a successful resolution to this issue. 

Sincerelv. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
I ieulenant (iovernor 
( hair. I'cnnsvIvania f mergencv Management (Ouncil 

A'l I N: I Jaine K. Kaiser 
I nv ironmenial Project Director 
I in ironmental I iliiiL! I .I). 



L l f UTENANT G O V E R N O R ' S o r r ' f 

>.AM^««l..«lC * » ' KO-OOOt 

lchri«ir> 2. I ' m 

(Mikc ol lhe Secreiarv 
I inda .1 Morgat). ( hair 
('i»%c ( onlrol I ml 
I inance Docket So H <XX 
Surlacc I ransp<»rtaiion Hoanl 
l'0'> K Stieet. \ W 
Wiisliingl..ii D( .1(M21-(MK)I 

E 
DOCUr/iENT 

AL 

Dear Ms Morgan: 

\s ( hairman ol the Pennsylvania I mergencv Managentent Council and the State I mergencv 
Kesponsc ( ommis aon. I write to comment on the proposed merger hetween Norlolk Soulhern 
.md ( onrail It is imporlant thai the concerns ot thc emergencv services conmuinitv and the 
( ..minonwcallh l>c provided to vour lioard lor inclusion in the fmal environmental impact reptirt. 

I»>rmain vears the I ocal I mergei.cv Planning ( ommittees (1 1 P( i in Pennsvlvania have 
enjoved a prtHliiclivc relalitmship wilh < onrail"> 1 t»c.il lla/ardous Malerials I ield Stall. I hese 
tlctlicaled local ( onrail emplovec^ have prtivided valuable assistance and expertise tt» our 
ha/ardous maleriah resptinders .md emergencv managemeni tifficials 

I have been inlormed thiil. â  Norlolk 'southern is currenilv nr'j;ini/etl. such locallv-based ha/mat 
si.ill people dn not c xisi // i\ important that a continuity oJ service he provided in this 
specialized area. Iiazardous materials teams must continue lo he an important part of 
ellective emerf^eucx response alter the merger is fnuilized I nv ironmental issues surrtiunding a 
ptitcnlial a< cidcnl on the i.nl lines have immcdi.ilc aiul loiiL'-leim impact on ihe cnvironmenl and 
the cili/eiis ofthe affecled areas, (oncerns regarding the ptUcniial loss ot this resource exist in 
manv ctuinlics m Pennsvlvania and specificailv in Pittsburgh where main rail Imes run through 
the heart til the business and residential distncts 1 licsc iiuliv iduaK also prov ide planning that 
addresses mitig.ition ellorts alre.ulv m pl.ice vvith ( onrail 
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JOSEPH G RAMPE 

Co.-. • tl 

January 29, 1998 

DOCUi«£:f>IT 

O f f i c e of tlie Secretary 
Clase Control Unit 
STB Firiance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K. Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

ATTENnCN: Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Section of En\'ironinental Analysis 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Re: Cements on the Draft STB EEIS Finance Drcket No. 33388 
Proposed Conrail Acquisition CISX Corp. snd CSX Transportaticwi, Inc . 
Norfolk Southf cn Corporation a i ^ Norfolk Southem Peiilway Ccnpany 
Control and C^3trating Leases/I-igreenents Cxinrail l is : , and 
Consolidated Ra i l Corporation 

My inajor concem remains the issue of ownership of the Suffem t o Port 
J e r v i s segment. Under Norfolk-Southern control , Metro-North Railroad 
Corporation w i l l be prohibited frcm investing i n the $88.5 m i l l i t m needed 
f o r right-of-way inprovements and the resul t ing loss of $104 mi l l i ca i vrarth 
o f addit ional c a p i t a l inproverents to support MNRC long-term service 
expansion plaris f o r the l ine through 2020. 

I t i s inportant tha t a way be found t o secure the use of these funds f o r 
these purposes. 

ORANGE COU^^rY GOVERNMENT CENTER GOSHEN NEW yORK 10924 TEL 914-291-2700 FAX 914-291-2724 



- 2 -

Set forth below, are the other issues that v/e wish to have acktressed: 

The estimated annual nuittaer of hazardous materials cars ranges frcm 0 
to 18,000 for Norfolk Southem segne.nts N-062 aixi N-063 and frcm 
21,000 to 31,000 for CSX. These represent significant increases. 
There is no documentation as to types of material to be transported 
through Orange County, nor is there a calculation for any truck 
diversion to account for these increases and that would be offsetting. 

Air quality exceedances and their likely inpact on our ozcaie air 
quality ccrpliance levels. 

There is no calculat.ion of highway/rail at-grade crossing accident 
frequencies for: 

ORANGE COUNTY, N.Y. 

Highway/Rail At-'Jrade Crossinqs 

MunicioalitY Crossinq Railroad Activitv A:x;essed 

T. of Newburgh Danskamner Rd. CSX Elec. Power Generator 
T. of NevAjurgh River Rd. CSX Elec. Pcwer Generator 
C. of Nevî iurgh Park Place CSX Yacht Club/Marina 
C. of Nevvtxirgh Washington St. CSX Yacht Club/Marina 
C. of Nevtiurgh S. Wiiiiam St. CSX Public Works 
C. of Newburgh Renwick St. CSX Public Works 
T. of New Windsor Verplank Ave. CSX Ship Yard, Gas + 

fuel Oil Tank Farm 
V. of Comwall- Village Park & 
on-Hudson Shore Rd. CSX Yacht Cli±>/Marina 
V. of Cornwall-
on-Hudson Clark St. CSX ft If If 

V. of Comwr li
on-Hudson Hudson St. CSX It l i I I 

V. of Highland Falls Station Rd. CSX 
T. of Highlands USMA South Dock csx Oil Tank Farm 

Service Treatment Plat 
T. of Highlands Mine Rd. CSX Yacht Club 
T. of Tuxedo E. Village Rd. NS Residential 

Eooncmic benefits to Orange Ccunty are not documented per my letter of 
August 13, 199':'. 

Safety mitigation ineasures do not take into account, the number and 
spacing of raiJxoad passenger station with the expected MHRC increase 
in the number of passenger trains per v̂ eek on NS Setgments N-062 and 
N-063. Their figures vere submitted to you on October 20, 1997. The 
figures shew an increase in ridership over the nexL 23 years of 173%, 
with an increase in the number of trains fron 99 to ?03 per VNieek; 
also, the inadequacy of the Moodna Viaduck on the Sui fem to Canpbell 
Segment (N-062) both in terms of structural soundness and carrying 
capacity. Both ,x3se a najor safety concem. 
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Orange County, N.Y. 

Base Year and Post Acquisition Railroad Activity 

PS<3̂  & 'FRT TRAIN DAIA 

Segment 

N-062 N-063 
CSX 

C-758 C-759 

Segment Length (mi.) 35 30 45 80 
1996 Base: 

PSGR TRN 18.0 18.0 0.0 0.0 
FRT TRN 4.7 7.9 23.6 22.2 
Total 22.7 25.9 23.6 22.2 

Post Acquisitioii 
PSGR TRN 18.0 18.0 0.0 0.0 
FRT TRN 7.7 12.0 24.8 23.4 
Total 23.7 30.0 24.8 23.4 
Change due to Acquisition 3.0 4.1 1.2 1.2 

FREIGHT RAIL DATA 
MILLICN GROSS TONS 

1996 Base 8.2 14.4 40.5 42.4 
Post Acquisition 16.1 22.4 48.4 48.0 
Change due to acquisition 7.9 8.0 7.9 5.6 

HAZ MATERIAL CARS/DAY 
1996 Base 1 1 60 60 
Post Acquisition 50 87 87 
Change due to acquisition 49 49 27 27 

EST AIMJAL HAZ MATERIAL CĴRS 
1996 Base 0 0 21,000 21, 000 
Post Acquisition 18,000 18.000 31,000 31, 000 
Change Due to Acquisition 18,000 18,000 10,000 10, 000 

I trust that we have made clear our concems, and that they w i l l be 
addressed as part of your ongoing evaluation of the merits of the CSX and 
Norfolk SoutJiem Corurail Acquisition prcposal. 

Sincerely, 

Joseph G. Ranpe 
(bounty Executive 
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J"iTie& E Carnes 

Ohio Senate 
Stateficuse 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
614-466-8076 
Fax 614-466 7662 
1-800-282-0253 
(Toll ''^'cej 
47403 Puskartch Road 
St. Clairsville. Ohio 43950 
614-695-0856 
(Home) 

Committee*: 
H . " a - .S'.-/.c<;' * 

Highways & T-.j 
Vice Cua-'^r--!-

Ag f cu i t j i e 
Econoi 

February 2 

Flaine Kaiser, Environmental Projecl Director 
Surface Transporiation Board Section of Environmental Analysis' 
1925 KStreet. NW 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 E N ^ i h L . I M L 

DOCUÎ iicî T 
Dear Director Kaiser; w . 

1 .vould like to take this opporlunily to urge thc Surface 
Transportation Board Section of Environmental Analysis lo oppose the sale 
and consolidation of Conrail wilh CSX and Norfolk Southern Railroad. 

I he Slale of Ohio's i louse and Senate Joint Transportation 
Committee had numerous public hearings on the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by CSX and Norfolk Southern Railroad. Du ing our hearings, we 
heard testimony stating lhat ifthe merger occurs. Agriculture. Ohio's largesl 
industry, would be regulated to a third world economic development policy 
because of tentati\ e plans to focus on transporting unprocessed Ohio grains 
to certain areas oflhe country. 

We neard testimony ihat the Plastics Industry transports 75-80% of 
plastic ravs malerials by rail. I he profil margins on some products are thin 
enough that even a slight price increase couid produce substantial losses of 
market share, fhe plastics industrs suppons more than 100,000 jobs in Ohio 
and adds an estimated S16.3 billion annualK to the slate's economx . 

The Ohio Mining and Reclamation Association is concemed about 
heavy cosl increases lo pa\ for feeder lines and abandoned lines. And 1 ha\e 
great concern that this merger w ill create jobs in the Eastern I'nited Slates at 
the e.xpense oflhe Ohio Coai Industrx. 



The Ohio Steel Induslry Ad\ isory Council, represen»ing numerous 
sleel companies and appro.ximately 30,000 employees is also very concerned 
about the merger and is againsi any expedited approval process. 

CSX and Norfolk Southern have agreed to pay $10.2 billion for 
Conrail, this is $4 billion more that Conraii's .stock prior lo the transaction, 
and ten limes what the Federal Covernment paid for Conrail ten > ears ago. 
Certainly .shippers. Ohio's BL.>inesses will be responsible for this 
transaclion since there is no other railroad companies with whom they may 
ship their goods, fhe only winner is big busines, the railroad compan}, not 
the people of Ohio or the Shippers* of Ohio. 

I gave several examples during the hearings showing the greed, 
arrogance, and lack of caring for our communities b\ CSX railroad. CSX 
and Norfolk Southern are worried about their bottom line and not the people 
of Ohio, fhey will Monopolize the railroad industry in Ohio if this 
transaclion occurs, which will cause man\ Ohio businesses lo fail and many 
Ohioans their jobs. 

The Brotherhood of Eocomotive Engineers provided valuable 
testimony, slating that the merger would add longer trains and more traffic, 
without adequate staftlng. resulting in more frequent accidents. The 
indi\ idual stated that he has been through two mergers in 30 years with the 
industry and believ es that neither has been good. 

How true these words are. In a Wall Street Journal Article on Oclober 
2, 1997 entitled .4 Biŷ  Railrood Merger Goes Terribly .Aw ry In a Very Short 
Time— L'nion Pacific is Hammered Over .Service and .Safelv staled: 

//.V railroad safety record, marred hy three fatal crashes in 
three monihs. is /iciiii^ chat aeterized as a fundamental breakdow n by 
federal rci^iilators. Ils roitte system has slipped into near gridlock 
west of the .Mississippi River, wiih thousands of freix^ht ears backed up 
for miles in lhe Houston area alone, lis ehatrman had to publiciv 
apoloxiize tn .•{toj.ust lo tis bii^ eusloniers. 

Service has become so bad that eusiomers say L'nion Paeifie 
Corp . iftL naiions larx^esl railroad ean i accounl for millions of 
dollars of shipmenis for weeks at a time. 



We do nol want this to exisl in Ohio. Less competition will hurt 
Ohio's citizens. 

I urge you to oppose the proposed acquisilion of Conrail by Norfolk 
Southern and CSX Railroad. 

iincerely, 

James E. Carnes 
^ Ohio State Senator 
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ROYAI TON ACRES DEVELOPMENT CORP. 
Builders Developers 

February 5. 1998 

CJlt icc ot ihc Secretary 
Case C onlroi I'nil. R(H)ir, 715 
S I H I inance Docket 33388 
Surtace Transportation Board 
1925 K Street NW 
Washington. D.C. 20423-0001 
Attn: Fiaine K. Kaiser 

Re: I'osiiion on Nortolk Soulhern'CSX Acquisition 

iXar M, Kaiser: 

Enclosed plea.se find the cotnments of Royalton Acres Development Corp. and Flair Corporation 
in regard lo 1 inance Docket 33388. Per your recomniendaiion. an original and ten copies ut 
Royalton s commenis have been enclosed herewith, it you have any comments or questions 
regarding this subinission. please contaci me at the above address and telephone number (ext. 
124). 

\ iiave enclosed an eleventh copy ot our commenis tor date stamp by your office and return to 
my attention in the seit-addressed. postage-paid envelop. 

\ ery truly yours, 

ROYAFTON ACRFS Dl Vl iOPMrNT CORP. 

Daniei N. Steiger 
.Assistam V ice President 

DNS bk 
F.nclosures 

1>NS\ 1 MH 
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POSIT,ON ON NORFOFK S(Ji; IHLRN CSX ACQUISITION 

FINANCi: DOCKET 33388 

ROYAFTON ACRFS DEV EF( M ' M E N T CORP. J LAIR CORPORATION 

February 5. 1998 

OtYice ot the Secretary 
Case Control Unil. Room 715 
STB I-inance Dockei 3338X 
Surtace 1 ranspt)rialion Hoard 
1925 K Sireel NW 
Washmglon. D C. 20423-0001 
Attn, l-.laine K. Kaiser 
FinironmciUal Projeci Director 

ENVIRONMEN I AF FlFINCi 
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Position on Norlolk Southern CSX .Acquisition 
Einance Docket 

Rovalton .Acres Deveiopnient Corp and Elair Corporation 

Rovalton .Acrê  l)c\ek>pment Corporation and its sister coinpanv Elair Corporation (collectivelv 
" l l.tir ) oppo.se the pioposed accjuiMiion ot ( onRail trackage b\ \ortolk Southern and CSX 
because ot'the negative impact that mcreased rail traffic ui!l ha\e on the residents of homes we 
ha\e built and continue to build in the Cit\ of Olmsted falls. Ohio 

Elair endorses the comments ofthe Cii\ ot (Mnisied falls in regard lo this matter and makes 
additional eoninieiits as tollows 

Elair protests aii\ utempt to vacate usage oflhe current Norfolk Southern (tbrmer Nickel Plate) 
tracks kiuuMi as segment N-So on the Cle\e!and-\ ermilluiii Run and divert tratfic to segment 
N2''> also known as lhe Cleveland to \ erniillion Run or to segment C-i)()l also knovvn as the 
Berea to (;ieenvvich Run 1 he current tratfic on segmen! C-oo) is \o trams pei dav Ifthe 
acquisition ofthe (DiiKail trackage is allowed, tiatlic is expected to mciease to .'^4 2 trams per 
da\. 1 e . 2^'-)''o 

Elair \eheiiient'\ opposes anv increased rail Iraffic on segmeni C-nfil because ofthe deleterious 
eltecl ll wili have on the residenls h\ing on Raiiiliee lioulevaid Suiniiierset Lane. Laurel Dnve. 
( vprus Drive HolU Lane, and Magnolia Dnve (the Ramtree Coniimmilv I in Olmsied f alls 
Ohio I See 1 xliibil \ ) As the past and current developer ofthe Raintree Communitv Elair is 
keenlv jw.iie ot the Iremendous noise and disturbance caused bv the current level ofrail tratfic 
Aiiv addinonal liatFic wouki untairK plague• ".amtree Communitv 

I lie K.imtree ( oiiiiiuiniiv consists of app. 2.?ii homes f he distance from the Ramtree 
( omiiuinuv to segment C-n(.l is appro\iniaie,> ..>2n feet I bis minimal separaiiiin of homes 
from rail aireadv iesults an excessive anii unacceptable noise level The noise level generated at 
the Raiiitiee Conmuinitv tiom iram whistles and ambient wavside noise exceeds ~o Lein Am 
mciease ot'liatVic vvould exacerbate the noise siUiation to an intolerable level It is unreasonable 
to expeci the residenls i^lKaiinree Io be burdened wiili am additional rail tralfic 

.Additumal rail tratfic alcMig segment C-()M uill worsen an alreadv unacceptable tratfic situalKin at 
crossings IRA II) S24MI' '{ and s24.i(i,'v{S \nv increase iii the number of blockage at these 
cmsNings will lesuil in un.u\ej iable delavs of eir.eigenev vehicles, school bu.ses. and general 
tiatfic As de :ribed in the ( liv ^it'Olmsied f alls coiiiir.eiils. a blockage on Columbia Road on 
segnient ( -nol of 2 S houis pei dav is untenable fhe potential delav to emergencv response time 
cannot be tolerated lunher, with the onlv egress fiom the Raintiee Communitv being lo Sprague 
Road \nc\t in i nis\ini: / A'. ] /,' * ^^2-l.>('i\H). ii is umeasonable to expect the Ramtree Communitv 
icsidcnis h endure am fuither delay in commg and gomg from their homes If (ine wishes to 
bvpass the lail ciossmg at Sprague Road, an additional 4 miles must be traveled, and even then 
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It is still possible to get stopped by the same train as il passes through crossing FR.A ID 524367U 
.Any attempt by a Raintree resident lo travel east along Sprague Road from his home, or to get 
home when arnving from the east, is already subject to delay bv trains passing through the 
crossings and will only get worse if tratfic along segment C-601 is allowed lo increase 

For the foregoing reasons. Flair opposes the proposed acquisition of ConRaii trackage by Norfolk 
Southern and CSX 

Sincerely, 
Rovalton .Acres Development Corp 
and f lair Corporation 

)aniel N Steiger 
Assistant Vice President 
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C.k •:f,-\(Jni in rst rat ire ( )fficer 

Eebnjar\ 5, 1998 

M s Elaine K Kai.ser. Environmental Project Director 
Environmental Filing 
OfTice of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Fint'pce Lvicket No 1.1.188 
Surface Transponation Board 
IS>25 K Street, NW 
Washinuton. D C 20423-0001 

DOCUIi/iENT 

Dear Ms Kaiser; 

Montgomerv County. Marvland is pleased to provide you vvith comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Conrail acquisition of CSX Corporation and 
CSX TransfKirtalion. Inc , Norfolk Southern ( orporation. and Norfolk Southern Railwav 
Conipanv 

Should vou hav e anv questions about the enclosed material, or need addilional 
information, please contact Mr Edward Daniel. Depanment of Public Works and Transportation, 
101 Monroe Street. lOlh Eloor, Rockville. MD 20850 Mr Daniel may also be reached at (301) 
217-2976 

.A copy ofthis inforniation is suhmitted to the State (Teannghouse ofthe Marvland Office 
o f Planning 

Sincerelv, 

Scott W Reillv 
Planninu Manauer 

SWRjgs 

Enclosures 

Planiiiii}; Implemeniation Section 

1 Vlonn.e Sireel Suite 100(1 • Rockville. Vl.in l.md .̂ iKS ô • .-̂ ni 2 l~-2 r.\X SO 1 J r-JOS') 
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DRAI I l:NVlRONMFN 1 AL IMPACI STATEMENT 
CSX/CONRAII. ACQl ISI I ION 

SLRI A( i : I RANSPOR I A I ION HOARD DOCKET 33388 

These comments, prepared in response to the i ; : 'S circulated by the Surface 
1 ransportation Board (S I B) on the subjeci matter, tocus on .safety and tr insportation-related 
irnpacts that the acquisition may have on operations on CSX"s Metropolitan Branch which 
traverses Montgomery Countv. I he comments are based on infomiation contained in the DEIS, 
supplemented bv additional information developed from County and State sources. The 
comments are summari/ed below, and arc described in detail in text following. 

SU.MMARY 

W'e endorse the reconmendation ofthe STB's Section of Environmental .Analysis (SF.A) 
that because ot the significant amount of mixed freight and passenger train traftlc on this line, a 
15-minute "clear time" be mandated between freight and pa.ssenger trains. 

We disagree with SI:.A"s determination that there are n.i adver.se impacts to safetv or 
vehicle delay al ( SX's Randolph Road at-grade crossing that require mitigation. We 
recommend that consideration be given to requiring CS.X participation in the costs ot 
constructing a grade separation at this location to mitigate the impact caused by addilional freighi 
operations on this line resulting from the acquisilion 

W c request that SI A conduct an evaluation ot the extent to which increased freight traffic 
ma> hav e on saletv aspects of CS.X operation in the 11 4 miles w here CSX is in •"common 
comdor" alignment adjacent to Metrorail passenger serv ice. 1 he DI JS tails to acknowledge the 
existence ofthis operating env ironment or the safety risks as tfcighi activitv is increased. Most 
ofthis common corridor mileage is in Montgomery Countv. and there have been freight-related 
accidents in the past in this corridor. W e recommend consideralion of lowering the permissible 
55niph freight .speed in this corridor to 40 or 4.̂ mph 

Offite o( t lu Direetor 

I ' M VI, iiroe Sireel. lOth Fluor • Roekvilk JSjO • MIX 1X~-ZX~0 
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Impact on Passen̂ ;er Serv ice (M.ARC. Amtrak) 

W e endorse the DI:IS preliminary recommendation ot a 15-minute clear lime 
between passenger and f reight trains on lines carrv mg a significant number of passenger trains 
(Sli.A designates as "superior trains"), including the CSX .Metropolitan Branch through our 
County, I his practice would significantly reduce safetv ri.sks inherent in mixing freight ana 
passenger service, and it vvould enhance passenger train schedule reliability, which is e.s.sential lo 
retaining and increasing ridership on M.ARC commuter rail and .Amirak service on this line. 

At-(jrade Road Crossings; Impact on Satety and Iraftlc Delay 

Page 7-4 ot the DEIS noles lhat "One o« Sl .A s major concerns in this Drafl EIS is the 
potential delav of v ehicular traffic al highway al-grade crossing." Despite this statement of 
concern, wc believe there are ..erious gaps in the analvsis that result in the problem of al-grade 
crossings not being given sufficient considerati(m. at least m the case ot dne crossing in our 
County. There are lour at-gi ide crossings in the Couniv where motor vehicle traftlc exceeds 
10.000 .\1) T. the most significant of vvhich is Randolph Road . 

Randolph Road, a Countv-maintained urban arterial, carries 41.000 .Al) 1. hv far the 
heav iest volume among 1000 al-grade ( S\ c onrail crossings in 21 stales listed in the DEIS. 
( The Dl-IS lists onlv nine grade '- ro-smgs where trattic is in the 20.000-30.000 range, only one in 
the lO.OOO-.l.̂ .OOO range (at 12.000). and no tithers higher. I W eekday train tratTic at the 
Randolph crossing currentlv includes 2 .Amtrak and IK M.ARC commuter trains, and 21 'reights. 
with the nuniber of Ireigiits projected to increase hv seven per dav as a result ot the acquisition. 
Despite these heav v volumes, the DFIS concludes that this crossing will not be adversely 
inipacted to the pomt ol vvarranting mitigation. In contrast, at .some crossings in other states 
(such as Newark. Delaware), where thc increase in freighi tram volume mav be onlv two or three 
per dav and crossing viilume is much lower than 10.000 AD T. SL.A is mandating that CS.X arrive 
at binding agreemenls with localities to address implementation and funding allocations tor 
mitigation lhal might mclude grade separations. 

.'\ shortcoming in the DTIS analv îs methodology affects grade crossing safely and delav s 
at the Randolpli crossing, associated with assunied freight train speed and projected accident 
frequenev. The DT IS assumes 50mph train speed at the Randolph crossing, an expectation that 
actual speed is lOiiiph lower thai, a posted limil of 60 in this segmeni. However, the actual limil 
in this segmen: is ."̂ ."̂ niph. Therefore thc analv sis should hav e assumed an operating speed ot 
4."̂ mph. vvhich would rcsult in longer vehicle delavs. Turther. as the report acknowledges, actual 
.speeds in anv segment can be lower than pî slcd speeds due to curvature, gradient, train length, 
etc. Tor westbound trains, the Randolph Road crossing is wiihin a Kvmile long up-grade of 
appniximalclv one percent from l nion Stalion to Rockville and (iaithersburg. which results in 



actual speeds frequently below 35mph on long fuliy-load wesibound freights. Therefore, the 
vehicle delays al Randolph crossing are significantly understated in the DFIS for current 
conditions, and will be more so under post-merger projections, l l will come as news lo the 
41.000 motorists waiting for a train lo clear this crossing lhal a Level of Serv ice "'B" exisis at this 
crossing (as indicated in the DL.IS). and is projecled lo be mainiained al that level even with a 
20% inerease in train movements. 

Also of ct)ncern is the projected increa.se of lonnage. and how CSX can provide sufficient 
motive power, given the current prohibition on pusher engines in this segment (see Melrorail-
CSX common corridor discussion later). Likely results ofthe f)E.IS forecasled increases in train 
volume (20%) and tonnage (48"o) on this line are; 1) CSX trains will be longer than the 6200 
feet ciled in the DTdS; 2) CSX wil! operate far more but shorter trains; and or 3) There will be 
substantially slower freight speeds in the westbound tup-grade) direction than is assumed in the 
DTdS. In either case, or in combination, there would be substantial additiona! delay time al the 
Randolph Road crossing, as well as al the crossings of Forest Glen Road. Soulh Summii .Avenue, 
and Chestnut Sireet over and abov e the impact descnbed in the DI:IS. 

W ith regard to ihe issue of motor v ehicle train accidenls. the State DO T-managed 
"M \RS" reporting svslem (Marvland Automobile Accident Reporting Svstem) shows lhal for 
the tour immediatelv preceding record vears {1994 - 1997), one such accident occurred at the 
Randolph Rtiad crossing. .Also, data from a December 1988 ""Randolph Road Montrose Road 
Corridor Study Tinal Report" (page ,̂ 5 excerpt attached) shows that two vehicle Iraiii accidenls 
occurred in 19X6-87 and another three occurred during the period 1980-1985. Thus, in eleven out 
oflhe past 17 vears for which data is readilv available, there have been motor vehicle train 
accidents at this crossmg at the rale of CMIC every two vears. ,\ssuming no accidenls occurred in 
the i>lher 6 vears (19X8-91). the acciden: iIc was one e\er> three > e irs |\)r the fuiure. the State 
Highway Administralion predicts a vehu train accident rale of Kne everv four years at this 
location, which is a significantly higher rale than the 19-ycar frequenev projected in the DTdS for 
"Categorv A" crossings (DTIS Chapter 5. page MD-10). 

Recent (.lanuarv. 1998) contact with the Marv land Stale Highwav Administration's 
raiiroad crossings ' fflc engineer elicited the informaiion that Mary land does not maintain a 
formal "Top 50" 1.. if high-risk raihoad grade crossings, but i f i t did the Randolph Road 
crossing would be tnc lop raled and the top candidate for grade separation. 

In light oflhesc dala. the State of Maryland and Montgomerv County have jointlv 
conducted studies over several years to conceptually plan for a grade separated crossing oflhe 
CSX tracks. Tiie Countv's adopted master plan shows such a separation, as does a Maryland 
State Highwav Administration preliminary Tina! Tnvironmental lir.pact Statenent dated .Augu.st 
4. 19S9 for the lornicrlv proposed InterCounly Connector highwav. .A conceptual alignment and 
conliguraiioii (sketch attached) were produced as part of thai environmental sludy. which shows 
hv)w a grade separalion could be designed to replace the at-grade crossing, with appropriate 
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connections lo nearby arterial slreets. I-xisting State-owned right-of-way would be used for most 
oflhe road realignment associaled with grade separalion. 

Wc believe that lhe congestion and accident risk factors at the Randolph Road crossing 
are sufficient to warrant a requiremeni lhal lhey be mitigated by CSX participation in the cosl of 
providing a grade separation at this location. 

W M A 1 . \ MetroraiT'CSX Common Corndors (QN lower site to Gaithersburg) 

Anoiher serious shortcoming oflhe DFIS is the lack of acknowledgment of potenlial 
safely issues on CSX's double-track Metropolitan Branch where il operales side-by-side wilh 
Metrorail along two segmenls totaling 11.4 iniles where lhey are in jommon corridor (7.4 miles 
in Monlgomerv County and 4 miles in the Dislricl of Columbia.) The only separalion belween 
the CSX and Metrorail iracks are chain link intrusion detection fences and horizontal spacing of 
20 to 10 (eel (between track centers). Bolh the Counly and WALAT.A submilled preliminary 
comnients on this situation in the summer of 1997. in response to S TB's initial env ironmental 
report. The DTIS contains no acknow ledgment or description ofthis operaling environment and 
makes no reference to our concerns. As of the date of the DT IS. no site visits to the conimon 
corridoi segments had been made in respon.sc to our or WMA TA's coniments on this issue. 

There are two common corridor segments affecting CSX's Metropolitan Branch. In lhe 
Shady (irove to Twinbrook segment (5.4 miles), the corridor is used by 110 Metrorail trains per 
vveekdav on Metro s ".A" route. In the Cieorgetown Junction-QN Tower segmeni (6 miles), there 
are 450 Melrorail Irains per day on Metro's " l i " route. Metrorail operales in revenue service 
from 5;lOaiii-12:lOam weekdavs. and from 8;0()am to 12:10am weekends. During the peak of 
vveekdav rush hours. Melrorail Irains in the " B" route conimon typically carry 1000 
persons/train, at l-minute headwav in each direction (1.5 minules combined). 

In 1987. there were two CSX freight train derailments which tore up several hundred feet 
of Metrorail "B" nnitc irackage south of lakonia Park, and obstructed Metrorail .service tor 
several day s. Tortur.ately. the derailments occurred during hours when Melrorail was nol in 
revenue serv ice. In response to these occurrences. CSX and WM.A T.A joinlly agreed in 1988 lo a 
protocol which, although allmving continuation of CS.X's 55MP1I speed limit, mandated special 
precautions in freight operations m entire ciirridor. These included high wide-load and dragging 
detectors, improved intrusion detection fences, track inspection, and improved communicalion 
beiween CSX and WM.A FA operations control centers. .Also, in consideration ofthe long 
eastbt)und downgrade on the CS.X Metropolitan Branch in Montgomery Counly and D C . NTSB 
recomniended that CS.X discontinue usc of helper locomotives in ""push" mode while operaung 
in this corndor. 



With CSX"s projecled increase in this common corridor of seven more CSX freighi irains 
per day (a 20% increase), and a tonnage increase of 48%. the adequacy oflhe 1988 CSX protocol 
should be assessed anew as part of the DEIS, in order lo assess the risk exposure lhal increased 
freighi operaiions. especially longer and heavier irains. may have on the .safety of adjacent transit 
service. 

Of these two common-corridor segments in our (dunly, the greaier concem is the 6-mile 
CSX segment between former QN Tower and Cieorgetown Junclion. where MelroraiFs "B" route 
tracks are locaied belween the easibound and westbound CSX iracks. CSX straddles the? 
Melrorail iracks. increasing the probabilitv ihat a CSX accident or derailment could impaci one 
or both Metrorail iracks. Because ofthis configuration, and hecause of close track spacing (20 
feel c-c) and the higher volume of Metro ""B" route train movements and passengers, this CSX 
segment was cited in a 1989 Metro stud.v (excerpt attached) as hav ing tht; very highest risk factor 
among six corridors where Metrorail and freight railroads exist side-by-side in the Washingion 
D.C. region. It wâ  in this segnient that a slopped CSX westbound freighi precipitated " reverse 
flow" operation ofa westbound .Amtrak passenger train on the easibound CSX track, resulting in 
the Februarv . 1996 iiiulli-falalilv .AmlraLMARC accidenl al Georgetown .Iunclion (Silver 
Spring). 

,An increase of seven freight irains per dav on this ( SX Fine w arrants an up-to-date FIS 
evaluation ofthe 10-vear old CSX WM.A T.A common corridor stud.v. because ofthe recent-years 
occurrence of CSX train incidents ( three major accidents v > er nine years involving freight 
operations) in this high-risk segment. .Among olher items to consider, we recommend thai SEA 
mandate a CS.X speed resiricMon ihrough the common corridor segments lhat vvould limil freighi 
operaiions to 40-45 MPH mstead oflhe 55MPI1 speed now permitted. 

Allachmenl.̂  

cc; Richard W hite. General Manager. WM.A T.A 
Kalhrvn W aters. Manager. M.ARC Rail 
Kathleen Henning. Member. Tri-State Metrorail Safety Ov ersighl Committee 

Preparer: Edward A Daniel 
Special Assisi.Hii to thc Director 
Montgomery C ounty 1)1'V\&.T 
(101)217-297(1 

CS.Xl.mem 
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In 
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buting 

Provided intrusion detection warning to CSXT's QN 
tower (connection between WMATA and railroad) 

Increased height of IDW fence (WMATA right of way) 

Integrated the IDW system with the automatic t r a i n 
protection speed control logic (WMATA system) 

Added IDW at Twinbrook (WMATA right of way) 

Added IDW at Hungerford Drive (WMATA right of way) 

addition, the opening of the Hagerstown connection 
Norfolk-Southern and Conrail has rerouted a portion of 
seaboard f r e i g h t away from the Washington, D.C. 

l i t a n area. This has reduced the amount of exposure to 
al common corridor incidents on the D, C, J and H 
Added MARC service has also displaced f r e i g h t service 

e A and B routes p a r t i c u l a r l y during peak hours c o n t r i -
to the overall r i s k reduction (shown in Exhibit 6.1.1). 

EXHIBIT 6.1.1 
Common Corridor Risk Levels and Reductions Due To 

WMATA and Railroad I n i t i a t i v e s 

RELATIVE RISK LEVELS^ 
LINE/CORRIDOR PRIOR^ CURRENT^ SAVINGS 

RED - A 11.1 5.2 5.9 

RED - B 5S.4 26.5 32.9 

YELLOW - C/J/H 3.7 1.6 2.1 

ORANGE - D 12.5 3.6 8.9 

GREEN - E 1.2 0.6 0.6 

ORANGE - K 12.1 12.1 0 

100.0 49.6 SO.4 

Relative to total common corridor risk urxJer original design in 1986 s«t at 
100 

2 •Pror* re(ers to original design in 1986 operating environment. 

3 'Current* reters to ongoing actions to improve prevention and detection 
actons including modrtic* ons in place and planned as a result ot tho 
WMATA/CSXT Task Foioe reoommendatons. 

I 
t 
I 
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55 
which is Ughted with mercury vapor luminaircs (Parklawn Drive to Georgia Avenue), there are 
numerous links and intersections with a night to day accidem ratio equal to or greater than 2 0 
Signalized intersections along Randolph Road-Montrose Road with ratios greater than 1.5 are listed 
below. 

Rocking Horse Road/Gaynor Road 

• Veirs Mill Road 

• Connecticut Avenue 

• Georgia Avenue 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

No similar pattems were observed in the sections of the corridor illuminated with the bnghter high 
I pressure sodium luminaires. 

One of the high accident locations was not discussed in xht previous chapter - thc~^ 

I intersection of Randolph Road and the B&O Railroad, just east of Nebel StreeL This intersection 

has experienced two vehicle,train accidents during the study period, and an additional six vehicle 

I accidents directly related to the operation of trains through the intersection. Another six vehicle 

accidents also may be related to the crossing. (This cannot be determined without reviewing thc 

police accident reports.) 

In addition to the two vehicleAram accidents occurring during 1986 and 1987, it was 

determined (from data provided from the State Highway Admimstration) that another three 

I vehicleArain accidents occunrd during the penod from 1980 to 1985. This equates to an average 

accident rate of 0.71 accidents per year. 

An accidem rate less than one per year does not seem high compared to accidents occarring 

at highway intereections. The safety concera at rail-highway crossings, however, is the high 

potential for fatalities or serious injuries likely to occur at a crossing (e.g. on average, roughly one 

out of every 11 crossing accidents results in a fatality). 

Fortunately, no fatalities have occurred at the rail-highway crossing on Randolph Road 

during the past ten years. However, the potential exists given thc high roadway and train traffic 

\olumes. Every effort should be made to make this crossing as safe as possible using the latest 

technologies in train detection and traffic control systems. Ideally, thc crossing would bc elinunatcd 

through grade separation. While expensive, this altemative would provide the greatest safety benefit ~ 

as well as enhance traffic operations along the conridor. Federal highway funds (Section 130) may 

bc available thiough the State Highway Administration for improvements at this crossing. 
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LEGEND 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY 

AIR SENSITIVE RECEPTORS Q PROPOSED R/ W 

NOISE SENSITIVE AREAS • PROPOSED ROADWAY 

100 YEAR FLOODPLAIN PROPOSED RETAINING WALL 

1MTERC0UWTY COt<HECTOR RGURE 11-28 

SELECTED ALTERNATE 

MD. 355 INTERCHANGE 

4 0 0 4 0 0 

scale 

800 

feet 

Source: Preliminary (8/4/89) Final Environmental Impact Statement - Mar)iand State Highway 
Administration 
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State of Man. l<̂ iid 
Public Hiuhuay-Rail Crossing.s 

Ranked by Predicted Accidents per '̂ear 

NOTE; The Randolph Road crossing in Rock\ ille. MontgomeiA County, 
MaPvland ranks first m the State ofMaPvland in predicted accidents 
per N ear 

The Ridge Road crossing in Wa.shington Gro\e. Montgomery 
(\>untv. Mar\land ranks third in the State of Marsland in predicted 
accidents per year 
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C i j y of NEW HAVEN 

C i r y AdMisisTRATio'^ Bu i ld iNq 
1 2 5 5 Livcols HiqtivvAy EAST 

R O . Box 570 
N E W H A V E N , livdiANA 4 6 7 7 4 

Februarv 2. 1998 

DOCUR/IENT 
M s Elaine K Kaiser 
F.nvironmental Project Director 
O f f i ce ofthe Secretarv 
C ase ( ontrol l 'nit 
Finance Docket No 33388 
Surface Tiansportation Board 
1925 K Street. N W 
Washington, D C 20423-0001 

R E : Conrail Acquisition Impacts on New Haven, Indiana 

Dear Director 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft EIS prepared by your agency fega<-di.ig 
the pending acquisition o f Conrail by CSX and Norfolk Southem Railroads The City of New 
Haven is supportive o f the economic boost which the results of this merger will bnng to this 
community 

-At the same time, we are concemed that the residents of New Haven and vicinitv not bear undue 
burdens from this opportunity After careful examination ofthe STBs identified impacts on the 
New Haven area, and atter consultation with my professional engineenng staff, we have 
determined that the impacts on this communilv, particularly in the areas of safety, disruption o f 
surface roads, noise and hazardous materials transpon. deserve additional consideration by the 
S T B , even though the SKA has not found many of these issues to meet their thresholds of 
mitigation 

Rail noise is a concem in New Haven, particularly ft^om train homs in the neighborhoods 
bordering aftected lines where there are grade crossings l he SfcA impact statement notes that 
federal rail administration is mandated, under the Swift Rail Act of 1994. to develop "Whistle Ban 
Regulations" It is stated that the notice of proposed rule-making is expected to be published in 
the first half of 1998 We hope these rules v.ill create opportunities to salely reduce train hom 
sounding at grade crossings like those found in New Haven 

"EOLA I OppORTKNiry EMp[0)£R" 



Ms F.laine k Kaiser 
February 2. 1998 
Page I wo 

We ftjrther unaerstand that supplementary safety features, including four quadrant gales \ could 
create this "secured" crossings needed before it would be considered safe to delete tram horns at 
those intersections In order to help .Tiitigate the 9(f/o increase in train homs sounded in New 
Haven ftom this acquisition, we request that "secu'̂ ed " crossing be created for the grade crossings 
near the residential areas bordering the affected lines in New Haven These include crossings at^ 

West Street Estella Avenue 
Rose Avenue Han/ell Road 
Landin Road Main Street 
North Rufus Street 

In the past four years, the Citv of New Haven has experienced two serious accidents involving 
trains and automobiles, ofwhich I have mcluded a copy ofthe officers standard crash repons for 
your review The engineering staft'feeir that the installa'.ion of "secured" crossings would have 
eliminated the accident at Nonh Ruftjs Street because at the time ofthe accident and presently, 
the only satetv equipmenl in place are cross bucks al the crossing and advanced waming signs 

We alsc encourage the development of loud speaker "hom" technology at grade crossings to 
reduce the impact area ofthe irain homs on nearbv residents 

I hope that the SHA will seriously consider including these mitigations in their final draft impact 
statement to the Surface T ransportation Board This acquisition represents great economic 
opportunity for r.iany VVe hope that opportunitv comes at a fair price 

Sincere 

>nn H Shaw 
Mayor 

City of New Haven 

I.HSdas 
Enclosures As noied abov e 
cc Keith Schlegel 

File 
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ENVi; TAL 
DOCUMENT 

Febmarv 2. 1W8 

Ms Elaine K Kaiscr. Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Tr.'insportation Board 
11̂ 25 K Street NW 
Washington. D t 20423-0001 

Rc: Draft LIS - Proposed C onrail Acquisition 
CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, inc 
Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southem Raihva\ Companx 
Statc Clearinghouse No MD971222-1116 

Dear Ms Kaiser 

Thank \ ou for pro\ iding us w itii a cop\ of the abo\ e-referenccd DEIS, for 
rev ie\s and coniment The Maryland Hisioncal Trust has rc\iewed the proposed 
actioiTs for Mar\laiid Io ;i.s.sess their effecls on historic properties, pursuant to Section 
106 ofthe National Historic Preservation Act of 191)6. as amended 

Mar\ land components (.f the undertaking include increased train operations on 
1.̂  rail line .segments, construction cf one rail line onnection in Hagerstown. and 
construction of one intemiodal f;ici',it\ in Baltimore Ba.sed on the documentation 
presented in the DEiS. ue concur tFa' implementation of the Man land actions will have 
no etTect on historic properties, including historic stmctures and archeological sites, 
eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places Further consultation 
vvith thc Trust for Section 106 purposes is not needed unless thc project scope changes 

7631 
If viHi have que.stions or require further assistance, please call me at (410) 514-

Sincerelv. 

Administrator. .Archeological Serv ices 

EJC,")X00()40 
cc; Ms LaVeme(Ha\ (MOP) 

Mr Faul MeGinlev (MHA) 
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ENVi,.-. ,,..»TAL 
DOCUMENT 

February 1, 1998 

T o Whom It May Concern: 

-^Nt 

! am writing this letter to voice my opposition to the proposed merger 
o f CSX and Southern Railroads. I take this position after obtaining all 
t h e Information made availabie through Media, News Articles and ir.y 
attendance at the recently held Summit held on January 31 1998 in 
Cleveland Ohio. 

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

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

1 . The potential for Healt!t Hazards that are compounded by the 
proposed elimination of Railroad Maintenance Empioyecs. 

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

3. Real Estate value depreciation. 

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

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

hcer jy . \ ^/^, , 

sile White ' Ide i 
1580 Prospect St. 
E lyr ia , Ohio 44035 



ENV 
DOCUMENT 

/ 

/ 

/ 
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Seneca County Commissioners 
Janet A. Dell • Kennetii J. tstep • Jeffrey D. Wagner 

EH 
January 29, 1998 

OtTice o f the Secretary 
Case Control ( nit 
STB FinanceDocketNo .vv>8,S 
.Surface rransportaiioii Buai J 
1925 K Street. NW 
Washinuton, D C 2<J4:.I-0OOI 

RF. Comrrients on Dratt I S 
for Conrail Meraer 

.SESEC A COi STY OHIO .SETTI\(, 

Located in North Centrai Ohio One hour .southeast of Toledo. 2 hours vvest ofCleveland and 1 
hours north of Columbus 
Rural with sporadic development 
Tiie City of Fostona is situated pnncipally within Seneca County. 

H iJ/.NO.AI) FACIUTIES f .WAFFECll \ ( , .SE\ECA aJL WTi 

Rail lines 

5 separate lines 
*4 lines are Class I railroads 

(2 lines CS.X and 2 Imes V.V/ 
* 1 line Short Line - Port .Authontv 

Major Rail Yards 

1. Bellevue (NS) existing facilitv sits on northeast Countv line Seneca Sanduskv Huron 

= Si letferson Street • Tiffin, Ohio 44883 = 
Phone; 41') 447-4'i')() Fax: 41'1-447-0556 



2 VVillard (CSX) an existing yard that will become a ke> temiinal (Includin ; fueling facility) is 
only 5 miies east of Seneca County in Huron County 

Rail Mi.xmg Pjanj 

NS has just begun operation at this plant on the east side of Fostona 

3 .SAH-Jr -r().\( I.R.WS 

A. General Comments 
The City of Fostona is in Seneca Countv 

Fostoria possesses many unique prob!e:ns These problem areas spill over to 
the siirroundine townships in our County '̂ he key item that appears to have 
been totallv ignored in the draft FIS ;s that tram tratTic does iu( pass ihrouuir" 
Fostona. switching and turning movements zi j pertormed here This currentiy 
results in trains stopped, blocking city streets, county roads and township 
roads while waiting to get through Fostoria It is not uncommon now for 
Fostorta. county and township roads to be blocked by stopped trains for over 
one ( I) hour What will happen when 22 trains per dav are added to C-075. 10 
trains per day added to C-070 and 8 trains per day to N-07! ^ W hile all these 
trains are stopped, waiting for tuming movements, tiie county and cownship 
roads east, north and .south of Fostoria w ill be blocked This will interfere w ith 
emergencv. fire police. EMS and totallv disrupt nonnal vehicle movement 
1 his entire .situation. Fostona and the sunounding townships, must be anaivzed 
and satisfactonlv addressed before this office can support this meruer 

B Freight Rail Operation 

SE.A has listed CSX i;ie C-075 as having a "significant increase" for 
accident rates between cars and freight trains However. SE.A appears to have 
analv/ed each line separately md has not taken into account the major adverse 
compounding elTect that drasticalK increasing three Class I Lines (C-070 by iO 
trains. C-075 by 22 trains. N-071 by 8 trains) will have in one countv We 
strongly believe that quality oflife in Seneca County will be very adverselv 
eflected by this increase 

The "e.xtensive" capital improvements proposed for Fostoria. need to be 
extended tc the surrounding townships 

C Highwav Rail at Grade Crossings 
SL A has identified four crossings in our County as Class A significance 

This office believes that this number is low Seneca County has the dubious 
designation of consistently ranking in the top five (3) Ohio counties for grade 
crossing fatalities. .An increase in train traffic can only serve to increase this 
statistic 



Seneca Couniy currently has a "hump" crossing problem. Over two vears 
ago. a county-wide standard was developed and adopted W ith our limited 
funds, we have only been able to get a handful ofthe lt>0 plus crossings up to 
standard W e stronglv believe that as part of this merger approval, all the 
elfected highway/rail at grade crossings must be upgraded to our Countv 
Standards 

At a minimum, the CSX line C-n75 (increa.se of 22 trains per day) should have 
lights 

and gates instailed at all crossings 

D Hazardous Vlatenal Transport bv Rail 
SE.A has identified ( -O'O and C-Tf being "major key routes" and C-070 is 

aiso new kcv rout^" t.ir transporting h.̂ /:irdous m.̂ terMU 
The suggested mitigation does not begin to go tar enough to protect the citizens 

living along these routes CS.X should provide training for the locai FMS. fire, police 
on at least a six month basis since manv ofthe personnel are volunteer There needs to 
be advance communication with the EM A Director at lea.st monthly on what matenal 
will be moving through that month 

E. Roadway Crossing Deiav 
SE.A has chosen to onlv look at crossings with 5000 ,ADT As we stated 

earlier in the Satety Concems Cjciicial (omments. the existing train traffic already 
causes unacceptable road blockages in and around Fostoria There needs to be a 
detailed revievv of Fostona and the surrounding townships to see how the proposed 
increase in train traffic is going to back-up into the townships Just because most of 
our iocal .ADTs are less than 5000 does not mean we have significantiv less safety 
concems Currentlv Seneca County consiit?ntlv ranks in the top five (5) counties in 
the State of Ohio regarding accidents at rail crossings 

This report has aenerallv ignored thc Fostona problem and totallv ignored the 
extended problems created in the townships When our Countv is currentlv 
expenencmg one (1) hour blockages ofroads, we stronglv believe that the following 
summary statement is totally inappropnate "the proposed Conrail acquisition would 
h?.' e nc's- T.ificjr:: effect on vehicle deiav fbr most at-grade crossings Ohio 
Howc\ci sev en crossings m Buller. Cuvahoga. Ha.milton and Lorain Counties 

W c will stronglv oppose this merger until the problems in Fostona and the 
surrounding townships are properiv addressed 

Seneca County Air (.Quality 
SE.A has alreadv dentified a 29"'o in \ 0 ^ emissions .Again this is assuming 

trains are passing through W hat are lhe reai air quaiity problems that need to be 
addressed bv stopped trains and blocked roadsJust because we are in an attainment 
area, we should not be subjected to such iarge increases without mitigation 



G The general concem ofthe studv was to evaluate the results of the merger against "preacquisition" 
numbers instead of using this as an arena lo fix some ofthe existing problems associated with raii 
commerce in a proactive manner .Also the future growth of rail commerce along these lines and their 
impact m all ofthe above items was not discussed 

H Future law will allow communities to apply for noise reviews which disallow the train enuineer from 
blowing the hour m areas with four quadrant gates or similar warning devices What will happen il" 
and when the waming devices faiP Based upon past history with CSX. it is not uncommon for them 
to close a crossing for repair work without seeking the needed permits or advising the proper 
emergency response agencies The crossing mav remain closed fbr 3-8 weeks with no workers in the 
area for weeks on end Only after calling the PUCC do we get action W ith this track record, is there 
anv wav to mitigate better response to the local agencies as well as minimizing the closure time ofthe 
crossinu. 

\ ery truly yours. 

Seneca County Board of Commissioner 

/ tienneth J Estep 



STB FD-33388 z-5-98 K ID-CITIES 



The Ciry of Lynchburg, Virginia 

CITY HALL, LYNCHBURG, VIRGINIA 24505 • (804, 847 1 360 
FAX • (804) 847 1436 

D E P A R T M E N T Of- PUBLIC WORKS 

February 4, 1998 

DOCUMENT 
Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No 33398 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20423-0001 

Attention Ms Elaine K Kaiser 
Environmental Projector Director 
Section of Eiivironmental Analvsis 

Re; Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
For the Proposed Conrail Acquisition 

Dear Ms Kaiser 

We submitted an original on January 29, 1998 We inadvertently fa-'ed to include 10 copies 
Please find enclosed additional copies 

Sincerely, 

f -
( n.ll I 

1 errell J Reid 
Utililies Administrator 

cdf 



The City of Lynchburg, Virginia 

CITY HALL, LYNCHBURG. VIRGINIA 24505 • (804) 647 1 443 
^AX • IB04J 847 1 536 

OFFICE OF THE 
CITY MANAGER 

BY_FEDERAL EXPRESS 

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

January 29, 1998 

Attention; .Ms. Elaine K Kaiser 
Environmental Projector Director 
Section of Environmentai Analysis 

Re; Draft Environmental Jsyiact.Statement 
for thc Proposed Co.irai! Acquisition 

DecJr Ms. Kaiser; 

The Cily of Lynchburg appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
.Statement ("EIS") relating to the proposed Conrail acquisilion. 

The City is particularly interested in the potential impact of the proposed Coorail acquisition 
becaus. rail transportation is vttal to our region. Unlike most regions of its size, Lhe Lynchburg area is 
not .served by an interstate highwav. Therefore, the region is heavily dependent on both the Norfolk 
Southern and CSX rail lines for its transportation needs We would stronglv oppose any aspect of the 
IijrQiHtscd mcr{;cr that would jeadto redumLjaLUr̂ ^^^ Lynchburg. 

Although we have carefully reviewed the draft EIS, we have not been able to conclude wiLh 
certainty that thc proposed merger will not adversely affect rail service to Lynchburg. The draft EIS s 
narrative aiscuision ofthe proposed acquisition suggests that thc Lynchburg area will no: be affected. 
However, thc "Emissions Chinges for Rail Yards' chart at Attachment E-5 of Appendix E indicates that 



Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
January 29, 1998 
Page 2 

the acquisition would lead to a substantial reduction in rail cars traveling through Lynchburg. (See, the 
sixth colunm, "Activity Change" and leferet.̂ e to a 3,402 rail car reduction) 

We request a clarification regarding fhe mipact of the proposed acquisition on rail service to 
Lynchburg before the EIS is finalized. Again, we would be opposed to the acquisition if it would lead to 
reduced rail traffic through Lynchburg. 

If you have any quesiions about the above, pltrise feel free to contact me or Terry Reid al (804) 
847-1360. Thank you again for the opportunity to commeni. I look forvvard to your response. 

Charles F. Church 
City .Manager 
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DONALD R. BRINING 
Coun ty Administrator 

St. Lawrenee County 
BOARD OF LEGISLATORS 
48 Court Street, Court House 
Canton, New York 15617-1194 

(315)579-2276 
FAX (515)379-2463 

Office of the Secretary 
C ase Control L'nit 
I-inancf Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transporiation Board 
1923 K. Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Attention: Elaine Kaiser 
Environmental Project Di.ecto; 
F:nvironmental I iling 

DOCUMENT 
i% lAL 

lanuary 27"', 1998 

R. SHAWN CRAY 
Board-Oiair 

v.: • • 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank you for the opportunity to revievv the DLIS on the "Froposed Conrail Acquisition". 

St. Lawrence County has no comments on the document inasmuch as the proposal would not 
alter existing rail infrastructure in our ( ounty. We are hopeful; howeve, ihal an increased 
emphasis on rail traffic to Montreal - which vve believe is a goal of CSX - will have a positive 
eJfect on the economics ofthe svsteni. 

.Sinccrtlv. 

R. Shawn (irav. Qrairman 

4 HOI CONR Ml I in 
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NASHVILLE AREA 
METROFOLrrVN PLANMNG ()R(;ANIZATION 

"» 

. t l - A ' l I t ; 

Mi; .111 

n - . i i k 

Ki-< >n C ( l u n u 

(•,. _ February 2, 1998 
ENV, 

DOCUM 
Office ofthe Secretary 
Case Conlroi Unit 
Finance Docket No 33388 
1925 K Street, N W 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Rc: Request for Comments on Draft LIS in ST'J Finaiue Uocket So. 
33388 

HI r m K J l ) k i ) 
( O l N I ^ 

i , \ • • 

M l l f l ! - , •. i . . > - .-

S m \ 1 . 1 . : 

To Whom it Ma> Concern 

Thank you f')r the opportunity to comment on the Draft Hnvironmental 
Impact Statement (LIS) in the Surface I raniponatio-i Board iS I l i) l inance 
Dockei No 33388 

Nt M \ l Xi 

I ( ) l N I 

' • t i i . i i m 

t n i l l c 
I . a ; . , l . d 

In a letter d'-iled August 4. IW7. tiic Nashville Area Meliopolilan Planniiiu 
Organization (MPO) responded tu a Keque l̂ loi C oinmeiiis on ilie 
Fro[)C)sed ITS (cuardmg the Proposed .Acquisition ut ( oiiiai! hv \urtolk 
Southern Raihoad and CS.X Railroad 

In summary, our office expressed concern with the followmu ITS topic?, an 
quality, the potential for passenger rail serv ice and saletv 

A l l 1 I W l S O N 

! .' . l u k l i i i 

In January 1998, the Nashville Area MPO received copies ofthe Draft l.l> 
In review of the Draff LIS, li,-.; lollowing puinls of clarificaliuii and 
comments are provided 

• Page TN-14 of " Proposed Conrail Acquisition Dratt i-.iiviummeiital 
Impact Slalenie/it. \ olume 3B. t.'ie tulloumg statement is made l-PA 
has designated David.son ( ountv as a noiumainnient aiea foi particulate 
matier. and a maintenance area foi 03 

Davidson Countv is m fact attaitinicnt for pariicuiaie iiialici and should 
be so noled in voui analvsis 

• Table 5- rN-7 (revised) Iciinc^.wc lliiih\\i.i\ Kail .Ai-i iraJc ( inssiii).; 
I c/itelc Ik'lii} iiikl Uiiciu'i of the Drati f.nv ironmenial impact 



Letter Rc: Request for Commenis on Draft EIS in STB Fina;ice. DocJcet No 
Februarv 2. 1998 
Page 2 

Statement Supplemental Errata identifies train speeds at five at-grade crossings in Davidson 
County as follows 

Craighead Rd. 40 mph 
Berry Rd 40 mph 
Davidson Rd 40 mph 
Thompson Ln .SO mph 
Una-Antioch Pike 50 mph 

According to the Charter of the Metropolitan Government of Xashville and Davidson Countv 
Title 12, Chapter 12 76, Seclion 12 76 20 .SpceJ.s/ur KUIIKJUJ liaiti.s and intormation 
provided by the Chief Traffic Engineer for Nashville-Davidson Count>, the ma.xiinum 
allowable train speeds at these locations are as follows 

Craighead Rd. 35 mph 
Berry Rd 35 mph 
Davidson Rd 35 mph 
Thompson Ln 40 mph 
Una-Anlioch Pike 45 mph 

Due lo the fact that these speeds are slower than those indicaied in the aforemenlioiied lable. 
we request lhey be u:.ed to recalculate the vehicle delay i;nd queues ai highwav/ra'! ai-grade 
crossings as well as the respective Levels of Service for eacn roadwav 

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draff I-IS Should vou have am 
questions or comments, please do not hesitate to coniact me at ()1 5 862-72 I > 

Sincerely, 

Paige L Watson 
Planner 1 

MPO 98/ 27 
PLW/plw 
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V I A HAND DELIVERY 

February 5, 1998 

Honorable Vemon A Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transponation Board 
1925 K Street, N W , Room 700 
Washington, D C 20423-0001 

Attention Elaine K Kaiser 
Environmental Project Direcior 
Seclion of Environmenia! Ana'ysis 

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

Dear Secreiary Williams 

Enclosed are an original and ten copies ofthe Public Version of the comments of the 
Nonhern Virginia Transponation Commission and Polomac and Rappahannock Transponation 
Commission on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ("DEIS") and the DEIS Verified 
Siatement of Charles H Banks Only the DEIS Verified Statement of Charles H Banks contains 
redactions, but we are furnishing versions of both documents Also enclosed is a 3 5 inch diskette 
containing the filing in WordPerfect 5 1 

Please stamp the exlra copy of the foregoing and return it wilh our messenger. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Kevin M Sheys * 
Oppenheimer Woltf & Donnelly LLP 

Enclosures 

• W D C 2C362v01 Z'4«8 



Virginia Railway Express 
A Transportation Partnership 

Febmary 2, 1998 

VIA HAND DELIVERY 

Honorable Vernon A Wiiiiams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N W , Room 700 
Washington, D C :'V423-0001 

Attention Elaine K Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Public Version 

Re: Kinance Docket No. 33388, Ĉ SX Corporation and ( SX Transportation, Inc., 
Norfolk Southern Corporation and .Norfolk Southern Railway Company — 
Control and Operating Leases''Agreements — Conrail Inc. and Consolidated 
Rail Corporation 

Dear Secretary Williams 

This letter con.stitutes the comments of Northem Virginia Transportation Commission and o c 
and Rappahannock Transportation Commission ("NVTC"" and '•PRTC ", respectively, and 
"Conrnissions" collectively) on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ( "DEIS") served 
Suriace Transportation Board s Section of Environmental Analysis ("SEA") on December 12, 1997 

L Summary 

As is more fully explained below, the Commissions believe that the preliminary conclusion of the 
DEIS that the proposed Conrail acquisition will have no adverse impact on the Virginia Railway 
Express ("VRE")' commuter rail transportation system is wrong The Commissions believe that 
SEA needs to comprehensively r'̂ -e.xamine this very important issue and develop conditions for 
inclusion in the Final Environmental Inipact Statement ("FEIS") lo mitigate the adverse impact oflhe 

NVTC and PRTC are political subdivisions of the Commonwealth of Virginia organized pursuant 
to the fransportation Distnct Act of 1964. § 15 l - l 340 et secj. \ 'A Code .Ann NVTC and 
PRTC jointly own the \ RL commuter rail service Amtrak conducts and manages VRii's 
commuter rail operations pursuanl to a contract with the Commissions VRE's right to utilize 
the rail lines ofthe Applicants is established by contracts between the Commissions and CSX. NS 
and Conrail, respectively 

1500 King Street • Suite 202 • Alexandna. Virginia 22314-2730 
TEL: (703)684-1001 WEBSITE: www.vre.org 
FAX: (703)684-1313 E-MAIL: gotrains@vre.org 
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proposed Conrail acquisition on VRE In addition, the Commissions beiieve that the SE.A s 
preliminarv proposed .mitigation condition that would require gieater time spacing between freiaht 
and passenger trains is not necessary to ensure continued safe passenger operations on the line 
between Potomac Yard and Fredericksburg and therefore should not be included in the FEIS 

The Commissions' specific comments on these topics (and other related topics) are summanzed 
below \ full discussion of the impact ofthe proposed Conrail acquisition on VRE is set forth in the 
Comments and Requests for Conditions of the Commissions, which was filed with the Board on 
October 21, 1997 The Commissions" Comments and Requests for Conditions in the "economic" 
part ofthe proceeding are directly related to the environmental considerations raised in this letter 
and. therefore, we incorporate them by reference and request that SE.A carefijlly review them in the 
course of preparation of the FEIS We are submitting ten copies of our Comments and Request for 
Conditions herewith and would be pleased to provide SE.-\ with additional copies upon request 

IL SE.V's Conciusion Of No .Adverse Imp-icl On \ RE Is Wrong 

\ RE prov ides a valuable service to Nonhern \ irgima commuters VRE data compiled for 
submission to the U S Department of Transportation's C U S DOT") .National Transit Database 
reveal that in FY 19Q7 VRE provided 57,116,170 passenger miles of serv ice at an average cost of 
only 52 cents per passenger mile This compares verv' favorably vvith costs of operating single-
occupant automobiles VRE has operated without a passenger fatality or even senous injurv since 
1992 At VRE's FY 1997 level of rider.ship (l,"'58.4:'l passenger tnps). the reduction of automobile 
usage bv VRE passengers reduced consumption of gasoline by approximatelv 2 9 million kiallons " 

VRE presently operates 24 trains on two routes Twelve trains operate on the CSX Fredericksburg 
Line and 12 trains operate on the NS Manassas Line W ith respect to the Fredericksburg Line, the 
DEIS concludes that "the proposed increase in CSX freight trains is not expected to adversely alfect 
commuter serv ice SE.A has analyzed the segment and believes, based upon the infomiation 
available, that mitigation is not necessary at this time DEIS at 4-39 With respect to the Manassas 
Line, the DLIS concludes that "[bjased upon the information available at this time, there does not 
appear to be an adverse impact on commuter ser\ice to Manassas SE.A does not believe mitigation 
is necessary at this time " DEIS at 4-40 The Commissions believe that both of these conclusions 
arc wrong 

.As explained below, the segments ofthe NS .Manassas Line and the CSX Fredericksburg Line used 
by VRL uill expenence verv heavy increases in freight traffic These lines do r.ot have the capacity 
to absorb these increases vvhile accommodating current lev els of passenger serv ice This is especially 
true because freight operating times are enatic CSX and NS have proposed no capital 
improvements of their own to expand capacity on these overburdened lines The result will be 

Comnients and Request for Conditions of Nonhern \ irginia Transponation Commission and 
Potomac and Rappahannock Transportation Commission ("\'RE Request for Conditions"). 
\ RI-S, at L \ \'crified Statement of Stephen .A Maclsaac and Richard K Taube, which 
accompanied the \ RL Requests t'or Conditions, at 9-13 
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increased failure to dispatch VRE trains on time, with failmg VRE ndership and a retum to sinaie-
occupani automobiles by dissaiiitled \'RE cu.stomers .Air quality will certainly detenorate as a 
result The final EIS should document and evaluate these adverse impacts and propose appropnate 
mitigation measures 

Both CS.X and NS have indicated that their proposed Operating Plans for the post-acquisition era 
will result in substantial increases in fi-eight train operations on the rail lines over which VRE 
provides service Increased freight operations will fijnher clog these already busy rail transportation 
artenes The NS Operating Plan projects an increase of tw o freight trains per dav on the line 
between .Manassas and .Alexandna Although VRE is very concemed about the impact ofthis 
acknowledged increase, VRE has developed information indicating that NS may in fact increase daily 
freight trains over the Manassas Line by t'our or more trains per dav ' In addition, NS has 
acknowledged that the Manassas Line is a much more direct and desirable route for NS coal and 
other traft'ic to the Baltimore and Wilmington markets than the NS Hagerstown - Hamsburu route, 
creatinu the distinct likelihood that greater volumes ofcoal tralfic ultimatelv vvill be re-routed over 
the Manassas Line to the detnment of \'RE commuter rail operations ^ 

The CS.X Operating Plan poses even greater concems because ofthe very substantial increases in 
freight service CS.X pians for the already highlv congested Fredericksburg Line .According to the 
CS.X Operating Plan, the CSX line betvveen Fredencksburg and Alexandria cunentlv carries 28 
passenger trains per day ( 12 VRE trains ana lo .Amtrak trains) and is proiected to expenence an 
increa.se of seven freight trains per day This represents a 43 percent increase in freikiht train 
oporations on this 40-mile segment Tho post-acquisiiion increase in freight operations on the other 
pan of rhe Fredencksburg Lme, betwoen Potomac Yard and CP - \ irginia .Avenue, is even more 
dramu: This line presently camos a minimum of 42 passenger trains per day (24 \'RE trains and a 
.minim..-. ;' 18 .Amtrak trainsl and wiil have an increase of 1 1 freight trains per day. which 
represents a ol percent increase over the pre-acquisition level Furthermore, most ofthe added 
freight trains on the Manassas and Fredencksburg Lines will operate during the VRE operatine 
periods (i e , Washington, D C rush hour penodsi' Even so, CSX has not identified a single 
capacity-enhancing investment on the Fredencksburg Lme other than publiciv I'unded improvements 
that will only be made if thev enhance or improve VRL serv ice 

The CSX Operatmg Plan itself reveals that among tho rail lines with passenger trains that will 
expenence moderate to substantial increases m ti eight activitv. the Fredericksburg Line (and 
particulariv tho segment between Potomac \'ard and CP - \'irginia .Avenue) is aniong the most 
atVected bv freighi train increases in thc entire Countr. Table 13 8-2 ofthe CS.X Operating Plan 
(.Application ("App "), \ 'ol 3.A at 40<̂ -̂12j lists projected increa.ses in both CSX and NS freight 
trains on CS.X and Conrail-acouired lino segments vvith passenger service .Although there are more 
than 100 lines listed, only six line segtiients are projected to have an increase often or more freight 

\ OMtiod Statomont of Charles H Banks (Banks \ S '), which accompanied the \ RE Request for 
Conditions, at 9 

' \ Rr Requests for Conditions at 16-17, Banks \ S .it 0. lS-20 
\'RL RcLiuest tor Conditions at 18 
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frains per dav With the exception ofthe Potomac Yard to CP - Virginia .Avenue segment, none of 
these segments cames significant passenger traffic .App , Vol 3.A at 409 In contrast, the Potomac 
Yard to CP - \ irginia Avenue line segment cames more than 42 passenger trains per dav .App . 
Vol 3.A at 412 .Accordingly, ofall the CS.X. Conrai! lines that are scheduled to undergo substantial 
post-transaction increases in freight traffic, the line that has by far the greatest volume of passenuer 
operations is the Potomac Yard to CP - \'irginia .Avenue segment The potential impact, therefore, 
of substantial projected increases in fireight tratfic on lines already carrying substantial passenger 
traffic - and the conesponding need to protect such passenger operations - is nowhere more clearlv 
evident than on the CS.X Conrail Fredericksburg Line .Although the .Application asserts that the 
Fredericksburg Line has "sufficient capacity " to accommodate freight increases without adverse 
impact on commuter service, App , Vol 3.A at 276, even before the merger CS.X Chairman John 
Snow charactenzed the Fredencksburg Line as "one ofthe most capacity constrained segments of 
the entire CS.X system ' Letter from John Snow to Terrence Spellane, Potomac and Rappahannock 
Transportation Commission. June 28, 1995 

Thc methodologv that CSX and NS used to arrive at projected freight train densities as a result of 
the acquisition was made without anv consideralion of passenger operations The .Applicants assen 
that any possible conllicts or adverse impacts on \'RE commuter rail service could be resolved 
through more carefijl scheduling of freight trains Scheduling adjustments and refinements will not 
resolve the issue" 

Nothing filod by .Appiicancs since the submission of their Environmental Report iCS.X."NS-23) 
alleviates the Commissions' concerns On December 15, 1997, .Applicants filed their rebuttal to, 
inter alia, the VRE Request for Conditions .As is explained in the DEIS \ enfied Statement of 
Charles H Banks, attached hereto as Exhibit . \ .Applicants have continued to ignore the adverse 
impact ofthe proposed Conrail acquisilion on VRE operations 

In consideration of these key factors, as well as all ofthe other factors described in the VRE Request 
for Conditions and accompany ing venfied statements, the Commissions are perplexed bv the DEIS 
conclusion that the train increases of CS.X are "well within the capacity" ofthe Fredencksburg Line 
and that the NS Manassas Line has "more than sufticient capacily to accommodate expansion of 
VRF. serv ice " 

The DITS indicates that "CS.X has begun certain signal and crossover track improvements which will 
add some opoiating fiexibility and reliability to the route '" DEIS. \ 'ol 1 at 4-3'-̂  .Although the 
Commissions cannot be sure which signal and crossover track improvements are referred to m the 
DLIS, It seems likelv that SF A is referring to cenain capital improvements lhat are being made at the 
behest of \'RL and the expciiso ofthe public and for the benefit of \'RE service .As noted above, 
CSX has not idontifiod a :.ing!o capacity-enhancing inve.stmeni on the Fredericksburg Line that it 

\ R1. Request for Conditions at 18-IQ 
V R'- Request tbr Condition.s at h=-2'' 
\ R1- Request t'or Conditions at 28-31, Banks \ S at 5-l0 
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intends to pay for CS.X oniy identifies publicly tiinded improvements, but these will oniy be made if 
they enhance or improve VRE's service 

.Approximately one-third of VRE" s annual capital budget is devoted to improvements to the 
Fredencksburg Line The improvements are handed by the V irginia Depanment of Rail and Public 
Transportation ("VDRctPT"), using federal fijnds VRE has paid for the Woodhndue crossover 
(approximately Sl 25 million) north of Quantico Bndge and is predisposed but not committed to pay 
t'or the .Aquia crossover south of Quantico Bndge The addition of these crossovers would double 
the number of crossovers in the area and help both freight and passenger trains avoid delays .Aaain. 
VRE IS predisposed but not committed to pay for track and signal improvements between a point 
near Potomac River (RO) and a point near Telegraph Road (.AF), at an expense of appro.ximately 
S2.650.000 These track and signal improvements are designed to increase train speeds, decrease 
travel time and consequently increase VRE ndership The first thing that should be noted is that the 
Woodbridge .Aquia crossover and the track and signai improvements between the Potomac River and 
Telegraph Road would be installed only if VRE"s service would benefit from them The 
Commissions are pleased that there is also a benefit to the freight service from these publicly fimded 
improvements, but it should be recognized that the improvements w ill not be made if lhey do not 
enhance VRE sen.ice Thus, unless CS.X is prepared to represent that it will make the improvements 
even if public fijnding is not forthcoming, SE.A should not assume that the improvements will be 
made or factor the improvements into us consideralion ofthe environmental impact ofthe proposed 
Conrail acquisition ' 

Other statements in the DEIS indicate that SE.A needs to undenake a more careful studv of VRE 
operations For example m Volume 1, on page 4-3^. the DEIS enoneously states 

CS.X has also proposed m its Operation Plan cenain improvements to the Viryinia 
.Avenue tunnel in Southeast Washington, D C The improvements wouid improve the 
01ô Ĵ -QlgILt_jirboth_passeni:Zor and fremht trains throuuh this tunnel which currently is 
a constrainl to passenger train operations in the Distnct of Columbia [Emphasis 
Added] 

Neither \'RE nor .Amtrak trains mn through the Virginia Avenue tunnel .Althouah the planned 
improvemonts to the Virginia .Avenue tunne! will pormit t'aster movement of I'reight trains throukih 
that tunnel and that, in turn, might result in somewhat higher capacitv on the CSX line betvveen 

10 

VRE's capital improvement program :iiso contains a plan to add a nevv bridge over Quantico 
Creek, at an expense of approximatelv S20 million, which would add an additional track to 
replace the track that CS.X demolish<- d shortly betbre VRE began operaf ons The additional 
span of bridge at (Quantico Creek would enhance the benefit of the Woodbridge, .Aquia 
crossov ers 

The samo point should bo mado about the planned siding at Lonon In .Applicants' rebuttal 
submission. Mr Roistaip promotes tho Lonon sidmg Applicants" Rebuttal, CS.XNS-Pb, Vol 
2B, Rebuttal \ otificd Statement of Paul H Reistmp at P-25̂ '̂ Pubhc funding wiil not be used 
for that siding unless it provides a benefit to VRE service 
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Potomac Yard and CP - Virginia Avenue, the fact that the SEA is under the impression that .Amtrak 
and VRL trains mn through the Virginia .Avenue tunnel is indicative ofa need to re-examine more 
thoroughly I and accurately) the operations of VRE and reach more careftil conclusions regarding the 
impact ofthe proposed Conrail acquisition on VRE operations 

Moreover, there is no -ndication that SEA conducted any analysis of (i i the magnitude of increased 
capacity on the Potomac Yard to CP - Virginia .Avenue iine as a result ofthe V'irgima .Avenue tunnel 
improvements or (ii) the increase in delays or reduction in capacity on the line during the penod 
when the improvements are being made Ifthe Virgima Avenue tunne! improvements are proffered 
as mitigation ofthe adverse impact ofthe proposed Conrail acquisition on VRE, then the extent of 
the benefit must be quantified Moreover, as the Virginia Avenue tunnel improvements a'-e prompted 
by the proposed Conrail acquisition, SEA needs to establish conditions to mitiaate the adverse 
impact on VRE operations dunng the consimction 

111. SE.A's Proposed 15-\linute Headway Condition Is Not Necessary For Safety 

With respect to the CS.X L me between Fredencksburg and Potomac Yard (amony other seuments), 
the SE.A has preliminarily proposed a condition under which freight trains "moving in the same or 
opposite direction on the same track would be clear ofthe track at least 15 minules before and 15 
minutes after the expected amval ofa passenger train at anv point " DEIS at 7-12 

Review ofthe DEIS provides no insight into how the proposed mitigation is supposed to improve 
sat'ety or, indeed, what incidents the proposed measure is designed to prevent It would appear 
rooted in a desire to have freight trains in the ciear at m.eeting or passing points on a sinule track 
railroad, but does not seem appropnate for a double-track railroad such as the Fredericksburii Line, 
with cab signals installed for bi-directional operations 

Time spacing is an old railroad practice used when poor communications technology could not be 
relied upon tor sat'ety Tho requirement to be in the clear at least five minutes in advance of anv 
potential confiict was appropnate given the state of signal system technologv at the time and 
cenainly reduced rail accidents The Commissions t'ail to see how establishing a i5-minute 
separation period is necessarv- tbr safety today 

Funher, the Commissions bolievo that the SE.A has not examined and evaluated the tremendous 
burden the proposed mitigation would place upon the VRE operations on the Fredencksburu -
Potomac •̂ard segment With block signal systems, trains can follow safely as short as five minutes 
apart To mandate a spacing of not less than 15 minutes would mean stretching by three times the 
length oftho curront intorval Where CSX and NS can now safely insen a freight train between 
commuter trains operating on 30 to 60 minute headways, they would be compreielv forest.illed under 
tho proposed mitigation condition from using their own tracks for hours during peak passen îer 
penods As that impac; would provo to bo an intolerable burden on CS.X, the most Hkelv outcome 
would be fi>r CSX to ôaso its willingness to host VRE trains upon contract expiration or to achieve 
tho samo thmg bv ("ailing to dispatch VRL irains reiiably enough to encouraue commuter rail 
ndership 
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IV. An Adverse Impact On VRE Would Have An Adverse Impact On Air Quality 

Northern Virginia is designated as a "serious" ozone area by the U S Environmenta! Protection 
Agency Accordingly, th« region must prepare air quality plans and spend millions of dollars lo 
devise methods lo reduce the ozone lo acceptable levels An emissions analysis performed by NVTC 
in 1994 showed that for each work day, reduced automobile Iraffic from VRE service results in 0 06 
fewer tons of hydrocarbons, 0 42 fewer tons of carbon monoxide, 0 19 fewer tons of nitrogen oxide 
and 0 07 fewer tons of volatile organic compounds (the controlling pollutant in smog formalion in 
the Washingion, D C area) These amounts are net of the exlra auto trips by VRE cuslomers to and 
from VRE stations " Thus, any adverse impact of the proposed Conrail acquisilion on VRE would 
have an adverse impact on air quality in .Northern Virginia 

The Commissions appreciate this opportunity to submit comments on the DEIS The Commissions 
are committed to working with SEA to provide further information regarding the foregoing 
comments and to consult with SEA regarding the impact ofthe proposed Conrail acquisition on 
VRE 

Respectfiilly submilled. 

/s/ Isl 
Richard K Taube Siephen A Maclsaac 
Executive Director Acting Executive Director 
Northern Virginia Transp-.rtation Commission Potomac and Rappahannock Transportation 

Commission 

" Kathleen Benton "Investment Analysis - Revised - Virginia Railway Express Versus Equivalent 
Highway Capacity", .April 24, 1995, Northem Virginia Transportation Commission See Exhibit 
B atiached hereto 

• W D C 2003Sv03 





EXHIBIT A 

Public Version 

DEIS Verified Statement 
of 

Charles H. Banks 

1. Qualifications and Introduction 

My name is Charles H Banks I am President of R L Banks & Associates, Inc. 

("R1.BA "), a firm of transportation economists and engineers, with offices at 1717 K 

Street, NW. Washington, DC 20006 and at 4 Britton Avenue, Belvedere, CA 94920 I 

have been RLB A's principal in charge of providing Commuter Rail Economic and 

Operations Consulting Services for the Virginia Railway Express ("VRE") since RLBA 

was awarded that competitively bid five-year service contract on June 26, 1995. 

The co-owners of VRE, Northem Virginia Transportation Commission ("NVTC") 

and Potomac and Rappahannock Transportaiion Commission ("PRTC") (collectively, the 

"Commissions"), are loday filing coniments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

("DEIS") served by the Surlacc Transportation Board's Seclion of Environmental 

Analysis ("SEA") The Commissions believe lhat the preliminary conclusion ofthe DEIS 

lhat the proposed Conrail acquisition will have no adverse impact on VRE operaiions is 

wrong The Commissions believe lhal SEA needs to comprehensively re-examine this 

very importani issue and develop condiiions for inclusion in the Final Environmental 

Impact Statement ("FEIS") to mitigate the adverse impact ofthe proposed Conrail 

acquisition on VRE 



Applicants' Environmental Report (CSX/NS-23) coniained very liltle information 

with which VRE could evaluate the impaci of the proposed Conrail acquisition on VRE. 

Nothing filed by Applicants since the submission of their Environmental Report alleviates 

the Commissions' concems VRE filed Comments and Requests for Conditions in the so-

called "economic " part oflhe proceeding that are directly related to the environmental 

considerations raised in its comments On December 15, 1997, Applicants filed their 

rebullal to, inter alia, the VRE Request for Condiiions In the rebuttal filing. Applicants 

side-stepped VRE's evidence (set forth in its Request for Conditions) of the harms from 

the proposed Conrail acquisilion The purpose of this verified statement is to poinl oul 

the major flaws in Applicants' rebuttal 

A. The STB Needs to Look at the Entire Fredericksburg Line Over 
V\ hich V RE Operates 

To get an accurate picture of freight and passenger train operations on the 

Fredericksburg Line after consummation ofthe proposed Conrail acquisition, one musl 

look at the entire line between Fredericksburg and Washington, D C , not just one 

segnient of it The Commissions have done so, but the Applicants have not The 

Applicants" approach is arbitrary and somewhat misleading 

In Applicants' Rebuttal. CSX/NS-176, Vol 2A, Rebuttal Venfied Statement of 

John W Orrison ("Orrison RVS "), at P-606, Mr Orrison claims 

Correct presenlalions ofthe siring line charts show that there is no conflict 
between the proposed CS.X train operations with respect to known VRE train 
operations 

However, in this, CSX's only attempt to quantify the impact of addilional trains on the 

Fredericksburg Line, Mr Orrison failed lo prepare a sinng line chart oflhe enlire 



CSX/Conrail line between Fredencksburg and CP Virginia He played it safe but coy by 

depicting only seven miles of largely triple-track territory, completely ignoring any siring 

line depiction of the approximately 45 7 miles of largely double-track railroad over which 

VRE operates, not to mention a short single-track segment in the vicinity of the Quantico 

Bridge In contrast, the analysis in my verified statement accompanying the Commissiona' 

Request for Conditions (the "Banks VS") covered the entire rail line segmeni 

Had Mr Orrison prepared a complete string line chart, it would have shown the 

exact opposite of what his analysis shows At leasl six VRE and Amirak trains will be 

delayed ever>' weekday by proposed CSX freight trains VRE clearly presented the data in 

my earlier verified siatement at 7 and 8 and Attachment B thereto I now have prepared 

two string line charts lo analyze Mr Orrison's contentions One depicts scheduled irains 

from Fredericksburg to Washington on the eastward track while the second charts all 

scheduled Washingion lo Fredericksburg irains on the westward track When Mr. 

Orrison's siring line approach is exlended lo cover the entire CSX/Conrail line, not just 

triple-track territory, s'gnificant conflicts occur: 

CSX [ ] will delav VRE#310 and Amtrak #86 every dav (see Banks 
VS at 7), 

CSXP[ J will delay VRE#301 every day (see Banks VS al 8), 

CSX#[ ] will delay VRE #306 every day (see Banks VS .Anachmem B), 

CSX#[ ] will delay VRE#307 every day (see Banks VS at 8), and 

CSX#[ 1 will delay .Amtrak#66 every day (see Banks VS at 8) 



Even my analysis paints an optimistic picture because the string line charts were 

premised upon the simplifying assumpiion lhat all Fredericksburg lo Washingion Irains 

could operate on a continuous eastward track while all trains in the opposite direction 

could operate on the westward track It, therefore, did not even take into account the 

considerable .mpacts arising from the single-track segmeni at Quantico Creek through 

which all irains musl be fijnneled in bolh directions, one at a time, causing addilional 

delays lo opposing trains 

Moreover, .string line charts cannot possibly depict accurately the location of train 

meeting poinis given the variance at which CSX freight irains deviate from schedule each 

and every day Banks VS al 10-11 String charts are merely a "best case" laboratory 

exercise Even as deficient as the stnng line approach is in reflecting realistic and less than 

perfect operating conditions of real railroading, it predicts that the CSX operating plan 

will resull in majoi conflicts to VRE trams 

In sum, even were CSX to achieve the kind of laboratory perfect conditions il has 

proff ered, in which each freight train runs exactly on lime, a string line chart of proposed 

exisiing passenger and proposed freighi operations depicts daily delays to four of the 

twelve VRE pas.senger irains operating between Washington and Fredericksburg each 

weekdav VRE on-time performance on the Fredencksburg Line would plunge to 67 

perceni, absent any impacts which mighl arise from track, signal and olher CSX delays. 



B. CSX and the STB Cannot Assume That Planned Capacity/FIe.'ibility-
Enhancing Capital Improvei ents Will Be Made on the 
Fredericksburg Line 

Both Mr Orrison and Paul II Reistmp, another witness for the Applicants, make 

much of CSX's efforts to increase capacity on the Fredericksburg Line All of the cited 

improvemenis are al least partially fiinded by passenger train/public sector interests, 

primarily VRE and the Commonwealth of Virginia (S_ee Exhibil One hereto ) Public 

funding for capacily improvements will not happen if VRE service will not benefit fror. 

the improvem.ents As proposed, the Conrail acquisition will have serious adverse effecls 

on VRE operaiions and it is the.efore unlikely that the capital improvements touted by 

Applicants would benefii VRE sufficiently to justify public expendilures Thus, SEA 

should not assume, as Applicants have, that public money will be available. Absent a 

commitment by CSX lo fimd the capital improvemenis ilself SEA should not assume the 

capitaJ improvements will be made. 

Mr Reistrup stales: 

One should also lake into account the effeci of the recent improvements lo the 
line, some funded by CSX and some fimded by VRE, and the additional 
improvements planned for the line 

CSX has completed several capital improvement projects on portions of the 
Fredencksburg line and is continuing to improve the remaining portions These 
projects, funded entirely L, CSX, include 1) replacing rail and ties, 2) improving 
the ballast shoulder, 3) upgrading signal relays to modern microprocessors; and 4) 
installing CTC modern dispatch bi-directional signaling 

One important improvement CS.X has planned and will fund is the clearance and 
track upgrade ofthe Virginia .Avenue Tunnel in lhe District of Columbia The 
tunnel project will permii track speed to increase from the present 10 mph to 25 
mph or more, allowing freight trains to travel much more quickly over the line 
seuments used by VRL 



Applicants' Rebuttal, CSX/NS-176, Vol 2B, Rebuttal Verified Statement of Paul H. 

Reistmp ("Reistmp RVS"), at P-248-49 

Mr Orrison adds 

Nonelheiess, CSX continues to advance its efforts to improve VRE's on-iime 
performance One means by which CSX seeks to increase service levels is by 
improving capacity and service over the Atlantic Coast Service Route, over 
segments ofwhich VRE operales Improving the track will move iraffic over this 
line more quickly and create greater capacity for freight and passenger trains An 
example of CSX's commitment to improve track and train operational capacily is 
the plan to modify the Virginia Avenue Tunnel and more than double the tr?ck 
speed in the tunnel area (from 10 mph to 25 mph or more) to improve train meets 
in Washington, D C 

Orrison RVS at P-611 

The Commissions have made significanl improvements to the Fredericksburg Line, 

using public monies lo improve VRE service The Commissions plan to make additional 

significant improvements, again using public funds, provided that the improvements 

enhance VRE service Ifthe planned improvemenis would not help VRE service or i f in 

the alternative, no VRE service survives to be supported, no public expenditures will be 

made to improve the ulilily of CSX freigiit trackage Thus, unless CSX is prepared to 

represent that it vvill make the improvements even if public fijnding is nol forthcoming, 

SEA should not assume that the improvements will be made or factor the improvements 

into ils consideralion oflhe environmental impact of the proposed Conrail acquisition 

It is certainly questionable whether the so-called CSX improvements to the 

Fredericksburg Line relied upon so heavily by Mr Reist.̂ p can properly be categorized as 

"capilal improvements" I would characterize them instead as maintenance of way 

expenditures, an operating expense They merely restore the line to repair normal or 



accidental ŵ .ar and lear on the property They do not add capacity or functionality to the 

corridor Ties wear out; even welded rail eventually must be replaced, ballast shoulders 

must be restored to prevent track buckling The signal relays at Rosslyn which Mr 

Reistmp cites are nothing more than replacements of in-place infrasimcture which was 

destroyed in last summer's major freight train derailment which also damaged VRE 

service and decimated VRE ridership The modem signaling sysiem lo which Mr 

Reistiup avers can hardly be accepted on ils lace as an "improvemeni," since a CTC 

installation with cab signals has been inslalled on this line segmeni for many years In 

short, none of the improvements cited by Mr Reistmp added capacily to the line in 

preparation for the coming onslaught of new rail freight traffic 

Conraii's depository timetable shows a maximum authorized speed through the 

tunnel of [ ] mph VRE marvels that the only example CSX can muster of how it wil! 

improve tlie Fredericksburg Line to accommodate significantly increased freight traffic is 

to raise a temporary speed restriction to less than the authorized speed in Conraii's 

depository timetable. The ft-eight train speed ihough the tunnel has been 30 mph or faster 

for decades It seems strange lo temporarily lower a speed, then be given credit by SEA 

for increasing it to less than histoncal levels 

Likewise, the benefit to VRE seems speculative While the Virginia .Avenue 

1 unnel project may represent a significanl clearance improvement for CSX, the only 

benefit VRE may realize is the extenl to which partially restoring freight train operating 

speeds can help CSX hide its dispatching errors when t'reight trains are advanced ahead of 

passenger trains w ith inadequate time to clear the main track If an eastbound CS.X f eight 



cannol clear CP Virginia ahead ofa passenger train, it should be held at the Potomac 

River Similarly, if a slow wesibound freight train would delay a passenger train, it shoi'ld 

be held at CP Virginia to fbllow the passenger train Even at the proposed increased, but 

less than timetable, speed of [ ] mph within the tunnel, it is less than the allowable 

passenger train speed of | 1 mph across the Potomac River and [ ] mph belween the 

Potomac River and CP Virginia (except [ ] mph on two curves)' If CSX operates an 

eastbound freight train immediately ahead of a pas.senger train it vvill likely delay that [ J 

mph train 

Applicants do not offer one capital improvement paid tor absent govemment 

ftmding which will improve line segment throughput capacity Since, for the reasons 

stated previously. SEA cannoi properly assume lhat capacity improvements will be made 

with public funds, SEA cannot point to any planned capital improvement that will enhance 

capacity and offset the impact ofthe proposed Conrail acquisition on VRE passenger 

service 

C. Freight I rains Consume .More Capacity Than Passenger Trains 

The Applicants w ould like any STB a.nalysis of freight and passenger train activity 

lo be based on the premise that VRE Irains consume more capacity than freight trains and 

therefore disproportionately constrain the Fredencksburg Line In fact, the opposite is 

true .At P-245. Mr Reistrup stales 

First. VRE enoneously assumes that capacity on the line is constrained by freight 
traffic, when in fact it is constrained by passenger tratfic .An additional freight 
train does not "consume" the same amount of capacity as an additional passenger 
train The RFAP line from Frederick.sburg to .Alexandria is double-track (except 
for the bndge al Quantico) with CTC bi-directional signaling There would be no 
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quesiion that this line would have more than adequate capacily if all the trains 
expected to operaie over the line post-Transaction were freight irains 

"Capacity" is the problem, but contrary to Mr Reistmp's contention, a single freight train 

consumes more capacity tnan does a single passenger train Freight trains change speeds 

more graduallv than passenger trains and cannol be operated as frequentlv as passenger 

trains on a line wiih the characteristics ofthe Fredencksburg Line Passenger trains can 

accelerate and decelerate more quicklv, which means they can more quickly reach high 

speeds on segments permitting such speeds and maintain those high speeds for longer 

penods betoie there is a need for a brake application to operate over a lower speed 

sogmoiil or stop at a stalion Thus, on the Fredericksburg Lme. as stK)v>p in Table 1. the 

average speeds achieved bv ("SX trains operating in both directions between .Alexandna 

and Richmond wcio [ ] miles per hour for intermodal trains and [ ] miles per hour for 

othei freight irains, each considerably slower than the 54 and 44 mile per hour averages 

achieved bv Amiiak and V RL trains, icspectively between .Alexandna and either 

Richmond or Fredericksburg 

Iable I : Average I rain Speeds of DifTercnl Frain I vpes 
Betv/een Alexandria and Points South 

I rain Tv pe Endpoints Miles .Average 
Elapsed 
Time 
(Hours) 

Average 
Speed 

(Miles Per 
Hour) 

Amtrak .Alexandria and Richmond 100 I ^ 54 
\ R L .Alexandna and Fredencksburg 

*-
46 1 1 44 

CS.X Intermodal .Alexandria (Potomac N ard) and 
Richmond (Cireendale) 

101 1 1 ( ] 

CSX Other Freight Alexandria (Pot(.>mac \'ard) and 
Richmond (Cireendale) 

101 I ] I 1 

("SX Other Freight Alexandna (Potomac Yard) and 
Richmond (.Acca Yard) 

102 6 I ] I ] 

Sources CSX Tram Operations Tram Inquiry 9,/I8/97 - 10/17 Q7, RLB A calculations 



Anoiher way of determining wheiher and to what extent there is congestion on the 

Fredericksburg Line is to examine the elapsed lime belween Alexandria and Richmond 

recorded by CSX Intermodal and other (general) freight trains If there is no capacity 

problem on the Fredencksburg Line other than that posed by VRE operations, as CSX 

claims, then one would expect CSX trains to operate more quickly when VRE irains do 

not operate The fact that VRE trains do not operate on the weekends provides an ideal 

control case for evaluation The results of analyses drawn from CSX actual data are 

summarized in Table 2 II shows lhat CSX freigiit irains operaie no faster on the weekend 

when VRE does not operate a_ny trains than they do during the week Congestion is such 

a consiant that CSX trains are no belter off in tne absence of VRE operaiions than wilh 

them 

l ablp 2: CSX Freight Trains 
Average Elapsed Travel Times 

Weekdav Vs. Weekend .Average Travel 

1 rain Type Endpoints Weekdav Weekend 
CS.X Inlermodal Between Alexandria (Polomac Yd ) 

and Richmond (Greendale) 
[ )hrs I ]hrs 

CSX I reight Between .Alexandria (Polomac \'d ) 
and Richmond (Greendale) 

[ Ihrs [ ]hrs 

CS.X Freight Between Alexandna (Potomac Yd ) 
and Richmond (Acca Yd ) 

[ ]hrs [ ]hrs 

Sources CSX Train Operations Train Inquirv 9/18/97 - 10/17/97. RLBA calculations 

Likewise, one would expect that CS.X trains would be subject to fewer delays 

when VRF was not active on the Fredericksburg Line than when il was However, this is 

not the case As shown in Tables 3 and 4, respeclively, whether one includes bolh early 
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and late freight trains or just the late CSX freight trains, the average variance from 

schedule and hours of delay are no worse during the days when VRE operates than when 

it does not 

Table 3: Average Variance from Schedule 
All CSX Trains 

Period Sample Number 
of Trains 

frains per day Average Variance 

Daily (7 days) I 1 ( 1 [ ] hours 
Weekends Only f 1 I ] [ ]hrs 
Sources: CSX Train Operations Train Inquiry 9/18/97-10/17/97, RLBA calcu ations 

It can be seen in I able 3 that the same number of CSX trains operate on weekends 

as operate during the week, and yet on weekends, when freed from VRE train 

interference, the CS.X trains slill do nol mn on schedule In tact, vanance from schedule is 

slightly worse on weekends when VRE trains do not operate 

Table 4: Average Hoi rs of Delay - All CSX Trains 

Penod Sample Number 
of Trains 

Trains per day — . 
.Average Variance 

Daily (7 days) [ ] I ] I ]hrs 
Weekends Only [ [ 1 [ ]hrs 
Sources (\S.X Train Operations Tram I quiry 9/18/97 - 10/17/97, RLBA calculations 

Further, the values in bolh preceding tables demonslrate that CS.X freight irains 

are nol able adheie to a schedule on -veekends, which .suggests that there are significant 

capacity problems even in the absence of VRL trains and track occupancy 

No matter how one looks at the data, there is no factual basis that supports a 

finding that VRE passenger trains in general take longer than freight trains to traverse the 
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Fredericksburg Line and that VRE trains are coniributing significantly lo the congestion 

problem. 
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Verification 

I , Charles H. Banks, declare under penally of perjury ihat the foregoing is lme and 

correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief Further, I certify lhat I am 

qualified and authorized lo file this Verified Statement 

Isl 
Charles H Banks 
President - R L Banks & 
Associates, Inc 

Dated: Febmary 2, 1998 
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Exhibit One 

VRE FUNDED 
PLANNED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS 

CSXT - RF&P Subdivision 

Date Pro)ect Description VRE Cost Status 

1998 Quantico Bridge Design and construct 2"" bridge ovei Quantico Creek to accommodate tw/o 
additional main tracks. $1,000,000 design contract in progress (VRE) 

$ 13 000 000 
cost sharing 

TBD 

design in 
progress 

1998 

1998' 

Consolidation and 
upgrade of SY and 

AF interlockings 
dual controrelectric 

switch machines 

Elimination of SY and reconstruction of AF interlocking from current 20 
mph diverging moves to 45 mph Critical to Conrail sale as CSXT and NS 
converge here v\/ith 20% freight tram increase 
Convert all air switch machines to dual confrol electric - NAX, NPP, FB, HA 

VRE share 
TBD 

$3,500,000 

N/A 

in desigi, 

contracf 
pending 

1999 Lorton Auto Train Construct lead and interlocking to allow Amtrak's Auto Train to be 
assembled clear of the main track, thus increasing mam capacity 

$2,000,000 in design 

1999 Aquia Crossovers 
Construction of new high-speed universal crossovers at mp 71 to 
enhance train movement flexibility 18 mile block reduced to a 10 and 8 
mile block. 

VRE share 
TBD 

$1,500,000 
in design 

1999 SRO to RO -
NAX to AF 

Construct 3"̂  main track SRO to RO (1 mi) with #20 connections 
Rehabilitate 3 ' mam track NAX to AF (1 mi) Completes AF to RO pro|ect 

$3,000,000 concept 
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T h i s analysis ccmcares the cost of constructmg and operating the Virginia 
R a i l w a v L n i s s a commuter ra.iroad in Northem Virginia to the cost of 
R a n w a y J , , ; ^ ^ . interstate highwav in the l-^S and 1-9S 
: r m d ? r ? n % h ' ; c h T R E " perita^^^ and operating e L u g h autcn.cb.les in t h e a 
^anTs ^ ^ s e r ^ e thrsame n u m b e r of peak pence commuter, aa a,^ prcjectad to 

w o e 1 c - ! „ i Yaar 1<»°6 The anaiys.3 demonstrates that at present use V R E aunng Fscat rea r T — a - ''"o i _ . 
. , ? u.«...««n iQ«i"2 (VRE 3 start-up year and V K t «ui coax 

« V 4 ' m , r t ° , " ' » T u id ^ " n u " and = p , « . * 3 n would * e l ano , o . 
f n « r = « e W ^ f v R E no t a sub3t ta te for all highway con,uucl ion and cannot 
r ^ v e t 1 o f T a mgron'3 c o m m u t i n g pmblem,. the railway waa and con tmue , to 
b e a v e r y , o u n d T v e a t m e n t deciaion by the cit izen, of Northem V,rg,n,a. 

-me Virctnia Rs.lway E:<=ress m Z ' : tegar ccrr.rr.uter rail ccerascns .n Jur*_ 
1 9 = 2 . R-cers'c has grc-.n s teady , reacr.ng an average '^.^^ = ! ; , r " - V " n , ° 
p a s s e r g e r ^nps. Tne r^c RaccanannccK Transccrat-.cn 

Transpcnat icn Ccmm.^^^^^^^ icccL t ives , railcars. 'uei and insurance: ccntractec with 
Commiss ien) have pure, .ase- ,Cw-rr.ci ^ ^ tracks frcm 
A m t r a k fcr rr.a.ntenancs ar.c crews, fcu.u ;ac..it^-^ a. c ^^a-e- ac 

ccns t r .c - .e i several , ' = ^ ^ ' ^ 1 ' ^ ^ : ^ ^ : ' ^ t ^ ^ f ^ ^ S ! ; ; ^ unscictionJ, 

v S ' ? ^ r ^ S l S g " : ava„a.:e fcr caP.tal 

p rc jec ts , 

Es-„..a.,ed teal c=nstr-.ct:=n cac.ai.arc ccerav.rg =cs« for •..e V F ^ ' i r f - 3 " ; : ^ , 

accrcx:r,ate:y S15Q mr.hcn .Tcucn excencitures cf such 
b c d c e t fcr 1996 is =^Dcut S^/.3 mulicn. lo ^no> ex:e,,. ar. 
mag'nitude lusf.fied in an era cf scarce publ;c rescurces? 

^ The VRE prefect has ^ f ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ . ^ ^ ^ ^ 1-95 

equivalent c ^ ~ i r V ^ t S s ' r S e t^^ CuS^; cf s e r . c e as 

— ^ r ^ S ^ ^ s c r i : ^ n ^ ; s p . e t . c 'cur.ercent f a . .creases a n d ^ n 

c v e r a ' fare level that exceeds the average ccst c parK:ng autcrr.c^.es ,n 

emplcyn-.ent locations. 

. c-rn-iuter rati systerr.s in the United States snd Canada. 

a pe^ passenger muebas,s, r-cst r-er.t fecera- anc VRE data 
custcrr.ers, as den^cnstratec belcv;, LS.ng ...e ...cs. 

availahle: 



ThiJi analysis compares the cost of constructing and cperating the Virginia 
Railway Ey.zress, a commuter railroad in Northem Virginia, to the cost of 
constructing an equivalent lano of Interstate highway in the 1-6S and 1-95 
comdors in wnich VRE operates, and operating enougn automobiles m thoae 
lanes to ser/e the same number of peak penca commutens aa are projected to 
use VRE during Rscal Year 1996. The analysis demonstrates that at preaent 
levels of operation, between 1992 (VREs start-up yearj and 2012, VRE will cost 
$254 million less to bu i ld , maintain, and operate than wouid the lanes of 
Interstate. While VRE is not a substitute for all highway construction and cannot 
aolve all of the region's commut ing problems, the railway was and continues to 
be a very sound Investment decision by the citizens of Northem Virginia. 

The Virgmia Railway Express (VRE; tecan ccn-.n-.uter raii cperaticns in June. 
19=2 Rider^nip has grcwn steaciiy, reaching an average daily leve; cf accut 8.CQQ 
passe-ce- tnps The V^o ccn-,miss;cns spcnscnng VRE (Ncrr-ern Virginia 
Transccrtaticn Commissien ana Fctcrr.ac & Racpananncc^^ Transccratscn 
Commissien) have purcnased Icccmctives, raiicars, fuei and insurance: ccntractec with 
Antrn,. fcr maintenance arc crews: buiit facilties: anc leased access tc tracxs .rem 
thre° fre-gnt railreads and Amtrak. in additicn, the Vrginia Cecar.n-ent cf 
Transccrtaticn has buiit parking lots anc par.xicating lccal governments have 
ccnstr.ct°d several staf.cns. Ccerating anc cacital cests cf the prciect are currently 
finance'^ icintly by custerr.er fares, six carticieatmg anc two ccntncuting iunscicticns. 
and state aic. As cf '"iscal Year 1995. feeeral funcmg is also av^tiacie fcr capital 
projects. 

tr,.,_2.3H total ccns t r j c txn , capital.and ccerar.ng costs forthe VRE prciect were 
ac-rcx^r^.at'piJ SI50 malicn thrcugh P/ 1994. Tne apcrcved cper^ing anc cacital 
buGcet fcr P/ 1996 is abcut S27.2 miilicn. To wnat extent are excenc:fjres c. sucn 
magnitude justifiec in an era cf scarce public resources? 

Th,e VRE prcject has deiiverec significant benefits, inducing removing the 
ecuivaler-t cf a rush-hcur lane cf Icw-cccupant venicles frcm the crcwdec !-6c and I-S-
ccrndcrs cf Northern Virginia (see pace 3). Customers rate the quality cf service as 
exco'le-t anc ndership is crowing despite t/zc 'cur-percent fare increases and an 
overall fare leve! that exceeds the average ccst cf parking autcmccr.es in cere 
empicym.ent locations. 

Compare^ to ether commuter raii systems in the United States and Canada. 
VRE provides exceptional service at an cperating ccst below the nationa. average on 
aper passeneer miie basis, while recovenng a create^ percentage cf these ccs.s ,rcrn 
custcmers. âs derr.cnstrated belew. using the mcst recent fece^ai anc VR^ data 
available: 



F«o. -31 Transit 
Aaministration 
Stct icn 15 Cata 

Oceraxing 
Coat Per 

Pass. Mile 

Far« ?9r 
Pass. Villa 

Recover/ 1 Avsrags Pass. Miles 
Ratio ; Tnc Venic:e 

'Fares-C: Ccst; Lar.qtri Mile 

Naucr.ai ^vg. s.: 5.14 48 22 -rues 

VP.E. ~^ *3S4 S.24 
cc ''.2 mtes 

Also a siontfieant part ef VREs initial Si 50 miilicn cost has been investe^^^ 
assets that, w.th-acprecnate maintenance, w.il ^7-'^'--^^L° t e - ^ s 
rr 'crcpr These assets inciude railcars, Icccmctives, and a self insurance trust, ine 
?ic» ' S mrny of these assets can be reaciiy licuicatec has served te minimize the 
I n S a l ' ^ k ^ V r ^ J ^ ' S e a y e r s . For exampie, as cf June 20. 199. the -nsurance fund 
ccntained $20.8 m.iilicn in lipuic assets. 

Cecnite the current success cf VRE ana its pctentiai tc excand racidb/ tc serve 

futu^e ^ ' h e ^ ^ e a shoulc be evaiuatec in ccmcanscn te c c m c e t i n c ^ a ^ ^ . v e s . 

J a n e . ; rcnmenr J w h . h s^e re . a f ^ ^ e s t i c ^ ^ 

buses, camceis, vanpeois ^ ^ ^ ^ ^p^ , . . , ,3,3 3 , ,^ ,^ t e eempared tc the 

^ ^ ' ^ ^ " ^ ^ n ^ ^ — ^ ^ ^ - ^ - ^VS to serve peak ^ 

S m ^ e r s ^ ^ ^ i ' a s ^ h e ccXts cf ccerating competing transpcrtatien medes cn these 

highways during peak pericds. 

^ I 1. -,„^iwc,<; -are<: T.e costs cf meving passengers aieng these 
The fcilcw.ng analysis c^.'^.a e . e ^ - . .g - ivate autcmccile. Costs 

ccrnccrs cn VRE to the cests ct s^P^^^^^ 1) mitial cacital 

are g r c u c ^ -n o ^ P ' ^ j ^ ^ ^ > n , s t r a t i c n , 31 the ccst ef prcviding the 
investments, 21 rpainte.^anc a ^ : ;nfcrmat:cn recarcing 
transccrto-icn itseif, and 4) air quant/ c...s.ce.......b. ^ ^ " ^ wrr<she-^= 

-r-H r-i^r-is'THs is crcvicec in the ar.acnec werf<.si.e_.-. ass'jr~ct:cns. scurces. snd c3iC-.cj..t-''=' î  ^,iv-<>---

1) Initial capital investments: 
586.5 million (VRE) v. S338 million 
(Interstate) 

costs s^; 
millicn. This includes the c.s.s c, c...5u.u;.. y ^ >^r-iities Th,e costs cf 

>-niir'"-r' varcs anc m.aintenai.ce .aciuies. . uc v.-
track and signals, ano bu. ic.g yaiua a. ^.^^ f^r in r^tpriprv " be''cw. In 

S ^ ^ ^ : : , ^ ^ a t ^ f . n s u , a n = e , r .s t Th,s investment y . i ds .nte.est w n . . . 

is used tc 'pay the premiums fcr acditicnal private insurance. 
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_ - r = •;>viT'- e'-s:at» -icnwav 'n Ncrtrer-. /.rgima. e 
To cover an ecuivaier.t cis.a..c.- fiw e.-vo.- ^̂ ^̂  _ C^PC^ 

TA • -^'i l 'C ce' ane--"iie n 'he nner Sucur-s anc .r.v— 
rescective costs are accu. 5 ^ - •••H'C. -e. a. = c » - - - ' - --=,q Tne-^e 
V.i, ian C c . n . anc Vi r . ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ X ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ' ^ ' - ' ^ ^ ' ^ 
estimates are taKen frem. ccm.v-arac.e . 
^ 3 Cvl -c Q-v Vpcir ir- '-r-vemert r'cgram,, anc mcuce the —s.s s^me 
Rsca, Year S''---5 S'X;Y'.3 ^ ccrstr.cf.cr cests n-.,gnt 
engineenng as well ^ ^ ^ ' - ' ' - ' ^ - - ^ . ' ^ ^ , , j3 ,e ac accfticrai lare,) it sn=uB aisc t e 
lower (e.g. paving existing 'ares •=-fe W . i a ttark cfthe 
noted that the figures only refle=r cests ^o c ns-̂ ^^^^ ^, 

S™L^SSth^^-^--nSfe?^S^I^^ 
r t h ^ ^ ^ : : " - ? = r ^ S ^ a y ' ^ ; ^ . _ c=ngesteo 

areas of the cemdcr would be ver/ expensive. 
c. _ f . ^ r , , f — ' p v p i rf •rve«=tm.ent in insurance 

Hignway costs also do ^ - ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ g l j ^ ^ . ^ ^ e a i t h :s caccec by 
reserves necessar/ for VRtz. because .he . ac.u.v - .^^,2...^^, -.-cucn crivately 
state statute. Thus. w T ^ e m ^ e r ^ s are ^ . ^ c ^ ^ ^ ^ 3 ^ ^ ^ 3 , , 
obtained insurance, the S' - '^^ /^ f ; " .u^ S25 QCO cap in orcer tc prcvice 
of VRE Chose to ^^^^^e s t a ^ e ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ' ^ ' b e e n prcvicec m crcer to 
explicit prctectien to VRE < ^ - f ; ^ , ^ J ^ , ^ 3 , aggregate cf up to S2C0 
indemnif/ the raiircads anc preteet .--s.c.e.s 
miilicn in dam.ages. 

Oetermming the ^ - ^ S d ^ U ^ ! ^ 
highway is prcblematie. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f ^ ^ ^ ; ^ ' ' : ^ anc available rolling stcck. 
parking, freignt tram ^ ^ ' ^ . ^ . ^ ^ . ^ c ^ , ' ^ ^ . e accut 2.700 people per hour 
Nonetheless^ under ' ^ ^ ' ^ ' ^ - ' l ; ^ ^ ^ , ^ , ^ ^ , nne with a cacacirv cf 1C5 peocie 
during rush hcurs (five trains l ^ / ^ ^ - ^ ^ ' ^ ^ l , , geuivaient speeds 
per car) A highway '^n^^^:^: ;^^; ; ;^ ;^^^^^^^ 1 rp ; ^ ' ; c ; s per car, and in fact, th.s numcer 

,s neariy exactly thatfeuno by mccunc t -;%--^-rf"3^/.;V''^:',,es we^e assumee 
Bridge curng the peak -cr^ngj^our Of^u,se ^^^^^^^^ 

to be greater (for ins^ance_ ^^-^^^ ^ ' J ccrresccrci^giy increased^ 
the assumee capacity ^ ^ ; ; ! J^^ ' t^^^-^^^.e. , .-.^.s. cr ether VRE imprc 

t ^ t t - c a p a c . / cf the VRE alternative ,n this analysis. 

Both highway and the :ail ™ ^ S:^:I^^f S hiSaJ^X 1 
ccmimuter traffic. For '^stance, both the tracks us^^^ ^ ^^^^^^ 

by passenger vehides carry ^ ^an - ^ ^ ^ ^ 3,3ce cf this 

emergency These ^^^^Z:^'''^^;::^:', ^Mhe analvsis ,s that the region -s 
analvsis. since the undenyir^^g ^^.rXi^e cor^^^^^ 
contemplat:ng an investment tc relieve ^ ^ S ; ; ; - — . ! ! : - ; , ^ . , 3 , , ,3;! cacacity is 
,n c r - - tc mcve ccm.muters mere erecv.vei/ E,x,s...., ...c....-^ 



aireacy avaiiaole fer^eicnt anc -aticnai cefense needs anc 'cr cff-ceaK transccrstcn. 

VRE tctal initial investment costs are 336.5 mulicn. ccm.carec tc hignway costs 
of 5338 miilicn Of course, wniie these r/vc investments acccmclish the same curccse 
- laying down the facilities uccn wnicn venicies can mcve - : should be rememcerec 
that they do have dissimilar cnaracterstics. VRE cacacrv s avanacie or tncs .n bcth 
airecdcns. but pemiission cf the raiircads is required to expanc the frequency of 
service. Once an agreement is reacneo, eacacrt/ couid be increased sigrrficantly at 
relatively little marginal ccst. A single iane cf hignway weuld have to be nr-ersicle o 
provide the same two-way eacacir/ enjoyed by VRE. Furthem-,ere. whi e at̂  interstate 
lane can alsc accommodate vehicles dunng off-peak hours, once it is filled to cacacrty 
dunng rush hours, the only way to accommodate mere vehicies is to construct yet 
another iane, reauinng at least another 5328 miilion cactal investment. Dunng peak 
hcurs. the tracks'used by VRE are not at maximum capacir/, and can acccmmcca.e 
an increase in of VRE patronage. 

VRE System ^ ^ ^ n l ^ t ^ n 
Insurance i rust Fund ^zc . L L 

SS6.5G2.3C5 

Interstate 68 miies @ m.iilicn/miie S3CC,:CC.:CG 
(Inner Jurisdictions) 
14 miies @ S2.7 miilion/m.ile 37,SCO.CGO 
(Stafforc Count/) 

S327,eC0,G00 

2) Maintenance and Administrat ion: S14.1 miilion annually (VRE) v. S2 9 mil l ion 
annually (Interstate - partial costing) 

Based on the leve! cf service previded in the Fiscal Year 1996 budget, the 
annual ccst of maintaining and administering VRE w,i! be ;ust ever S U ^ ' " ^ ^n^ T^is 
^oure covers payments tc the freight raiiroacs fcr use cf the tracKs. '"^P^^^^^^f^^^^ 
hos" t^ack: operation cf the fare vencmg systems, - - k e t i n g cos t , rnainte.o.nce â ^̂ ^ 
re fu rb i shme:o f the stations and parking lets, and f ^ ^ ^ general overhead^ 
Corresponding interstate highway maintenance costs are ^f"-^-^;'!^^.;;^^^^^^ 
mile cr S3.4 m.nlion fcr the equivalent distance. Overnead costs cf - ^ ^ ' ^ ' ' ^ ^ f 
VDOT and local authorities as v.eil as costs cf police prctec-,:cn 
costs of maintaining the bridges across the Potomac River a r . 

of Columbia. Conversely, the costs cf custcm.er secu.-^/ anc system ma.n.enance are 

fullv included vvithin VREs budget. 



*«'! cer AT" Sor ^oar VRE System Costs -racs exteno.ng -
from outlying stations tc 
Union Staticn 1 

Costs to lunscicticns cf maintaining ^^^^ 
stations i lots J T ^ J ^ , " 

interstate 82 miies @ S.i,0G0/m.le 33,262.000 Per Year 
VDOT expenditures: 

Overneac ^ ^ 
Legal expenses & settlements 

Cost ef Maintaining Bridges 
over Potem.ac 

Pctice expenditures: Highway Fatrcl N/D 

N/D = Net Determinee 

(VRE- V S.20 (Interstate) Per 
3) Costs of Providing Transportation: 5 - ^ j , ^ 

A pertien cf VREs missicn is to c c . a . safe â ^ i ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ " S ^ u ^ " 
faciiities dbuilt. leases, and ^^'f^^lT^^ Jf3^,\^'plssencer m.le at prc,ectec ricersnip 
tc acccmpiisn this cests accut ccst w.il decrease, 
levels. As passenger teaes crew, this per-c.sse..g-

, ;̂ ,.i-»nr' •>"r:t *he averace cost tc ...e 
^,e Feeeral H,sn..vav ^ r ^ ^ J ^ Z r ^ i ^ c ^ . : ^ -"^ ''^^ 

public tc accu.re private .^te. ;rt= acccunt the ccst C carKing 
'cerrider is 26 cents per "''-^ ' ™^,;^,:^S,;;--:Tn;tr.e' that is a n.ral parKing let or 
those cars ence they 2'™^.^'l^^^^jll .^e .vehicular nutr.fcers reflect "user fees, 
one in the urban core, Neither *e VRE northe ;e ^^^^^^ ^^^^^ ̂ . f 
or charges tothe passenger whicn =red,eee t.C ^^^^^^^^ ,^ , 
instance. VRE fares, which are usee to ^oistratien fees, wmcn are 
analysis, are no. ind.de ^-e; ^ i ^ ^ . s H^e teen deet:cted frcn- the fecera, 
traditionally dedicated to hig™ay » „ , 

estimates cf operating costs fa an au,.mec.,e. ^ 

,ndeeende,itly pe^erh^ed nd^sh. ^ ^ ^ 1 ; ^ : ^ : ^ : ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

includes the annual dect ser,ic- i -



a cacital budget item, but ineiudec 'n this secticn 'cr ccm.caraciiity to auto costs.. Th.e 
sam.e num.cer and lenc'.h cf tncs cv icw-cccucant automcciies wcuid cost 
approximately S22.4 miilion annually. Tms iS basec cn the cost of these venic.es 
dnving an average of 35 m.iies eacn way aiong the tnterstate: neither analysis 
calculates the ccst of accessing either the VRE staticn cr the hignway. 

The cost of parking has been addeo to each mode based on an estimate of the 
vaiue of the space used by these automobiles. Thus, due to higher iand values, the 
estim.ated "cost" of parking in the urban core is signrficantty higher than that of leaving 
one's automobile at an cutlying staticn. Mcst VRE commuters, and many of those who 
drive into the urban core, do net actually pay for parking, but the cpportunity ccst ofthe 
space their car uses is paid by scm.ecne. be it the locai juhsdicticns (in the case cf the 
VRE parking lots), employers, or the publie in generai. as cars parked cn the street 
take up room that could be used fcr other purposes, such as buildings, sidewalks, cr 
parks. For the purposes of this calculaticn, the num.ber of spaces used in each case 
was assumed tc be 3,8C2: the numcer cf passengers civided by the regional average 
auto occupancy rate. 

VRE Acquinng and operating rolling stcck 515.951,617 Annually 
515.951,617/(8,672 passenger tnps 
X 35 miles x 250 wcrking days) = .17 
Per Passenger Mile 
Parking (S.51/space) ' 580.110 Annually 

516,521,727 Annually 

Interstate Acouiring and cperating private autcmcbiles 
S.25/Fasserger Mile x 8,572 passenger tnps 
x 35 miles x"'250 working days = $17,302,550 Annuaily 
Parking (SS.AC/space) 5.124 727 Annuaily 

S22.42S.287 Annuaily 



<5-S QOO (VRE": v. S4.4 miilicn Intersute| 41 Air Quality Considerations. 5 .̂ a-uuu 
' Annually 

. i.=,woie rf se'rvice VRE t-ams annuaily emit *.3 tons cf 
Basec ^^- -^ r^ l l 'TcTr -c - mo oxide, ano r9 tens cf oxioes of nitrogen, 

hyarccarccns. . .3 .cn̂ s -^J^^^^^ ,,3 ,,,g,3,at£ insteao. they would aed accut 
Hewever, ^ ^ r ^ ' ^ ' ^ i ^ — ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 40.5 tons cf Nox to the region s a.r eacn year. 
22.3 tons of hC. .4, V ' T t ^ l r^e^nce between ccmmuters starting their cars anc 
These figures demens^ t̂e '^'^ ^''^^^^^^^^^^ their cars, dnving to the tram 
dnving to work and those sam.e ^-^'^^'^ t«in 
staticn, and finishing their commute on the tram. 

• • • - <'far-̂ <̂ x'c' '^rn-anar'^ert area with regards to 
Because Nonhern ' ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ; ^ ^ ^ J ^ ^ ^ " ^ . : , i L . i te emp.̂ yed to 

federal air qualit/ stanoaros. ' ^ f - e - c n w. • be required to meet ever 
reduee air pollution ^I^Z-^^^^^lf./^o-.lens to reeuee ̂ emissien can be 
strcter staneares and T . l f : " ' re '̂cn cees r.et-.eet ts -ecuireo tarcets. feeera. 
expected to nse. In the evert .hut ..e re^.-n .-uc 
transportation monies mav be withheic. 

- .o r-s- cf e'iminatirg a ten cf hydrocarbon emissions 
Currently, the average J;^^,^'' ';' ' '^adccte- or ccnsiderec by the 

through Transccatxn C=nuci M e a ^ r ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Metrcpoiitan Wasnington i ̂ ='^-f,^fl°"./^^Jcf nitrogen the other pollutant fcr which 
Theaverageccs tcfeumin^i^^ ; -^- - f - , estimiee at S55,:.0. 
the region must meet a 3,, emissions would be accrcxir-.ateSy 
Ccnseeuently, the cost of ^ -̂t-Sajirg V K ^ S emissions generated 
S276,QCG, as opccsed ;o . :;;^.^e" f T^us, VRE can be seen tc ce saving the 
if VRE neers drove on the :r.ters.c..e .n..e-.c. ,n<.p.—e-ts 
region acprcximateiy S4.1 miilicn annually m o.r .u..u/ inve-...e...s. 

. NPt Present Valuation of Cost over Twenty Years at S417 5) The Bottom Line. Net Prese.̂ ^̂ ^ ^ ^^^^ ^^^ .̂̂ ^ ^^^^^^^^^^ 

. ^^^^^P^nr^ Nc^hem Vrcmia's choice cf VRE over 
Considenng the - ^ ^ l ^ ^ ! ^ ^ ^ ^ : : ^ , ! ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ the congested 1-95 and 

the ecuivalent peaK Penc= c.C;0.^,^^ ^ , •^^ .̂,„^ ..̂ ,es 'ess excensive 
l-€5 ccrndcrs m.akes souno eccnc„..c .Z^^.^,, ,^e^ 'c be ccmcarable. Whne for initial start-up expense. i ^ r a r K ^ o ^ . . ^ ^^^^ 

on an annual basis, VRE c-s j ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
hypothetical new highway ^^^'^'^^ ̂ ^ ^ ^ J ^ Z c ^ E is a big winne: m air 
VRE is less costly than using the pnva.e au... .^ e, 
pclluticn savincs. 

-c.r̂ .̂  tbP ^ l̂.-lic ^ctn these usmc anc those 1" t̂ .e vcmity 
Ccntmuter raii 5'== P ' " ^ ^ ; * ^ , , ; , e r r.sks ef irrur/ V.^iie -ata.r. rates 

of the various n o d « c " a n ^ : - ^ ^ , , ,3 , these cn hignway system. . C6 fatalities 
for ccmim.uter rail are ui.iy s-'-' 



- 3 

cassence^ miles traveiec v. . '1 cn t-e -cnwavsi "cn-'atai r;urv -ates 
on h^cnwav svstems i re more than three times as -icn as those cn cc-mute^ -an 
systems -•9.7? miunes cer million cassenger miies raveiec versus niunes .0 
passengers fcr the same amount of travel cn commuter -aa. 

Lcokmc to the future, peaK cacacity can ce accee tc VRE at a ;=-siceraciy 
lower marcina, ccst than that at wmcn :t can be accee tc the interstate sys.e:^^ Adc.t2g 
two ares 'ef ceak pened cacacitv tc the Interstate hignway woulc c-s. eas. . - r c 
S o n (T..ce he S l l 8 miilicn recuiree 'or cne lare^. Cf course, the acouisiticn cr rigr.t-
d-wav WOUW become more excensive ano drff.cuit with eacn accitiona. ane^ This 
es^Sation in c-sts due tc acouisiticn cf ngnt-of-way is easiiy demonstratec by the l-o95 
^ ^ I n Ar^i^gSn where there is very little rccm 'or the hignway to excarc without 
causing great disruption to the surrounding communities. 

T..S disparity in the marginal costs cf increasec cacacit/ wci^d .er^-e^ven^f 
the existing raiiroad tracKS were to beccme sc ccngestec as ' l ^ ^ ^ l - t ; : ' — ^ 
an additicnal track. Wh.ie cieariy this weuld ^^^^^ f S ^ ^ ^ J l ^ ^ ^ - ^ J ' t ^ 
• - _ ^ . _ p n . ,p wcc .^e ccst cf building trac^ in this region s curenv., es..., a.— îc 

f ^ . ^ H t .re „,.,;^,3,e. cost cf mcst cf the hignway construction 

million per miie. S..U service cn VRE crextencing the extra 
mthis analysis. The m.arginal u»s.s WT ex',e..u...b 
lane en the Interstate wouid aiso vary greatly: wniie -'^'^^^..f .:^^3 
^-'.'-'e-ance ^oures fer the Interstate are based on a per miie number ...us 
^ c ' ^ ^ i ^ r t h e ^ne th of the roae inoreases. the aemimstrative cests tc VRc weuW 
S ^ K ^ H l i ^ t ^ , resulting in an cve^all decease m the ccst per mne ct service. 

nf VR= -annot ccmpieteiv reciacs the cr.vate autcmcbiie. Many peccle 
; c ; ^ a s ta t in . werK scmewne^e cthe^ than aicng t^e m a m i ^ 

c;-.ccr ; r m u ^ t r ^ e l at times ethe^ t^an cea. cenccs. having a h i g n w a v s v s t ^ . ^ . : 
is safe ano reascnably tree ef ccncestic- s essentia, .c a.. .^. .^. .c--r -
tr^vei ^e-ds Eut many commuters ca.̂ : be elective./ ser,ec by VR:.. .̂̂ e ^e.^cvai 
of these commuters from the highways eliminates the need to 
ca-^ac W t h e ^ 7 e cost cf that raii aitem.ative versus the ccst cf expancec rcac.vavs 
" : ' c e s ^ e c ^ m i c measure cf the pucl.c investment value cf the alteratives. 

In this analvsis consider ing the stream of relative costs over an assumed 

?-!?3 6 ™ii ion ' 'As : rn ,p t fon3 . s o u r c e , and calculations underlying this analyst, 

are contained in the fo l lowing worksheets. 



.n^T Comcar'scn - VRE Ancii.rrni - ^. - ^ - ' 

^vs is ccmrar^ :un-u= and cpcr..ca^ :=sts of :c ± . .csts at ^ one ot 
fmm Ma:u^ Ulic. i : ^ ^ and Fr̂ -cr.cxstn:r?. Va. :o it-. Potcnuc Riv« -.o scr.e p=a.p=r.cd 

cnmmut^. Tlic on̂ vŝ s FY 96 pn=j«-^ Ir.ci. of MIE .-.dcr^p and :cn?=r-x̂  .cirrr.-:-
hi '̂ways m ihz r»fo comdon. 

f^ inrq and Calrjlatlgna 

1) Initial Capital In.etmem: S86.5 nulUon ^VRD t. S337 million vT/S) 

Cost of tmtnng the stanotary itiplac= •:pUnn:nq. .ng;n=r.a«. layrng pavemcm. 

S66.124,SC6 
:0.:6g.0OO 

S86.f02.SC6 

building :tanons, etc.) 

I) A VRE Systen 
Insurance Trust F-ind 

Sunons it Piiiong 18.617,000 

Yaxds 
1.33 8.OOO 

Inventor/ 
Cash Available ^'^'-^"^ 
Debt Sernce Reserves 13.96:.SC6 
Jur'l Stances It Paridng . •^•^^-^•'^ 

66,13*.SC6 

Sute liabUity :s legally linnted: ihus highway systems are not reeuired to bc -insured as are a:l wstenis. 

l^B Intersute 68 miles S S* * milUoatnik = ^T-''^"^ 
14 miles (S S;-7 TnUion-'miie = >.<.-uu.uv.J 

S337.000.000 

Cost m Stafford Cotmty (1* miles) based on average f.gtire for outer -tmsdicticns. VIDOT Office of 

Tranccnauon P'anning ^ .^^^^ ^.^^^^^ 
Cost m other tur.sd.cuons (68 on baŝ d - * Tonspcnaacn Board H' 94-95 

intersute consu^.cuon P-^---'^ ^ 1 ^^de nehts.f wav, rTouid mcst li'^W- be higher Six Year Improvemeni Program. Uosts 00 not lu . 
due io extreL difftc-.ilues m a^uinng Rights of '̂ay m cenain por^ot. ot the comdors. 



Theortticai Maxunum People Transpoaed One Way Per Hour: 3,710 iVRE'; v. ;,;S0 iLSi 

VRE 5 trains ffl' cars -3 '06 peopie :."tO Pecpie 
Basec on avenge mimoer of scats '.a cars, .-annin? reguiar r̂ imoer ^f ;ars '.a each 
txain travelling ;n JQC oirecucn .cunng '.nc srace zt an -cur. 

Interstate Densitv per iane of fO mph highway 2.2S0 People 
at high trarftc volume 

Capacitv = 2000 vehiciei-hour 
Avg. Ocrjpancy l - U 

2230 petjple 

— Capaciry figure based on fO mph muitilane highway, level of service E, from 
May 1992 Addendum to the 1985 Highway Cipacir/ Manual 

— Traffic cotmts cctiducted by V.A. Dept. of Transpcnancn. Spnng. 1993. 

2) Ground Infrastruatire. Facilities, and Administration: S14.1 milUon VRE"; v. S3.4 million iVS) aiuiually 

Cost ot repairing and maintaimng facilities (pavement, tracic. suncns.; and overall 

admimstrauve costs. 

A VRE Sysiem S13.990.473 Per Year 
Costs to jur.sdicuons of maintaining sutions i t lots S139.623 

J14.130.101 

FY96 

Openting Budget 7.330.131 
CIP 4,085.':oo 
TV'M Lease 262.COG 
5 % C.\pnai Reser.'e 479.533 
Payment to Capital 321.6C0 
Debt Ser.-ice '.Oi2.!C9 

13.990.473 

Cost to jurisdictions based on 20-year anmialiiation of fif'.een percent of onginal capital costs. 
CIP projec',s designed to increase capacity rather than m.-iataia the s:r.'ice levels reflected are not included. 

2) B Interstate 82 miles $41 .C'OO S3.36;.;CO Per Year 
VDOT expendimres: C-encral .\dmimnstnticn N/D 

Legal expenses & settlements N/D 
Police etpendirjres: Highway Patrol N/D 

NOV .A VDOT IS annually allotted 541,000 per lane mile of Inie.-sute fcr ma-ntenanc:, 
capital imcrcvements. and local administntion. 

Apnl 1995 



2) Cost of Providing Transportation ^Per Passenger Vlllc. S.22 .MIE'- S JO ilS, 

^ , . 1 . .inns. -m.dcr either m raii cars or autcmcbiles. and maintaimng vemcles. Cost ot movmg people aiong —rr.ai-i. ~uii~ 

A VRE Cost of ico;ainng and opcnnag roUing stocit 

FY 96 
11.073.315 

Operanng Budget 2«0..DG0 

^ 320.000 
Locomoove Lease ^ ..^g . 

Debt Service 12,951.617' 

S16.531.": 

, , Rolling Stoct 15.951.617 
Annai cast «^»n ' i Q P" Year 
P„fang Costs ($.6Lday,'car^ SSSO^P- Year 

Anmial Total 

Avemge Daily Ridership iProiec'.edV. 
Average Tnp L:ngth 
Wotfcng Davs m Year: 
Avenge Rolling Stock Cost per Passenger Mile: 

4,336 

250 
0.22 

Travelling 17.303.65C 

Total S22.433.3S7 

Cost of acnuiring and cpcnnng automobile 0.26 Per Muc 
3 30" 

Avenge Number of Cars: ' 
Avenge Tnp Length 
Working Days in Year: ^ 
Avenge .\nnual Total Costs; S17,;OJ.6,Q 

Cos. ,= 0.™= or openoo, v.^cle on C . ^ u c . . 5 ' . (^^^ .Ft^-^ 'VP'- ' - -^"* 

Docs not inciude taxes or regisunucn .ces ^rw^a-d- as ja-s. 

„ ^ ^ . (S5.40/daN car) 55.134,737 Per Year 
Particg Costs 

•s 804 v-m:l:s net tavelUnn to core daily 
4336 Passengers = --"^ 
1.14 (avg. vehicle ccrjparicv^ 

r .k,!.. «irV-^"- "-^ in the analvsis zones o. —- • ^ avenge of mcnthlv parK.-t -res m u- ^̂^̂^̂  

to 
deieimine daily rate. Rates m ±e area ot partic 

KingS:.eefS4C0 UEniamPla^: S'̂ CO 1995 
- 60 LmonSucor. I. 



4) Emissions Faaors: S276.00O iVRE", v. S4.4 million iL'Si 

4)A VRE HCVCC Costs: S172.C85 

NOx Costs: S1C4 :-3 

Aimuai Costs: S2-6.25-' 

HCVOC. CosuTon S98.334 NCx: COSUTOQ S55.512 

TODS, vear 1.''5 Tons; vear 1.375 
S172.085 5104.173 

8 trains x 38 tmies • 12 trains x 58 miles = 1000 miles 

Emmissions ! Worxang Kilograms Tons 

Pollutant 
, 1 

Factor ig'tm) 
Mileace Davs Per Year Per Year 

HC 30.81 1000 250 7700 1.73 

CO n\ IOOO 250 5*00 1.23 

NOx 331 IOOO 250 8250 1.875 

4>B Interstate 

HC.VOC. 

HC. '̂OC Costs: 
NOx Costs: 
Annual Costs: 

CosuTon 
Tons, year 

52.192.348 
52.255.067 
54.447.915 

598.334 NOx: 

52. ".92.348 

Iniersute emissions calculauons detailed on attached page. 

Cost/Ten 
Tons/vear 

535.612 
40.55 

52.255.067 

Estimate is of emissions from cars pro.ec-.ed to be removed fron highways due :o VRE. 
Increased capacity wouid also increase demand, and therefore emissions, as commuters 
switched from buses, etc. to lo\*-ocrjpant vemcles. 

Emissions duc to tnps to suuons have been subtncied from Intersute emissions. 

(Figures take imo account cold starts. VN^T, and hot soaks, and account for emissions 

generated by tnps to sutions.) 

The cost of emissions mit;«uon projects is based on Meuopcliun Washington Tr.msporution Plamung 
Board sulf esumates of the costs and benef̂ .ts of Transporaucn Control Measures that b^^^ 
incluued in thc metropolian Washington Pi' 9 5 ^ Transponauon Improvement Program tTTP) 
or that are being considered for inclusion in the Ft' 96-01 TIP. 

5) The Bottom Line 

3) A VTIE 

5)B Intersute 

Commuter ndl dau from FY 1992 Secuon 15 dau. published by Fedenl Transit 

Adimmscauon. Office of Technical Assistance and Safety 

Safety dau published in Table H-l of -Hignway Suusucs". 1992. published by 

the Fedenl Highway Admimstrauon. U.S. DOT. 
Apni 24. 1995 
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LORAIN 
COUNTY 

Board of 
Commissioners 

.Mary Jo Vasi 
E. C. (Betty) Blair 
.Michael .4. Ross 

Januarv 29. 1998 

OfHce ofthe Stcretarv 
Case Contro! Unit 
Fmance .Oocket No 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street .\ W 
Washinuton. rJC 20423-0001 

'A t « . t I f H 'im 

DOCUMENT 

Att: Flaine K. Kaiser: 

1 am concerned with !he impacts that the proposed acquisition of Conrail b\ CSX ard Norfolk Southem 
Corp will have on Lorain Count) The issue is a very challenging and complex de ision. made difficult b> 
the many issues involved. 

As d representative of the residents of Lorain County I have attempted to be objective in reviewing the 
various tormulas. calculatinii such ihings as "avenue delav time", number of vehicles, crossings, 
anticipated inctease in aceidents at grade crossings, etc. However. ! believe the conclusions are less than 
realistic when lo(>kcd a! logical!) anJ are not m societies best interest, therefore I oppose the proposed 
acquisition. 

Mary Jo \ a;>i 

Lorain County Commissioner 

M J \ SJS 

cc; Coneressnian Paul E Gillmor 

.Attention: Elaine K K.iiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Environmental Filihii 

.Administralion Building. 226 twiddle Ave. Etyrla. OH 44035-5641 • Phonei (216) 329-5000 or 244-6261 • Fax: (216/323-3357 
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Pennsv Ivdnid Department ot Environmental Protection 

Rachel Carson State Office Buiiding 
P.O. Box 2063 

Harrisbi.'rg, PA 17105-2063 
Febiuary 2, 1998 

. .̂ NTAL 
DrjCUMENT 

M s Elaine K Kaiser, Chief 
Sect ion of Environmental Analysis 
Surfact; Transportation Boarcl 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms Kaiser, 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) for the proposed Conraii Acquisition. Please see our conments 
be low 

General Comments 

As stated in the DEIS document, the major adverse environmental impacts 
occurring from the operational changes pursuant tc the acquisition, such as the 
resulting increases or decreases n tram traffic on line segments, appear to be minimal. 
T h e Departm.ent views more «?tgnificant impacts may result from site specific 
abandonmients, modifications and new construction. The amount of specific detail 
concerning such developments ?s related to Pennsylvania operations is not included in 
the DEIS An adequate level ni detail for new modifications, and construction is 
necessary in order to unrtQrstand the full impacts of the acquisition. 

Conrairs facilities have been in operation for many years, during which waste 
material handling practices likely would not be deemed acceptable by today's 
standard? Indeed, past Department investigations have found contamination, and we 
expect more investigations will be carr.od out in the future Hence any future 
construction projects at existing Conrail facilities where fueling, maintenance or related 
operations have occurred should incorporate investigations for contamination. 

Specif ic Comment 

Section 3-15 3 outlines mitigation strategies which are consistent with DEP's 
regulatory process We encourage the continued focus on implementing mitigation 
strategie; which incorporate the use of best available technologies in order to remain 
consistent with the Department's strategies We will look forward to reviewing the 
anatysis methods and mitigation strategies in the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) upon completion. 



Ms Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief . 2 February 2, 1998 

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact Joe Sieber 
of the Policy Office at (717) 783-8727. 

Sincerely 

^^x_^ 
Barbara A. Sexton 
Director, Policy Office 



I STB FD-33388 2-4-98 K ID-CITIES 



Township of Woodbridge JAME.S E. MC(;REFAT:\, .M.4\()K 

I >< |i,iri(ir( iil nl .-\<imuiis(radon anfl Finance 
< )tfi< r of the- Husiiifss .\'liiiiiiis(r;i(or 
latd'". ,\f lhiv\ 

One Main Street 
V\'o<-)dbridge, .\>u Jersey 07095 
(908) 634-4500 
Fax: (908) &)2-eifJiaD 

: •/ 
Environn • •.• . 

Pro]ect Director 

Surface Tr..;.-
CiX Cciporr;-

ation Boari ^in-r-R Docket NO. 33388 
-md CSX Tre; 

: • ' . ' - and Nc; 
• -on, Inc., Norfolk 

• • ' > • • . -.rvy 
• ' . : ' • ' • '• .rpo: at -on 
In'̂ .pact Stci' er.en* 

..- ;• l i e A... . . '-t ̂  _ 

' . Ka i ser: 

Kind." y accept t.he t o i iov;inq i esponse.> to the D r a f E n v i r- r.- • -.• 
' ' • : • Sc at emen- ' • '.' • - :• • ; . : •; 

• *• .- :. -er: rr.arter. Vv'oodbr idge de. • : - .-r -
' l e i : • --'rger as i t impacts :.: .. • :-.;-v:. 

'•• - -dge w.-.. \ "..u safety, noises and a.r qua^^ty. 
•; edge's concerns with respect tc these categories are as 

'81 there have i'>:'en nine (9) dĉ  ,;• • • 
' • •-•• : • '.' -'-'.'. -.rs re-. . 

' " • . '.'.• '.•: sey, ao .-.t;-. . 
- •.-.••ponse p e r s o n n e l . Add i t i c : . 

: • . n I ar iK 

becoiTLe a "Mai e" as v.'-r.. -

^Xbodlmlgd*tarf̂  



Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
January 30, 1998 
Paae Two 

Key Route". This w i l l increase the nuriber of hazardous 
material carloads between Trenton and • • • .Reading from 
7,000 to 20,000 annually. Needless tc cay, t h i s i s a 
s i g n i f i c a n t increase i : i hazardous carload t r a f f i c which w i l l 
f u r ther exacerbate the problems • • .dbridge has been 
experiencing wi t h respect to th... . ^ .serious safety issue. 

2] Nai-^. This i s the leading type of complaint that 
Woodbridge has received from area residents who l i v e near or 
along the tracks, p a r t i c u l a r l y m the Port Reading and 
Sewaren sections. Woodbi.ige has found noise readings as 
high as eighty-nine '89) decibels at r e s i d e n t i a l property 
l i n e s . Woodbridge's l o c a l noise code p r o h i b i t s noise levels 
above f i f t y - f i v e (55) decibels at night and s i x t y - f i v e (65) 
decibels during the day. We do recognize that due to 
federal preemption m t h i s area, however, surface c a r r i e r s 
need not comply w i t h State and l o c a l noise codes and are 
only regulated by the more l i b e r a l decibel allowances and 
related conditions of the Federal Railroad Administration 
(F.R.A.). Unfortunately, w i t h t r a i n noise allowances of 
over ninety (90) decibels and a minimum noise measurement 
distance of one hundred (100) f e e t , the F.R.A. regulations 
c l e a r l y do not address the l e g i t i m a t e public health concerns 
and special circumstances of Woodbridge residents who l i v e 
as close as f i f t y (50) feet to the t r a m tracks. 

A d d i t i o n a l l y , the Port Reading section of Woodbridge has not 
been mentioned at a l l m the DEIS analysis regarding noise 
impacts of the planned merger (N.J-26' . Woodbridge hereby 
requests that the Port Reading sec- . : oe analyzed p r i o r to 
thie f i n a l environm.ental im.pact state:- • • ̂--mg prepared. 
We are confident that i f t h i s section ..oodbridge i s 
properly analyzed, the Surface Transportation Board's 
Section of Environmental Analysis w i l l discover that the 
noise levels are s i g n i f i c a n ' ana need to be addressed. 

i Aj-r Quality. A s i g n i f i c a n t complaint that Woodbridge 
receives fromi residents i s the excessive i d l i n g of t r a m 
engines d i r e c t l y behind t h e i r residences. The t r a m engine 
emissions while i d i m r : an added cause of complaint and 

.g the spring and summier seasons. 
':he Middlesex County Ai r P o l l u t i o n 

iee (3 1 inciden-.• i ;iing 1997 w i t h 
respect to a i r q u a l i t y associated w i t h : .. .: t r a i n engines. 

concern, part ic;uldr ly 
I t hias been necess 
d i v i s i o n tc respon.; 



Ms. Eiaine K. Kaiser-
January 30, 1998 
Page Three 

Woodbridge recognizes that many of the issues raised above m.ay 
te c h n i c a l l y not have to be addressed during your review of t h i s 
merger due to extensive federal preemption i n t h i s area of 
regul a t i o n . I assure you, however, that Woodbridge's concerns 
w i t h respect to these issues are very legitimate and a source of 
s i g n i f i c a n t public outcry from our c i t i z e n s . Most importantly, 
Woodbridge has, i n the past, had very strained r e l a t i o n s w i t h 
e x i s t i n g Conrail management with respect to these issues. I t i s 
our hope that your depar»-ment' s review of the merger w i l l take 
i n t o account some of Vvoodbridge' s concerns and adequately address 
them. At the very l e a s t , we hope that w i t h your department's 
input, Woodbridge may be able to open li-ies of communication w i t h 
the new Conrail management i n order to explore r e s o l u t i o n of 
these issues. 

Sincerely, 

James M. Da-vy 
Business A d n i i n i s t r a t o r 

JMD/gmm 

cc: Mayor James E. McGreevey 
P h i l i p B u j a l s k i - Chief Health Inspector 
Brian M. Hak, Esq. 
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^cranb ittdrnpalitan iHissinnaru &pttst (CImrrI 1 

2424 East 79th Street • Cleveland ( M o 44104 
Phone (216)431-1939 • Fax (216)431-1966 

Minister 

DuCUfi/iENT 

Janiuiry ?.'.. 199R 

Dear Member, 

Please join with Mjijor Michael V.'liitc, Congressman, I,ouis Slol'.cs, 20 cleigy frorn WE-CAN 
(A\''cstsidc/l:usLsidc CoMgicgatioit̂  Acting logelher Now), L^nite.l Piistois. in Mission aiid Bioad-fuilh 
Orgaruzinp lor Lorain's Deveiopnient, Anaocti Bapli.st Church, md Mt oi.iru l̂ sptLst Church to stop tiie 
niercr.r between Conrail by CSX and Norlolk Southern raihculj^ t) increase (he transport of hazardous 
caroo tiirougli poor conimunilies. 

The coninmmLic.'. most effeded would be poor and UUck. like Kinsinan and l iurf^ in Cleveland 
c:olliwood iuid the Detroit Shoreway would aiso be aitected. 'lhis merger has also drawn opposition from 
Congressmen Dennis J. Kucuiich, Sheiiod Biown, Steven C. La rouielle. Sen. Mike DeWuie md Gov, 
Oeorge Voinovich. 

Ifyou oppose tJiis merger as well, please sign your name below today, in Uiat, Uiis letter tnust bc 
post-marked no later than l-ebruar>' 2,1998. 

PR.1 N'l" NAME SIGNAIURH DATE 

0 / t . 

. - I f , b i t ' , 

•X 7 

//?//f<P" 

3 • 



SECOND METROPOLITAN BAPTIST CHURCH 
Pet i t ion to stop meraer between Conraii bv CSX and Norfolk Southern Raiiroads 

Paae / 

PRINT NAME SIGNATURE DATE 

•1 . 

/ ^ 'I 



SECOND METROPOLITAN BAPTIST CHURCH 
Petition to stop merqer between Conraii by CSX and Norfolk Southern Raiiroads 

Pa?e 

PRINT NAME SIGNATURE 

nj. 

/ 

DATE 

7-1- 'yr 

7 / 

/ 

•,) 

'A 

0.11/ 

• y 



SECOND METROPOLITAN BAPTIST CHURCH 
Pe t i t ion to stop meraer between Conrail by CSX and Norfolk Southern Railroads 

Paae ~^ 

PRINT NAME 

. , //'./'• > 
SIGNATURE 

f I 

DATE 

V/Ar 

i 
/ ' -1 • 

1 

,-1 



/^i Mju afc/ 
I 

c ^ r 

^ 7 > 

1-1^ 

I I • ! / 

^1 
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Broadway Area 5620 Broadway Avenue 

Cleveland, Ohio 44127 

429-1182 

FAX: 429-2632 

Surface Transpo tation Board 
1925 K Street. \ U 
Washington, DC 2042.3-0001 

ENVi ..^HAL 
DOCUMENT 

Januarv .30, 1998 

Dear Surface Transportation Boarcl Members. 
I am writing in opposition to the proposed acquisition ofthe Conrail Railroad by 

Norfolk and Southern and CS.X The Broadway community ofCleveland has Conrail lines 
going through it. and ifthe sale goes forward with the current routes and proposed 
increase in train traffic, our community would be severely impacted i.i a negative way 

In addition to the issues that have been outiined by the Chy ofCleveland, there is 
an additional problem that would be c.eated and an environmental impact to a 'icenic 
resource in our community One ofthe current Conrail lines (which is proposed to become 
Norfolk Southern property) that run^ north-south through the east side ofCleveland. lies 
only 20 feet north ofthe tallest waterfall in Cuyahoga County The historic Mill Creek 
Falls . 45 feet high, is currently being negatively impacted by the train traffic The land 
next to the tracks has been eroding and falling mto the waterfall 1 have enclosed photos of 
the situation and a map of the trail and Talis plans 

We have been working with the Cleveland Metroparks on a plan to preserve the 
falls and develop them with a scenic overlook If the sale goes forward and the train traffic 
increases, the'erosion will worsen and the danger ofthe trains would make the falls 
development impossible This would be a terrible blow to our communitv We ask you to 
either oppose the sale or make Norfolk and Southern mo\ e the tracks away from the falls 
Ifyou would like additional information, please contact meat (216) 429-1182 Thank you 
very much. 

Sincerely. 

Bobbi Reichtell 
Project Manauer 



MILL C R E E K TRAIL 
CONCEPT PLAN 

fo carji 'CM fiin 
S firnxH 0"(rUn<l I" iflcr -kcM tis 
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'numia.s \ 1 srr t l l 

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

Dear Ms. Kaiser. 
January 30, 1998 

I am wnting on behalf of Ohio Canai Comdor. a grassroots non-profit 
organi/ation whose mission is to desclop the Ohio & Ene Canal National Heritage 
Comdor from Ĉ lev eland to Zoar. Ohio. The pnme area of our concern lies m Cuvahoga 
County, as such. I will limit my comments to this are-

As It concems the proposed merger. Ohio Canal Corridor is womed that 
inceased train traffic would eliminate a beneficial communitv projan in the 
BroadwayAV'arnerAfurney area. There, the rail track is aligned alongside the 45 foot Mill 
Creek Waterfall. A community plan illustrates an opponunitv to rediscover the waterfall 
by providing access with a trail to a nearby metropolitan'park. Garfield Park. The 
community plan depicts direct access along the train corridor to a .series of decks and 
platforms from vvhich the public could view the falls. 

This same plan shows a commuter tram stop near the Broadway/Tumey 
intersection. Since the falls is expeded to be ^ prime destination attraaion in our evolving 
national heritage corridor, the rail link would allow easv and praclical access to it and the 
park system. 

The Mill Creek Waterfall represtTits the center of earlv settlement in Cleveland 
Before the construction of the canal, more people lived here than in the citv of Cleveland. 

A second concem involves opportunities gaired through a merger and ctTiters on 
the extension ofthe Cuyahoga Vallev Scenic Railroad from its current northern end point 
at Rockside Rd. to TOWCT City in Cleveland's Flats. A merger deal that results in surplus 
trackage from Rockside Rd. through LTV to Tower City would enable the Scenic 
Ra'Iroad to complete a downtown Cleveland conneaion. This connection is vital to the 
growth of the Scenic Railroad and to the fulfillment of its mission as the onlv scenic 
railroad in America to link to the urban center of a major cty. 

An\ mcTger of this proponion is laced w ith pains of change. It is mv hope that 
any agreemcTits reached will look to further community protects that add to the quality of 
life, while mitigating to highest degree possible the issues of noise and air quahtv. 

Sincerdy. 

Tl m.-Donov afi-— -̂̂  
Dipfector 

sr.xKF 
r i i n IX ' ivna i i 

[' 11 v. 
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ENVi '̂v5^}lV^ENTAl 
DOCUMENT January 23,1998 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser, 

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

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

Sincerely yours, 

Sheila Myracle 
1288 Hollyview Dr. 
Vermilion, OH 

44089 
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^̂ îtatf of ^'rtn ]?Jrrscn 
-~t)ii>' liidd Whitman 

•t n i i r 

Department ot I nvironmental Prdti'ction , \ ^^^'AllCt.^ 

Em.. 
DOCUMENT 

Division of Parks and 1 orcstrv 
Historic Preservation (Jtllce 

F>0 [iox 404 
Irc-nton. N .1, 0862.--0404 

I I . I . : (60*^)292-20:1 
I .A.X (609)984-0578 

C inn, Jr. 
immi--.iiincr 

.lanuarv 29. 1998 
lll'()-,\98-l.'i7 

Ms. 1-lainc K. Kaiser. Chiet 
f.nv ironmental . vnalvsis Section 
Surtace Iransportaiion Board 
1925 K Strcci. N.W . 
W a.shingUm. D.C. 2042:^-0001 

RK: Finance Docket No. .̂ .\̂ SS 
Draft Knvironmental Impact StHtcmcnt 
CSX and Norfolk Sctuthtrn 
Control and .Acquisition (>f( onrail 
National Historic I'rescn ation Act (Onsultation 

Dear Ms. Kaiser; 

.As l)cpul> Stale Historic I'rcser-alii>n Ofticer tor New .Ierse\. in accordance v\ith .>6 
Cl'R Pan XOO: Protection of Historic properties, as published in the l ederai Reeister on 
September 1. 19X0 (.̂ 1 f '< .>] 115-.̂ ! 125). I am pro\ iding consultation comments for the above 
referenced Dratt 1 n\ ironmental Impact Statement. 

SI M M . \ K \ : I he initia! 1 u , \ . . 1 - n 1̂  , . , . 1 , \ ) -.1, . . . I . . , , 1 f p . ' i . . , , ) 

part ot the picposed acquisition of CDniail ui l l not ha\e an etfect on historic properties. 
I'roposed projeets at 1 !i/.ibeih l i nion Count)) and llemington .lunction (Hunterdon County) 
ma> h.i\e an ettect upon historic resources listed in or eligible tl̂ r listing in the National Regisler 
o f Historic Places (NRHP). .XdJî 'onal iniormatitm regarding the scope oflhesc lui> proposed 
pn>iecls is needed betore an as'.̂ >ment ot efiecl can be complelel. .Xbandonment of righl of 
\sa> and niodilie.ilion or replaecMenl of railri>ad structures, ûeh as bridges, tunnels, stations, 
signal and inleriocking lowers, a c the t>pes of acti\ities thai ha\e. in the p.isi. elteeted historic 
railroad properties in New .lersc .md ha\e been the subject of Section loo consultation. 

Ihese comments arc in rcponse lo \our initial leller oi'Oeiober 23. 1997 xo Mr. Robert 
Shinn. Commissioner. Depanmeni ol l,n\nonmental Protection, and the Draft l-n\irtinmeiilal 



Ms. I'laine K. Kaiser 
\\P()-.V)H-]?7 
.laniiar\ 29. IW8 
Page .2'of .s 

Impact Statement (Dl IS), finance Docket No. ^vlXX. Proposed Conrail .Acquisition dated 
December 12. 1997. 

Based upon the information in \our letter and the Dl iS. I concur that, with the possible 
exception of projects at |-li/aheth (( nion Counls ) and llemmgton .(unction (Hunterdon Count\). 
the propo.sed Conrail acquisition wiil nol have an eftect on historic properties. My concurrence 
with this assessment of no effect is based upon the DIJS conclusion that no abandonment of 
railroad right ot way is propo-.-d for wilhin New .lersey and that con.struction activities 
associaled with changes to existmg Conrail New .lerse\ operations are currentK limited to 
cemstruction ot track connections in Ridgetleld and l.ittle I err\ (Bergen C ounl\). 

The Historic Prcs/rAaiion Oftice is pleased to know that the l-nvironmental .Analysis 
Section has requested additu.,ial inftirmalion regarding the proposed projects al 1 li/.abelh and 
1 leminglon .lunction and looks torward to participating in further consultation in accordance 
with Section 106 requirements. .Although the shops ofthe lormer Central Railroad ot New 
.lersey (CRRN.I) in I li/abeth (l nion County) ha\e heen demolished, the right of wa\. vard 
trackage, and shop site are part ofthe NRHP eligible C RRN I Main I.ine Historic District. 

Although the proposed Conraii acquisilion. with (he two potential exceptions noted 
ahove. will not eflect hi.storic resources, the historic significance and NRHP eligibility of 
numerous re.sources being acquired from Conrail should be acknowledged. 0\er the past few 
years thc 11,storie Preservation Oftice has participated m Section 106 consultation lhat has 
identified railroad nghts of wa\ eligible tor li.sting m the National Regi.ster of Hi.storic Places as 
linear historic districts. .Altlunigh nol all NRHP eligible or polenlially eligible railroad nghts of 
wa> have been identincd, a number oflhe righ's i>t wa> evaluated by the SIlPO as eligible for 
the NRHP arc among the assels to be transferred friMii Conrail to Norti>lk Soulhern and C S: 
The former Cenlral Railroad ot New .Ierse> righl of w.i\ from Idi/abclh (I'nion CcunU ) to 
Phillipsburg vUarren Count\ ) eited above received a Determination of i;iigibilit> ( I \ ) l ) from 
the Kevpci ol lhe Nki IP un Nuscmbet M';. 1995. C.>nsequcn(! v. future acliv ilies re.̂ ulting in 
substantial alteration or abandonment, either partial or eomplcte. of these rights of wav would 
have an ett .ct on historic properties. 

.Additionallv. as part of sur\ev and planning aclivitv. Section 106 consultation, and the 
processing of National Kegister of Historic Places nominations, numerous ra-lroad and related 
related resources have received SHPO opinions of NRHP eligibility or have been listed in the 
National Register of Histonc Places, l hese historic resourees include bndges (overhead and 
undergrade), stations (pas.senger and freight), and other structures associated with railroad 
operations (signal and interlocking towers, tunnels, and civil engineering features such as cuts 
and nils). .Although many of these historic resources are t>vvned bv New .lersev I ransit or other 
public agencies. NRHP eligible bridges and other stmctures are among the assets being acquired 



Ms. Idaine K. Kai.ser 
IIPO-.A9X-137 
.lanuary 29. 199S 
Page 3 of 3 

from Conrail. Here also, future activities, such as the suhstantial alteration or demolition oflhesc 
bridges, structures or building.s. would have an eflect on historic properties. 

Ihe Iiistoric Preservation Oftice nopes that, after recognizing the historic significance 
and NRHP eligibilitv of particular railroad resources, continued use and operation vvill ensure 
appropriate preservalion. 

Ihe Historic Prescrva'ion OtTice appreciates having an opportunity to offer the.se 
comments on the Draft I nvironmental Impact Staiement as part ofthe Section 106 consultation 
process. It you have any questions regarding these comments or the idcntiticalion and 
evaluation of railroad related historic resources, plea.sc contact IlPO slatT Charles Scott at (609) 
633-2396. 

Sincerelv. 

Dorothv P (iu/zo 
Deputv Stale Historic 
Preservalion Oilicer 

IXi CS 
l og -'98-394 - .A98-I37 
C: NJDl-P. Ollice of Proeram Coordination 
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Cha i rman 
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C o u n t y of Fairfax 
Hon Sti^ron bu-oi/a 

Hon James C Chesley 
H^.-- a e . r n l r j f r.r.',..r,lly 

^ Northern Virginia 
Planning District Commission 

'•-'inandale, Virginia 22003 -293 ' ( 7 0 J , . 6 4 i - 0 7 0 0 FAX (7.03, 642-5077 T D Q O I O i j ^ 4 i f » C ^ 1 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

M.E.M.CR.A.N.D.U'M 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Director 
Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environmenta! Analysis 
1925 K Street, N.W. Fiftii Flex,.' 
Washington, D.C. 20423-()()()l 

James Van Zee 
Senior Planner 

Februarv 2, :'99S 
DOCUMENT 

County of Pnnce Wi>ii?.n. 
M.jn Hli.:I. 

Jm • 
r-f.: fl-

SUBJECT: INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW AND COMMENT 

Project Title: CSX and Norfolk Southern 
Finance Docket No. 33388 

C I t y o t M a n a s s a s Park 

. • ' L'Limff'Os 

Description: Control and Acquisition 
/ 

• The NVPDC staff has no major concems with this project. 
We find it generally in accord with regional programs, plans, 
and policies. 

• The NVPDC staff has no major concerns with this project; 
>vcr, see comment(s) below. 

Signature . ^ , 
jarnes Van Zee 
Senior Planner 
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January 29, 1998 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmental Project Directrjr 
Seclion of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
i925 K Street, NW 
Washington DC 20423-0001 

DOCUMENT 

Jaii^ r ^l.^lllda 

Stvrcian. 

RE: Maryland Office of Planning Identification Number: MD971222-1116 
Project: Drafl EIS - CSX Railroad 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank you for lhe opportunity to review the above referenced project. The document was 
circulated throughout the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) for review, and 
the following comments are offered for your consideration. 

1. Construciion. renovation an 1/or demolition of buildings and roadways must be 
performed in conformance with Stale regulations pertaining to "Particulate Matter 
from Male-ials Handling and Construction" (COMAR 26.11.06.03D), requiring that 
during any construction and/or demolition work, reasonable precaution must be taken 
to prevent particulate matter, such as fugitive dust, from becoming airborne. 

2. If boilers or other equipment capable of producing emissions are installed as a result 
of tills project, the applicant is requested to obtain a permit to construct from MDE's 
Air and Radiation Management Administration for this equipment, unless the 
applicant determines that a permit for this equipmenl is not required under Stale 
regulations pertaining to "Permits. Approvals, and Registration" (COMAR 
26.11.02.). A review for toxic air pollutants should be performed. Please contact 
Dr. Justin Hsu, Ph.D., P.E., New Source Permits Division, Air and Radiation 
Managemeni Administration at (410) 631-3230 to leam about the State's requiremenls 
and the permitiing processes for such devices. 

3. Fossil fuel fired power plants emit large quantities of sulfur oxide and nitrogen 
oxides, which cause acid rain. In addition, nitrogen oxide emissions contnbute to the 
problem of global warming and also combine with volatile organic compounds to 
form smog. The MDE suppons energy :onservation, which reduces the demand for 
electricity and iherefore, reduces overall emissions of harmful air pollutants. For 
these reasons, MDE recommends that the builders use energy efficient lighting, 

I M X »t-iv i-NiMi--,i«.::,«H 

» i a M a i > l i d i ) ) l Ki-ja\ S i n m 
'Together he Can Clean Lp' 



Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
January 29, 1998 
Page Two 

computers, insulation and any other energy efficient equipment. Contact the U.S. 
EPA at (202) 233-9120 to leam more about the voluntary Green Lights Program 
which encourages businesses to install energy-efficient lighting systems. 

4. The applicant should be advised that no cutback asphall should be used during the 
months of June, July and August. 

5. Lighting for security and parking needs lo be shielded from nearby residences. 

6. The EIS needs to include an air quality analysis for Harford County. Harford Cour.ty 
has been designaled by the U.S. EPA as a severe nonattainment area for ozone. 

7. The EIS she . 'd cover impacts of the proposed merger on planning transit-oriented 
development-increasing night time freight operaiions could make living near the rail 
stations less aitractive from a noise standpoint. 

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

Sincerely, 

Steven Bieber 
Clearinghouse Coordinator 

cc: Jane T. Nishida, Secretary, Maryland Department of the Environment 
La Veme Gray, Maryland Office of Planning 
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ENVIRON 
DOCU 

JOHN D. F.^RSCHMAN, P.E.. P.S. 
COUHTVi 

ERIE COUNTY 
DEPARTMENT OF ENGINEERING 

2700 C.-)LUMBUS AVENUE 

SANL'USKY, OHIO 44870 

PHONE. (419) 627-7710 
FAX. (419)625-9622 

ROBERT G. CREECH, P.E., P.S. 
DEPUTY COOMTY ENGKEER 

Februarv 2, 1998 

Elame K. Kaiser. 
Environmental Project Director 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Office ofthe Secretary 
Ca.se Control Unit 
Finance Docket No 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 E. Street. NW 
Wa.shington, D. C. 20423-0001 

Re: Propo.sed acquisition of Conrail by Norfolk Southern Railroad and CSX Railroad 

Dear Ms. Kai.ser: 

Attached is a survey the Erie County Engineer of Ohio has completed relative to the proposed 
Conrail acquisition. 

It is considered imperative those conditions are met as delineated in the tabular form attached and 
as further addressed following, in order such an acquisition be recommended, due to the 
substantial mc rea.se in railway traffic of between 2 and 8 times cun-en. daily volume. 

Plea>e note thai there is an existihg underpass on Miller Road which wa>i not addres.sed. It lies 
about midway between the Cities of Sandasky and Bellevue. Ohio and will provide the only 
means of emergency access between the east and west side of the N & W Railroad. Without it 
emergency equipment will not be able to access either side during any time the crossing may be 
closed due to this increa.sed rail traffic. It is necessarv that this underpass be reconstmcted to 
accomodate physically large fiic equipment and provide for other situations including but not 
limited to medical, or those of a nationai emt. 'iencv nature. 



Additionally there is need to consider possihle major reconstruction at the Perkins .'\\enue -
Cle\eland Road intersection at the (onrail tracks just east ofthe City of Sandusky which tias not 
been addressed in any torm ofwhich 1 am aware. 

Similarly it is believed due to the high volume of truck and other \ ehicie traffic on S. R. 99. an 
overpass should he constructed o\er the existing N & VK' Railroad, l here already are major 
high\\a\ tratfic de'.ays there v.iih the e.xisling \olume ofrail tratfic. anci this can onl\ get worse 
by completing this acquisition. 

Plea.se consider these requests in an\ aetion which is to he taken relative to this subject matter.. 

Ven trulv. 

1 

Mxn \ i . l ar.schman. )M... P..S. 
l-.rie Count) 1 ngincjr 

JDI crc 

xc Project Eile 
Corres. 1 ile 



Railroad Crossing By 
Erie County Engineer 
For Proposec) Conrail 

Aquisition 

Existing Conditions Minimum Required Upgrade 
County Rail Segment Street Name Present Culverts.'Ditch work Roadway Vertical Alignment Visibility Impeded Brush/Obstacles Add Flashers Add Gates 

Erie N080 Coen Rd - NS Gate & Flash X i X 
Erie NOSO Risden Rd - NS Gate & Flash 
Erie NOSO Barnes Rd - NS Passive 1 X X X 
Erie NOSO Stanley Rd - NS Passive X X 
Erie NOSO Joppa Rd - NS Gate & Flash 
Erie NOSO Frailey Rd - NS Gate & Flash 
Erie Frailey Rd - Conrail Gate & Flash X 
Erie N080 Darrow Rd - N'S Gate & Flash X 
Erie Hahn Rd - Corrail Passive X X 
Erie NOSO Smokey Rd - NS Gate & Flash X 
Erie NOSO S R 61 - NS Flasher X 
Erie NOSO Barrows Rd - NS Flasher X X 
Erie NOSO Jeffries Rd - NS Gate & Flash 
Erie NOSO Wikel Rd - NS Passive X X 
Erie NOSO Hoover Rd - NS Passive X X X 

Erie N072 StreckerRd - NS Flasher X X 

Erie N072 Thomas Rd - NS Passive X X X 
Erie N072 Ransom Rd - NS Gate & Flash X 
Erie N072 Patten Tract Rd - NS Gate & Flash 
Erie N072 SR 9 9 - N S Gate & Flash 
Erie N085 Potter Rd - NS Passive X X 
Erie N085 Knauss Rd - NS Passive X X X 
Erie NOSS Bragg Rd - NS Passive X X 
Erie NOSS Strecker Rd - NS Gate & Flash 
r NOSS Billmgs Rd - NS Passive X X X 

NOBS Portland Rd - NS Gate & Flash 
h. NOSS Mapie Ave - NS Passive X X 

Erie NOSS Mason Rd - NS Passive X X 

Erie NOSS Bardshar Rd - NS Passive X X X 

Erie NOSS Skadden Rd - NS Passive X X X 

Erie NOSS Bogart Rd - NS Gate & Flash 

Attachment to letter dated 2/2/9S 
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I V I I J r ' 2500 Broenmg Highwav • Baltimore .Maryland 21224 
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P a m s N Ciiendening 
Go\ ernor 

January 29, 1998 

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

^ ENTAL 
DOCUP^ENT 

iane T Nishida 
" • ^ v ^ Secretarv 

RE: Maryland Office of Planning Identification Number: MD971222-1116 
Project: Draft EIS - CSX Railroad 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the above referenced project The document was 
circulated throughout the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) for review, and 
the following comments are offered for your considerauon. 

1. Construction, renovation and/or demolition of buildings and roadways must be 
performed in conformance with State regulations pertaining to "Particulate Matter 
from Materials Hendling and Construction" (COMAR 26.11.06.03D), requiring that 
during any construction and/or demolition work, reasonable precaution must be taken 
to prevent particulate matter, such as fugitive dust, f'-om becoming airborne. 

If boilers or other equipment capable of producing emissions are installed as a result 
of this project, the applicant is requested to obtain a permit to construct from MDE's 
Air and Radiation Management Administration for this equipment, unless the 
applicant determines that a permit for this equipment is nol required under State 
regulations pertaining to "Permits, Approvals, and Registration" (COMAR 
26.11.02.). A review for toxic air pollutants should be penormed. Please contact 
Dr. Justin Hsu, Ph.D., P.E., New Source Permits Division, Air and Radiation 
Management Administration at (410) 631-3230 to leam about the State's requirements 
and the pennitting processes for such devices. 

Fossil fuel fired power plants emit large quantities of sulfur oxide and nitrogen 
oxides, which cause acid rain. In addition, nitrogen oxide emissions contribute to the 
problem of global warming and also combine with volatile organic compounds to 
form smog. The MDE suppons energy conservation, which reduces the demand for 
electricity and iherefore, reduces overall emissions of harmful air pollutants. For 
these reasons, MDE recommends lhat the builders use energy efficient lighting. 

TT"V I s«rs 1-800--35-2258 
v ia Mar>1aLnd R d i j Scr* icr 

"Together We Can Clean Cp' 



Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
January 29, 1998 
Page Two 

computers, insulation and any other energy efficient equipment. Contact thc U.S. 
EPA at (202) 233-9120 to leam more about the voluntary Green Lights Program 
which encourages businesses to install energy-efficient lighting syslems. 

4. The applicant should be advised that no cutback asphalt should bc used during thc 
months of June. July and August. 

5. Lighting for security and parking needs to be shielded from nearby residences. 

6. The EIS needs to include an air quaLiy analysis for Harford County. Harford County 
has been designated by the U.S. EPA as a severe nonattainment area for ozone. 

7. The EIS should '-••?ver impacts of the proposed merger on planmng transit-oriented 
development-increaiung night-time freight operations could make living near thc rail 
stations less attractive from a noise standpoint. 

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

Sincerely, 

Steven Bieber 
Clearinghouse Coordinator 

cc: Jane T. Nishida, Secretary, Maryland Department of thc Environment 
La Veme Gray, Maryland Office of Planning 
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NEFCO 
N O R T H E A S T OHIO FOUR COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT ORGANIZATION 

969 Cop ley Road. Akron Ohio 44320-2992 (330) 836-5731 • Fax (330) 836-7703 

Gay/e Jackson Chair Joseph Hadley^ Executive Director 

Office of the Secretar> 
Case Controi Unit 
Finance Dccket No. 33388 
Surface l r insportation Board 
1925 K Streei.NW 
Washington. D.C. 20423-0001 

Attn Flaine K. Kaiser 
l-nvironmental Project Director 
Fnvironmental Filing 

Dear Ms. Kaiser; 

» - w ' - . ./ariuar\ 28. 1998 

DOCUMENT 
y 

[ T l Pan 
1 Pubi, 

Ofiioi of fhe Secretary 

FFB " 4 1998 

T he Nonheast Ohio Four County Regional Planning and Development Organization rNEFCO) 
has completed its intergovernmental review ofthe Draft Fnvironmenlal Impact Statement. As a 
result of commenis received in this review, the NFI CO (jeneral Policy Board passed a 
resolution recommending lhat clearance of this project be delayed until the reviewers" comments 
have been satisfactorily addressed. 

A statement by the Akron Metropolitan Area fransportation Study (AMA TS). the Metropolitan 
Planning (Organization for Summit and Portage Counties, notes that the STB disregarded 
A M A l S" recommendations stated in August 1997 to evaluate the impacts oflhe acquisition on 
proposed passenger rail ser\ ice. An additional comment vvas -̂ eceivcd by Ml. I RO Regional 
1 ransit .A.uihority. an active participant in developing commuter rai! operations in northeast 
Ohio. Min RO also staled concerns about ihe lack of an analysis in the Draft FIS oflhe effects 
oflhe takeover on proposed passenger rail operations and the possibilit} of freight railroads 
rejecting the idea of commuter serv ice on their lines. Copies of these comments are enclosed. 

Sho 'Id you have any questions regarding the intergovernmental review process or this letter, 
please do not hesitate to conlact me. 

Sincerelv. 

linelosures 

pc: Kenneth Hanson 
Robert Pfaff 
Kirt Conrad 

Sylvia R. Chinn-Fevy. ^ 
Intergovernmental Review Coo.'̂ dinator 

Cooperation and Coordination in Development Planning 
aniong the Units of Government in Portage Stark. Summit and Wayne Counties 



Intergovernmental Revl^ 
Resolution Number; FY 

RESOLUTION OF THE 
NEFCO BOARD 

WHEREAS, NEFCO has been designated by the Governor of the State . 
Area Clearinghouse for Summit County, effective March 28. 1984, and has acceptec 
the responsibility for the review of ail applications for federal or state funding that 
originate in the NEFCO Reaion which require Intergovernmental Review m accordance 
with Executive Order 12372; and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility ofthe NEFCO Board to solicit review and comments 
from units of local government and interested parties through the Project Review 
Notification and Review System procedures which were formally adopted March 28 
1984; and 

WHEREAS, the NEFCO Intergovernmental Review Committee has reviewed the 
following Statewide project: 

STATEWIDE PROJECT 

1. Proposed Conrail Acquisition - Draft EIS (OH971217-0198-DEIS) 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the NEFCO Board: 
I. NEFCO recommends that clearance of this project should be delayed until the 

applicant has satisfactonly addressed the concerns stated in the enclosed 
comments. 

II. Be it further resolved that the Executive Director is hereby authorized to transmit a 
certified copy ofthis resolution, and any comments, to the applicants and the 
funding agency, as is aopropnate. 

Certified as action taken by the NEFCO 
General Poticy Board at its meeting of 
January 21, 1993 

Fred Cannon, Secretary 
NEFCO General Policy Board 



PROJECT TITLE: Proposed Conrail Acquisition - Draft EIS 

APPLIC.^NT. Office oflhe Secreiary 

FEDERAL FUNDING SOURCE: N/A 

RAI NUMBER: OH97I217-0198-DE1S 

PROGRAM: N/A 

c 
PROPOSED FUNDING 

FEDERAL: $N/A 
APPLICANT: $N/A 
STATE: $N/A 
LOCAL: SN/A 
OTHER: $N/A 
TOTAL: SWA 

PROJECF DEsCRIPT10>;: The Surface Transport.ilion Board has issued its Drafl Environmental Impact Statement 
To review the entire document, picase call NiiFCO. Economic/cultural comments mav be made in addition to 
environmental ones. 

Please check the appropriate comment and provide supporting information. Comments mav be at'iched or printed at 
the bottom of this page. 

No Comment 

Clearance ofthis project should be granted 

Clearance ofthis project s.'iould not be delayed, hut applicant should answer the reviewer's questions or concerns 

Clearance ofthis project should only be granted on the condition that the applicant use the recommendations in 
the enclosed comments 

Clearance ofthis project should bc delayed, until the applicant has satisfactorily addressed the concems stated in 
the enclosed comments 

Signature . X ^ ^ / ^ 

Agency /IriAr $ 

Date 
1 

Please Return To: 
Sylvia Chinn-Levy, IGR Coordinator 
NEFCO 
969 Copley Road 
Akron. OH 44320-2992 

Thank you for your participation in this valuable re\icH and coiiiinent process. 

JftN 1 5 « 

c ••A 



AMATS 
January 13, 1998 

Comments on OH971212-0198-DEIS 
Proposed ConraU Acquisition - Draft EIS 

The Surface Transportation Board (STB), in preparing its Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS), decided to limit the scope of its assessment of the Conrail takeover by CSX and NS to 
actual and potential impacts on existing services and aclivities. This STB decision effectively 
rejected the concems raised by AMATS in its August 5, 1997 submission and the similar concern's 
submitted by METRO RTA regarding the Conrail takeover impacts on pmpcied rail passenger 
services in nonheast Ohio. Approval of the CSX/NS takeover of Conrail without addressing the 
takeover's potendal long range impacts may further complicate implementation of such proposals 
as Canton-Akron-Cleveland, and Aurora-Solon-Cleveland commuter rail serv ice. Similar impacts 
may be felt on proposed Youngstown-Alcron-Columbus intercity rail passenger service. AMATS 
therefore requests that clearance on this project be delayed until the applicant has satisfactonly 
addressed these concems. 

F WPDOC RAIL csx FISNEFCO LTR 

JiN 1 5 



PROJECT TITLE: Prcposed Corrsiil Acquisition - Dinft EIS 

APPLICANT: Ofllce of the Secretary ._. 

FEDER.\L FL^'DING SOURCE: N/A 

R̂ M NUMBER' OH97i:i 7.0!98-DEIS 

PROPOSED FUT^DING 
FEDEPAL: SN'A 
APPLICANT: SN'A 
STATE: SN/A 
LOCAL: S.N'A 
OVriE.'̂ : SN/A 
TOTAI: SN/A 

FEB - 4 1996 • hl2| 

PP.O.'ECT DESCRiPTiON; The S'jrf;:ce i : .•.;.;o---r'C.T Board r.^? si-ri -'r-^r : 
'? . rov.ew t'ie t.-,ti:c :':r,-.Q'.'.:, ple.ise c£.i \'EFCO. ^conoTiic/ci.'.i.ira; ccrr.n:er.:s -ay b; mr.de m adGiiionto 
erA\;onmcn;al c:v.:i. 

Pltase check 'r.-c scp'- : 
tl-.e bcnom of :his p.:ge. 

r.,-(,\ij., ;,.p-:r'r.r ;-,fc:Tr.3;:or.. i.c.T-.re-.-s .r.r.y be ar.ached or nri'nej .v. 

No CorniTier.t 

Cie.-.rance ofthis prcjeC. shculti be granie-.! 

C;earar,ce ofthis projict sh.rjld not be ccb>rd. y.;\ ?pp!;ca-,i should arsv^rUi^vLe-^e^? questiors or ccnce.T.s 

r;,;!..-.! '.hi ippli rnn'. use -Jie recommencauons in Clearance of tiiis pioject should culy t e ^•iril-i.i'> 
^hc enclosed ccnmcnis 

Clearance oflhis project should be del- eJ, until -he p̂y ' :r.nl has sa:isfattori'y address, d the conccrr̂ s stated in 
the encioscd^ommenis 

Piease Rcrurn To: 
Sylvia ChiDn-l-c%7. ICR Coordinator 
NEFCO 
969 Copley Road 
Akron, OH 443:0-:9'J2 

Tiiank you k>r you: participation m this vniu.ible re\ ;e-A and commem process. 

n 1 3 

CO 



METPO REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY 
415 Kenmore Boulevard 
Akron, Ohio 4 4 3 0 1 
3 3 0 / 7 6 2 - 7 2 6 7 
3 3 0 / 7 6 2 - 0 8 5 4 FAX 

January 13, 1998 

Office ofthe Secretar. 
Case Control Unil 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street,\W 
Washineton, DC 20423-0001 

S3 

Attention: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Environmenta! Project Director 
Section of En\ ironmenial .Analysis 

Dear Ms Kaiser; 

On behalf of . \H;TR0 Regional Transu Aulhority. 1 would like to thank the Surface 
1 ransportation Board for expanding thc final Scope ofthe En\-ironmenial Impact 
Statemeni ofthe Proposed .Acquisition of Conrail bv CSX and Norfolk Souihem last 
fall. 

From our understanding ofthe Drafl Environmental Impact Statemem (DEIS), the 
effects ofthe saetion on proposed passenger rail operations were determined to be 
not significan' e ugh to evaluate. We understand that the primary role ofthe STB 
(and its predecessor, the ICC) is to regulate business concems. However, we are 
concerned that this proposed merger will leai e pennanent. unchangeable constraints 
on both existing and potential passengers rail services in the country. 

Under the Draft EIS. the STB chose not to examine many possible problems: 

'Ifthe analysis indicated that the rail line segments could accommodate the higher 
volumes. .SFA's preliminar}- conclusion was that the proposed Acquisition would have 
no advcr'ic impact on passenger train operations. " (DEIS. X'olume 1: page 3-14) 

The SE.A has established a tight time line to review the most significant rail merger in 
thc history ofthe United States. By deciding nol lo look al future interactions ofthe 
applicants with commuter rail providers, even those with exisiing agreements, the 
STB has remained silent conceming the responsibility the railroads have as a public 
utility. This is the same responsibility thc phone industry', electnc providers, and gas 
companies have lo individuals citizens. 



"SEA determined that impacts of freight operations on passenger rail service would 
be significant ifthe anticipated post-Acquisition increases in freight operations 
resulted in the need to reduce passenger sen ice. . . However, the current operating 
agreements preclude any reduction tn sen ice. .Any significant impact that would 
result from increasedpost-.Acquisition freight operation could occur only after 
expiration of a current agreement. " (DEIS. \'olume 1: page 3-16) 

The STB has decided nol lo be involved in the relationship benveen the railroad and 
passenger serv ices after the expiration of existing contracts. Potentially, the 
uncooperative freight railroads could leave existing or potential passenger operators 
unable operate, ihereby stranding ihousands of rail passengers. Displaced commuters 
will create a greater demand on the over-burdened high%% ay sysiem. In total, higher 
energy consumption and greater public investment in road consiruction will be 
crealed. 

Many agencies in lne Stale of Ohio expressed concems about passenger service. The 
STB did rc\ iew these requests and commented: 

"SEA has determined that evidence exists of a poiential cumulative effect associated 
with commuter rail planning and funded activities in Sorthern Ohio including, but 
not limited to Toledo. .Akron. Lorain, and Cleveland. " (DEIS, N'olume 3B; page OH-
129). 

According to the SEA's review. METRO"s trackage nghts request (MRT.A-1) could 
produce traffic above the level considered significant. (DEIS. \'olume 5C: page U-
15) 

However, the SE.\ states that it has not found any activities that will be impacted: 

".At this point in its investigation. SEA is unaware ofany other activities that would 
require a cumulative analysis. " (DEIS, N'olume 3B: page OH-129). 

The SE.A concludes its investigaiion in Ohio by making the following comment: 

"Therefore based on its independent analysis and all information available to date, 
SEA has made a preliminary conclusion that there woidd be no other significant 
cumulative effects associated with the prop-̂ sed Acquisition in the Slate of Ohio. " 
(DEIS, Volume 3B: page OH-129). 

This merger presents an opportunity for passenger rail ser% ices to be expanded in the 
United States. The SEA has perfonned a detailed analysis ofthe diversion of fi-eight 
between highway and rail transportation modes. .\ similar analysis should be 
conducied as it involves passenger movement. 



We feel the following recommendation of the SEA should be strengthened: 

"The SEA en 
commuter ra 
1% 

Tlie SEA encourages the Applicants to meet with the agencies responsible for the 
ommuter rail studies to ensure that the proposed .Acquisition can be accomplished 
Ilhout negaiive effeci to commuter rail plans. " (DEIS, Volume 3B; page OH-129). 

This position assumes that the railroads will negotiate in good faith with passenger 
agencies. The scope ofthe review needs lo be expanded to include having the 
Applicants address the polcniial negaiive impact on passenger rail operaiions caused 
by the merger. SE.A needs to actively retain jurisdiction in this matter to assure that 
the Acquisition can be accomplished without negaiive consequences on passenger rail 
operations. 

We undersiand the STB is under a very tight schedule; however, we must ask one 
point lo be changed in the Draft Environmental Statement. Table 5-OH-51 indicates 
.METRO Regional Transit .Authonty commented on the abandonmeni in Toledo, 
Ohio. It appears the SEA misunderstood our comment. Our comments do not 
concem Toledo. The scope ofour letter concemed only .Akron, Cleveland, and 
Canlon. Ohio. 

In closing, we ask the SE.A to view passenger access on an equal basis as freight 
access to this large multi-modal transportation utility. Ifyou have any questions 
regarding this siatement, please do not hesitate to contact Kirt Conrad, Planner or 
myself at (330) 762-7267. 

Sincere 

Robert K. P^f^ 
General Manager, Secretary-Treasurer 


