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BRUNSWICK,MARyiAWll 
\ "Hom€ of The /rom Hunt" 

THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL 
20 A .Street • Brunswick, Maryland 21716 • (301)834-7500 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

August 8, 1997 

O f f i c e o f the Secre ta ry 
Case C o n t r o l U n i t 
F i n a n c e Docket No. 33388 
S u r f a c e T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Beard 
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 n : E l a i n e Kaiser C h i e f , Sec t ion o f Env i ronmenta l A n a l y s i s 
A u g u s t 8,1997 

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

I am submitting a serious concern regarding public health and 
s a f e t y associated with the CSX property which i s located i n the 
Brunswick City l i m i t . While not d i r e c t l y impacted by the merger 
p r o p o s a ] , I think I am obligated to b r i n g t h i s matter to the 
a t t e n t i o n of the Surface Tranbportation Board, 

The propeiLy owned by CSX i s the source of serious i n d u s t r i a l 
p o l l u t i o n . Core samples taken by the National Park Service show 
t h a t petro-chemical p o l l u t i o n i s most severe i n an area near the 
C&D Canal and Potomac River. The i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of t h i s p o l l u t i o n 
source has already impacted a plan to re-water the Canal here i n 
Brunswick. 

As the chief elected o f f i c i a l , I am, .most concerned about our 
d r i n k i n g water supply. The Potomac River supplies approximately 
t h r e e fourths of our da i l y water demand. The source of i n d u s t r i a l 
p o l l u ' _ i o n i s w i t h i n several hundred yards of our raw water intake 
l o c a t i o n . In my opinion, CSX should be required to develop a 
m i t i g a t i o n plan for t h i s serious public healt.h r i s k . The l o c a l 
government e n t i t y does not have the resources or influence 
necessary to achieve t h i s purpose. Your process, however, can 
l i n k CSX's expansion plans to t h e i r stewardship of e x i s t i n g 
r e sources. 

"//ome of the Iron Horse " "Heart of the Potomac Valley' 
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Recently enacted "brownfields" l e g i s l a t i o n may assist CSX i n 
t h e i r m i t i g a t i o n e f f o r t s . I ask you on behalf of a l l of the 
citizens of Brunswick to pressure CSX to recognize and to take 
the necessary steps to resolve t h i s problem. 

Respectfully, 

Thomas L. Smith 
Mayor of Brunswick 



OOeUMfNT 
^ f f i c o of the? :e . :ry 
Case Control ̂ l i " . 
linanee Docket ..o. 33388 
.>urface Trannnortation board 
1925 K Street 
.iashington, ...: : J . I }-:)OQl 

Axtni T.laine V.. i 'a iser , Chief 
Section of Environmontal Analysis 

Septemb.eit , |2v ' i997 

y.s. Kaisers 

As a resident of :.'ewark, Delaware for almost +̂0 years, I 
ara writing to express my concern about the adverse environnental 
impact the ponding Conrail acquis!tic l y CSX and Norfolk 
Southern w i l l have cn our community. 

Newark s t i l l retains much of the character of a small 
colle,;,.? town, notwithstanding i t s growth into one of the state's 
ma.ior urban centers. Jhon our family moved here i n 1959. the 

• Iroad was s t i l l offering passenger service between 
. i ' r . I and Jersey City» 1 had the pleasure of riding the 
".^oyal Blue" on several occasionrs. 

! assen/jer service has long since been discontinued, and we 
-ire now faced with the pro;5p'-;t of increased freight t r a f f i c 

: line as the res ; i t of this merger. This raises 
.' .. iron:nental concerns, primarily i n the area of public 

.•...> , . . m i l lino • . • ; c community, 
with a l l • 'icc, f i r e , anJ ambulance 
f a c i l i t i e a or; crvj south side of the tracks 
and a substantial residential population 
on the north and west sides. I am concerned 
th-it the response time of public safety per-
son.iel w i l l be adversely affected by this 
increased t r a f f i c . 

. iar;^e percentage of University of Delaware 
• ̂ nt housing (both on and off campus) is 

..::iced north of the xracks, while v i r t u a l l y 
a l l classrooms, laboratories, the library, 

iThletic f a c i l i t i e s are located south of 
.racks. Jhus there is an almost constant 

flow of students back and forth between these 
areas, - . c c r d i , 3,000 pedestrian crossings 
per day crade) according to some estimates, 
" t ia well known that young people have a dis-

:• for personal safety; I have witnessed a_ 
... ,mt jllmb between the cars of a slow moving 



t r ^ ' --stead of waiting for i t to clear the 
erv. Increased r a i l t r a f f i c as a result 
of this merger would aggravate this situation. 

3. As a retired Dul'ont Co. employee, I am T^artic-
ularly conscious of the increasing quantity of 
hazardous chpnicals routinely being .moved on our 
nation's r a i l s . The proximity of the CSX line 
to residences, dormitories, public housing, and 
our ."ilain Street r e t a i l community raises serious 
questions about public safety i n the event of 
an accident, erjpecially i n l i g h t of the projected 
increase i n t r a f f i c and the deteriorating con­
dit i o n of our r a i l infrastructure. 

Your thoughtful consideration of these concerns, as they 
affect the pending merger, would be greatly appreciated. 

Thank you. 

Robert Smith 

121 Country Club Drive 
-vrk, Delaware 19711-2736 

jpata, . ... rector 
.visT.-.C .'iembers 
Senator Hoth 
Senator Eiden 
•^eprosentative Castle 
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WILLIAM R. & MARLENE G. HANSEN 
29252 Inverness Drive • Bay Village, Ohio 44140-1818 

216/871-2146 (H) 
216/871-4800(W) 

ENVihui^ii.ici^TAL 
DOCUMENT 

September 8, 1997 

Federal Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
1925 K Street N W 
Washington, DC 20423 

Dear Sir/Sirs: 

We are writ ing to express our opposition to the proposal by Norfolk & Southern 
Railroad to increase railroad traffic through the West Shore communities, including Bay 
Village. The cities of Lakewood, Rocky River and Bay Village are almost entirely residential 
in nature and, as such, are very densely populated and are bifurcated by the railroad tracks. 
To increase railroad traffic through our communities would increase congestion and noise 
pol lut ion, and would also create dangerous conditions, due to the numerous at-grade 
railroad crossmgs through our communities. 

Please count this as a "no" vote against any increase in rail traffic through our 
communities. 

Very truly yours, 

Wi l l iam R. Hansen 

Marlene G. Hansen 

VVRH/ms 

cc: Mayor Thomas L. Jelepis 
City of Bay Village, Ohio 



ENVIROî A/'ENTAL 
n n r i i M L ' M T C Y N T I U A G . W H I T E 
l - ' U U U I V l t l M T 439 ELMWOOD DR. 

BAY V ILLAGE OH 44140 

September 9. 1997 

Federal Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
1925 K St NW 
Washington DC 20423 

RE: No. FD 33388 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed Norfolk and Southern Railroa." increase in 
rail traffic through the western suburbs of Cleveland The resulting increase in noise and traffic 
congestion is sure to be de\astating to our property values and quality oflife. There are already 
frequent accidents and deaths along this route through a densely populated residentia! area 
Tripling the volume of tratTic is likely to at lea.st triple the number of deaths and injuries 

Please do not allow this proposal to be enacted 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

C m ilia G White 

cc Rep Dennis Kucinich 
Mayor Tom Jelepis. Bay N'illage 



DOCUMENT 

Federal S\irface Transponation Board 
Section of Fnvironmental Analysis 
1925 K Street NW 
Washington. DC 20421 

No FD 333{{8 

To whom it mav concern; 

I am writing to vou regarding a concem that 1 have about the increased number of trains 
that is proposed to go through Ba\- Village We lix e verv near fhe tracks and our concems 
include the following 

1 The increase anwunt of noise UTII be \ er\' disniptive to our lifestyle 
2 We are concemed about the traffic getting out of Bav Village, because there is 

onlv one route out of Bav that does not have to wait for a train (Clague Rd ) 
We fee! that the backups would be exorbitant as wel! as dangerous if an 
ambulance were tr\'ing to leav e Bay Village to go to West Shore St Johns 
and Fair ew General Hospital 
We are extremelv concerned about the trains oarr\'ing hazardous materials and 
the danger lo local residents if there were an accident 

We stroniilv urge von to reconsider increasing the number of trains for al! ofthe .above 
mentioned reasons This is a problem not to be taken lightiv considering that it affects 
thousands of lixcs 

Sincerelv. ^ 

I .a'.irn B nnd lames R Gciithcr 
2«if>M Buchan.̂ n Dr 
Pn\ \ illa-je Ohio 44140 



Karyn and Gerald Farina 
28041 Osbom Rd. 
Bay Village, OH 44140 

ENVIRO îMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Septembers, 199^ 

Congressman Dennis Kucinich 
1440 Detroit Ave 
Lakewood, Ohio 44107 

Dear Congressman Kucinich: 

We have just purchased a home in Bay Village two months ago We bought because we like the quiet, 
peacefuiness the city is know for We are against any increase in trains running through our town. It 
takes an average of 40 minutes for us to get to wort' the moming and we feel this would only lengthen 
the long hull to and from work We want what we bought A quaint, homey feeling city to dwell We 
have made many home improve costing us thousands of dollars. How are we expected to get this back 
if forced to sell one day? 

Sincerely, 

Karyr and Gerald Farina 

Cc: Federal Surface Transportation Board 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

September 6.1997 " A 

Federal Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environmental Analysis. 
h)25k Street N W 
W ashington, DC 20423 

To \\ horn it \1a\ Concern: 

This letter is in regards to the proposed increase in rail traffic in 
my own and the neighboring W estside Cleveland communities hy 
the Norfolk & Southern Railroad contingent upon N&S and CSX's 
acquisition of Conrail assets. (No. VD 33388) 

As a citizen li\ ing on Ba\ fair Drive which is locate off of 
Columbia Rd.. a rail crossinu with a uate. 1 know this increase in 
traftic will become a nuisance to the community, fhere will be 
traftic dela\s. I ma> be late to work. There will be a detlnite 
increase in noise and air pollution. 

As a member of the healthcare communits. I am e\tremel\ 
concerned aboul the dela\s oflhe I-MS as the squads pass precious 
time waiting for the trains to pass. 1 am a respirator) therapist who 
is acutcK aware of the need tbr timely transport of patients to the 
hî spilal. I he closest hospital is across the tracks. I he quickest 
\\a\ to an\ nearb\ hospital is across the tracks in Bav Village... We 
lia\e an excellent [.MS staff, but there will be an increased dela\ in 
the \ ital link to the taxpayers" services. 

Ha\ing previous!) lived in Lakewood. I am fearful forthe lives 
that will be endangered bv the increase in rail iraftlc to this 
communitv due to the location of numerous and inadequately 



labeled RR crossings. 1 especially worry about the children, who 
are not as thoughtful tor their own safety as their parents wished 
they would be. 

1 appreciate the time and effort you spend to investigate the 
proposed changes which effect peoples" lives. 1 understand the 
vital link that the railroad has been in the past and continues to the 
future. 

Sincerelv, 

Denise W encil 
560 Bayfair Drive 
Bay Village. OH 44140 
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State of North Carolina 
Department of Environment, 
Health and Natural Resources 
Division of Air Quality 

James B. Hunt, Jr., Govemor 
Wayne McDevitt, Secî ŝ iry 
Alan W. Klimek, P.E., Director 

September 10. IQ97 _ 

ENVlROî î ,̂,̂ £f̂ Jŷ L 
DOCUMENT 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser , 
Chief. Section of Environmental Analysis. Environmental Filing 
Office of the Secretary 
Case Control I nit 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet. N.W. 
Washington. D C 2042-OOOi 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

SUBJECT: Environmental Report Errata and Supplemental En\ ironmental Report 
CSX Corporalion and CSX Transportation. Inc. 
Norfolk Sourthem Corporation and Norfolk Soutnern uailway Company 

The Division of .Air Quality is in receipt of the above two documents. This letter is to inform 
you thai this Division prefers to handle commenting on environmental documents such as these 
through the Stale Clearinghouse process. 

For intormation on these procedures, please contact Ms. Chr> s Baggett at the State 
Clearinghouse at 919-733-7232. 

Sincerely. 

Alan W. Klimek. P.E. 

P.O. Box 29580, Raleigh, North Carolina 27626-0580 Telephone 9l9-7l5-«235 FAX 919-733-5317 
An Equal Opportunity AfTirmativc Action Employer 50% recycted/10% post-coniiuner paper 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

V, David Sartin 
29724 Osborn Rd. 
Bay V i l l a g e , Ohio 
44140 

Sept. 10, 1997 

Federal Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
1925 K. Street NW 
Washington, DC 20423 

Re: FD 33388 

Dear Sirs; 

The plan from Norfolk & Southern to expand r a i l t r a f f i c through 
Cieveiand suburbs i s outrageous. 

While the r a i l industry i s important to the nations economy, 
I fear the tradeoff/impact of adding tho large number of t r a i n s 
m a densely populated area i s h i g l i ] y negative. 

More t r a i n s w i l l create dangerous i s o l a t i o n f or emergency 
vehicles i n several neighborhoods i n the west end of Cuyahoga 
County Several towns only have a few highway overpass routes 
tor p o l i c e , f i r e , EMS or other important vehicles. 

More t r a i n s w i l i create high levels of noise, a i r p o l l u t i o n 
and other adverse environmental conditions. 

More t r a i n s are simply more dangerous to highway motorists i n 
an area that already has dangerous t r a f f i c conditions. 

Isn' t there some way to route t r a i n t r a f f i c through less 
populated regions? 

V. David Sartin 



GEORGE A. RANDT, M.D. 
Inhrnal ^leJiiini • I'n-ifnini- .Miiluint-

/njurv Hi hafiiliiutiim • / 'hiuml Ihi-ruin 

29160 ( cnlLT Hiiigv Rd . Siiilc T 

WcMlake. Ohio 44 

ENVIRONMENTAL '"t:zz::rz;z 
DOCUMENT 

September 5. 1997 

Federal Service Transportation Board 
Seclion of Environmental Analysis 
1925 K Street, Northwest 
Washington. D.C. 20423 

Re: FD33388 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1 believe that it is totally inappropriate and clearly potentially dangerous for the Norfolk and Southern 
Raiiroad to increase rail traffic through the west shore communities of Lakewood, Rocky River, 
Westlake and Bay Village from the current 13 trains per day to 38 trains per day. This inc;eas<.' in rail 
tratfic w ill create clear satety hazards for community members, increase poiiution and result ir. a decline 
in the quality of life in these areas. Alternative solutions must be developed. Please act to protect the 
safety, health and economic interest of the densely populated western communities of Cuyahoga County. 

Sincerely, 

George A. Randt, M.D. 

GAR/jc 

cc: Mayor Thomas L. Jelepis 



EN'.,inOvvii(tNTAL 
DOCUMENT 

September 10, i « 9 7 

Federal Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
Section of Environmental A n a l y s i s 
1925 K S t r e e t NW 
Washington, DC 20423 

Re; FD 33388 

Gentlemen: 

I am w r i t i n g t o express my extreme concern and o b j e c t i o n t o the 
p o s s i b l e increase i n N o r f o l k & Southern Railroad t r a i n t r a f f i c 
through Cleveland's western suburbs. 

Even now, the frequency, l e n g t h , and speed of N o r f o l k & Southern's 
t r a i n s passing through our neighborhood i s o b j e c t i o n a b l e . 

I would a p p r e c i a t e your f a v o r a b l e c o n s i d e r a t i o n of d e t e r m i n i n g a l ­
t e r n a t e routes f o r N o r f o l k & Southern to preclude the s u b s t a n t i a l 
increase i n r a i l t r a f f i c proposed by the p o t e n t i a l a c q u i s i t i o n of 
C o n r a i l assets by N o r f o l k f< Southern R a i l r o a d . 

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

S i n c e r e l y , 

Norman Cl Schwenk 
619 Dwight Drive 
Bay V i l l a g e , Ohio 44140 
(440) 871-3469 

cc: Thomas L. J e l e p i s , Mayor, C i t y of Bay V i l l a g e 
Congressman Dennis K u c i n i c h 



Septembers. 1997 

Federal Surface Transportation Board _ ^ . • J C N T 

Section of Environmental Analvsis 
1925 K Sireel NW 

DOCUMENT 
ENVIRONMENTAL 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Rc: No. FD 33388 

W hen 1 iiun cd to Cleveland back in 1994. 1 immediately knew that 1 wanted lo live in 
Ba\ \ illagc. .As a single woman purchasing a home, safety was a great concem for me. 
One ot the reasons 1 picked Ba\ w as the fact thai there is no indusin.- and even the 
commercial busmesses are small. So there is \ ery lillle transient traffic. The people in 
Bay belong there (although Huntington Beach and Melroparks draw individuals from 
outside the area, 1 nc\ er viewed that as a threat). Ard 1 did purchase a home there - on 
Russell Road close to Cahoon Park and Lake Erie. 

I ha\ e been terrifically proud to l i \ e in Bay \'illage. Proud because all the residents 
reall> care about the communi!\. Proud because w e have such wonderful parks and olher 
recreational facilities. Proud because the school systems are always ranked amongst the 
besl in the stale. .Anyone w ho comes lo visit me - like my future mother-in-law - thinks 
Ba> is terrific and can't say enough good aboul i l . 

1 am \ er\ concemed aboul the quaiily oflife should there be an increase in rail traffic 
from 13 to approximately 38 Irains per day. Not only would there be the inconvenience 
and waste of time in lr>ing lo get back and tbrth lo Bay and the surrounding areas when 
you are bound to hil al leasl 1-2 Irains per day. TratTic congesiion would increase 
iremendoush and accidents are bound to increase as w cll. .And the increase in noise level 
would be horrendous, particularly for residents living close to the tracks. Vm sure those 
people w ould experience a drop in the \ aluc of their homes, thereby affecting all the 
home values m Ba\. 

I ask that you consider the Norfolk & Southem proposal very carefully. The result will 
have a significant inip.ict on the quaiily oflife for thousands of people. Is the increase in 
profits tor Norfolk v.<: Southern worth il? 

1 hank \ ou for \ our time. 

Christ} W itbeck 
2(̂ 915 Russell Road 
Ba\ X illa^e. OH 44140 



R Andrew Johnson 
i2Si V iryinui \\cnuc 
l.akcvMHHJ. OH 44107 

22S-(.ISO 

Fcdcr.il Suriacc 7 raiKporialion F̂ oard 
Section o! I n\ ironmenl Xnaixsis 
l')2^ K S l \ \ \ 
\Sashnieion. I) ( 2ii42 

ENViRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

v: vr 

September (<. l')')7 

I am wnlini: in response to the proposed increase in irain iralTic on the Cle\cland - \ erniillion line 
Nori'olk .Soulhern 

I Kiiexe Ihi^ increase in trafllc will have a horrific elTect on our neit;hborhood and communit) The 
obv ious inconveniences come lo mind delavs in iralVic and noise 

However, there are much more senous issues lor those who live on the North side of these tracks W'e arc 
cut off from M 1 the vital services vve mav require, ambulance, lire police, hospitals Are vou prepared 
(0 make a decision that uill ccnainlv result in deaths due to the delav m receiv mg these serv ices ' 

Also vve recenllv lost a member of our comnuiniiv vvhen he was struck bv a tram on ihis route How 
manv more of these needless deaths will occur with increased tram tralTic 

W Ilh the iireat number of cluldren in the west side neighbor IKKXIS. will vou risk their future' .Adults ma\ 
undersiand lo be careful around the Iracks. but children IT\ ing to walk to school nuuht not 

(.Overpasses and underp-isses cannoi possibiv resolve this issue, not to mention the expense thai will be 
involved 

Heasc' do not let these trains ruin mv and the West side s laiiiilies life 

I hank vou for vour time 

^ K Andrew lohnson 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Federal Surt'ace Transportation Board 
Section of Environment .Analysis 
1925 K StreeL N'W 
Washingtoa DC 20433 

.ATTENTION: Document Number FD33388 

Gentlemen: 

This letter is a plea to you to prevent the addition of any rail treight traffic on the 
Cleveland-Vermilion line of Nortblk and Souihem Railroad. 

This plan would disrupt so many lives, disturb the peace of beautiful neighborhoods, 
endanger the health of thousands of people from coal dust exposure, noise pollution, he 
potential danger of to:dc chemicals, and the economic consequences of decreased property 
values and ta.\ revenues would be devastating. 

Our home is in Lakewood, (Dhio where we have 27 streets that are bisected by NS tracks. 
.Addiuonal trains and longer, faster trains arc a danger to our citit̂ cns and children. 
Lakewood does not have school busing and students attending 8 schools cross the tracks at 
least twice each day. Our police, tire and emergency vehicles vvould be seriously impacted 
by any increase m treight rail trallic through our city. More overpasses and underpasses 
would not remove all ofthe rail threats to our neighborhoods. On interstates through 
populated areas, signs bear the letters "HC" - hazardous cargo - with a slash through iL 
meaning certain tmcks should take routes through industrialized areas, rather than through 
residential zones. Why shouldn't the same apply to treight trains .' 

.Again, please consider the health and safety of thousands of residents in Northem Ohio 
and prevent the escalation of unsafe and unhealthy freight movement through our cities 
along Lake Ene. 

Sincereh. 

r 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

332 Rve Oatc Dive 
Bay \ illage. OH 4414(i-i:?4 
September 9. 1997 

Federal Surtacc 1 lansponation Board 
Section ol I iwiionmcntai ,\IU1\M.S 

K Street NW 
\\ a.shmgton. IX 2l)423 

vicnticmcn: 

1 am quite concemed h\ the proposed incrca.sc in railroad traflic through 

Ba\ \ illagc 1 he pI.>n,)̂ cd itallic incrc.isc wvuUd have a major impact on this 

aica. It ^ertainh would >.au.se major automobile traffic problems becaase the 

exits tor Î a> \ illayc would be bK>ckcd Ircquenth 

I his mcrcj-sc m trallic would result in major safety problems in areas 

near to Hay \ illage Ihc traltic would prohibit access to some sections ot Lakewood 

and Rockv Rixer when a railroatl tram is in the area, lhis would suhstantialh increa.sc the 

access time tor (irc or emergencv vehicles in these areas 

II \i)rlt)lk and Southern Railroad /N & S> needs to increa.se the traffic through 

Ba\ \ illage and the ncarh\ aica.>. iiv.\ sliould be rcqiuicd to ..instruct enough overpasses 

Ol undeipasscs to prevent the cllecLs their proposed traific mcrease vvould have on 

in.>e arca.s. .'\ .s slumid aKo required to cimstiUvi .idequalc noise bamers for 

lheu UawLs. 

Yours u^v . 

-Ulan Ki>cppe 



JOHN D. STANTON 
29131 Linccln Road 

Bay Village Ohio t-^UO 
Fax (216) 835-8423 

Home Phone (216) 899-1353 
U i V t E N T EmailJARMBAY(@AOL COM 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

September 8. \991 

Federal Surtace Transportation Board 
Section of Lnxironmentai Analvsis 
1925 K Street NW 
Washinglon, DC 2042.i 

RL FD -i3388 

To w hom it may concern 

My wife and 1 and our two children have lived in Bay Village for seven years now and we are 
proud to call it home for us My wife also spent her first 19 years in Bay Village You see thai a 
lol in Bay. kids growing up and moving back to raise their families This is a community filled 
with just that, families 

M\ wife and 1 are verv concerned and upset about the proposed plan to triple the number of 
freighl irains on the N«S:S iracks that boarder our community We are worried about the 
increased tratfic of Irains causing iiaflfic problems, decreasing our property values, the increased 
fiow of hazardous materials and more importantU the blockage of roads for our emergency 
vehicles Bav Village is a small lakeside community, the lake being our boarder to the North and 
the N&S tracks bemg our boarder to the South Should there be a derailment ofa train carrving 
ILAZ.ARDOl S \f\TLRl.ALS which would warrant an evacuation, we would be trapped 

Several years ago I was in an auiomobile accident here in Bay Village and needed to be rushed to 
a local hospital for a serious head injurv The quickest way was across these tracks 1 was lucky 
as there was no train The proposal that has been put on the lable fbr these tracks and increased 
train tratfic mighi not make it that eass for the next head injurv or sick child or hean victim. 

As a tax paver 1 understand what a vital role these tracks play for Bay Village in the amount of 
tax monev lhal Bav Villaue receives but at what cost 
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1 don't think the residence of Bay Village mind the 1.̂  trains that roll through our community each 
day, except the ones late at night or too early in the morning but increasing that numbei three fold 
would all but ruin this quiet little lake side community that so many now love to call home 

Please reconsider the proposal for the increased traffic on these tracks and consider lerouting 
them Soulh of town through more industrial areas This only makes more sense for all parties 
involved 

Thank you for vour time and for vour attention to this matter 

Sincerely, 

John, .Ann, RJ and Matt Stanton 
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fcJora! Surfaco Transportaliofi Hoard 
Soelioii ol r.in ironiiionlal .•\tialysis - , .', .. . 
1'^:^ K Slrrcl. N. W. ' ' "'^-^hlZ 
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Rt: Norfolk & Southern's proposal to increase rail traffic 
FD 

l o W honi It .\I.iv Coueorti: 

This letter is to inform you of our concerns surroundifig the prt)posed increase in 
train traffic bv Norlolk I.SL Soulhern ihrough the w estern suburbs of Clevelaiid 
Ohio. 

W e liv e in the conmumitv ot Hav \ illage, the norlhern boarder hits l.ake I'.rie, and 
the southerti boarder is lined by the N>.̂S rail line. 'I'o Hav X illage's easl running 
along the lake shore are the communities of Hocky Kiver atxl l.akevvooi.!. 'I'o lhe 
west is the commuintv of .Avon l.ake. fo the south, across the tracks is Westlake. 
I'ach of these comniunities are primarily resideiHi.al and heavily populated w ith 
homes The rail tracks literally run through many manv neighborhoods. For lht)se 
vvli.) live to the norlh of the \>.S;S rail line, cro,ssing the tracks, at least daily, is 
common place. 

Spccilically the concerns w e ha\ e vvith respecl to the proposed tripling of the 
ir.iins trom approximately 12 lo M) m per day are as follows; 

1. (Hir access lo emergency services w here time is critical The sen ices are 
so'.ith, 'ihe '•>ne and only road that allows bridge accê .s over IIH' tracks is 
flow here near the closest hospital. Delav ing emergencv access M) times a day 
is I lo risky, further, the times where the trains simply slop iii or crawl 
ihrough our neighborhoods causes unsettling risk to the residents uf these 
Cl immunities. 

2. 'I'he noise pollution that the trains create in the neighborhooLls is tremenelous. 
•fhere are zoning laws for airports ani.1 highwavs. Why shoukl vve allow freight 
trams to ramltle thr>)ugh our neighborhoods (in maiiv instaiices the Iracks are 
closer lo the homes than ihe citv streets!! i creating in)ise so loud thai you 
cannot hear tiie person next to you - ,-̂ 0 times a day, 
i he safetv issue vvould be triplcet, 

• .Mrcadv vve liave accidents and taialilies imx)lving freighl traifis. Hut 
now vve arc tripling the risk which w ill inevilablv increase the injuries 
and deaths. 
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• Whal are these trains carrving:'' Toxic sub.siances, llammable subsiances, 
or worse!'' Whal tv pes of health risks or catastrophes are w e. the cili/ens 
ol these eommunilies, being expo.sed lo in lhe evenl of an accident or 
derailmein!'' 

In conclusion, in 10<)-, it no longer makes sen.se lo have Ireight trains running this 
line, l he residenlial population in all the communities alfected is KK) large lo 
permit this mode of iransportalion lo continue. 'I'he risks are loo high and there 
ate too many people being affected. I'lea.se consider all of ihese issues and lo 
what you vvill be expo.sing the residents in these communities, N<S:S must have 
suitable alternatives, just a lew months before this announcement, thev announced 
plans to abandt)!! tin' line w hen ihis purchase took place. 'I hat vvould Iv fine 
w ith us. 

I hank you tor your consideralit)n and if you wish lo discuss anv of these fssues 
with us, plea.sc contact us al the number above. 

Sify?erelv, ^ , 

..,Z>4' .C. i -f<--^ ^ - Zlr-; i 
(uivle R. and |ohir4<. Absi 

CC: (longre.s.sman Dennis Kucinich 
I t too Detroit Rd. 
Lakewood, Ohio lalO" 

notrams diK' 



James C. Dtmghman & Yong Qiii Doughman 
327 (ilen Park Drive 

Bay I Wage. Ohio 44140 
Home Phone: 216-899-3524, Business Phone: 216-486-6100 

Business Fax: 2/6-486-6103, email: JdoughmanCasprynet. com 

8 September 1997 E N V I R O N M E N T A L 

Federal Surface fransportation Board 

DOCUMENT 
Section of Hnvironmental Analvsis 
192 5 K Street Northwest ' 
Washington. DC 20423 
Rl-:: Docket Number 33388 

Norfolk &. Southem Railroad is about to perpetrate another of its socially inesponsible 
acts by tripling the amount of commercial rail tratfic slicing through three denslev 
populated suburbs west of Clev eland Ohio With much the same indifference for public 
safety and the environment displayed in iheir previous unsuccessful effort to ciose grade 
crossings in Lakewood Ohio (one ofthe affected Western Cleveland suburbs) two years 
ago. thev are charging foreward without concem for the well-being of citizens living in 
the communities through which their rails run. 

1 have enclosed a letter 1 wrote to Congressman Dennis Kucinich which details the 
dangers involved with such a proiect I hope you will consider our objections before 
giving your blessing to this poorly conceived action 

Sincerelv 

James C Doughman. Jr. 
Citi/en 

cc Thomas Jelepis. Mayor. Bay Village. Ohio 



James ( . Doughman <$ Ydng Oiu Doughmtm 
327 (ilen Park Drive 

Bay Milage. Ohio 44140 
Home Plume: 216-899-3524. Business Phone: 216-486-6100 

Business Pav: 216-486-6103, email: jdoughmaniasprynet.com 

8 September 1997 

Congressman Dennis Kucinich 
14400 Detroit Road 
Lakewood. Ohio 44107 

Dear Congressman Kucinich 

1 have lived on the Wesl side of Cleveland for most of mv 41 years and have come to 
know Dennis Kucinich as a crusader, even a contemptirarv David, undaunted by the 
vvurid's t'lelluiia oi'vioiialhs Sir. i. and the olher residents of Bav Village. Rocky River 
and 1 akevvood. are being tormented by one Goliath in particular and are in need of your 
special talents I hat's (ioliath with a capital "Ci" and lhal rhymes with " l" and that 
stands for Trains 

Norfolk & Souihem railroad is about to perpetrate another of its socially inesponsible 
acts by tripling the amount of commercial rail traflic slicing through our communities. 
With much the same indifference tor public safety displayed in its previous unsuccessful 
effort to close grade crossings i.i Lakewood two years ago. Norfolk & Southem is 
charging foreword to implement a program which vvill endanger citizens" lives, endanger 
the environment and degrade the quality of life in the communities in which this 
companv operates Don't these people ever quit.' 

« 
People Will Die 

Lven the most amateur of statisticians would find it obv ious that increasing the number 
of trains present on a rail system increases the probability of accidents Furthen ore, 
increased rail iraftlc also increases the probability lhal an ambulance rushing a heart 
attack viclim trom Cilen Park Drive to St John's West Shore Hospital will be slopped by 
a ct)mmerciai train and have lo watt for the train to pass or detour nearly 6 miles via the 
Bradlev Roadmerpass 

Collisions & Derailments 

Collisions with molor vehicles vvill increase. That is a plain and simple fact. Crossing 
gates which frequenllv malfunction (ic frequently call "•wolf") fail lo deter motorists 
from crossing during the warning phase Irain whistles are only annoying and fai! to 
suflicienllv warn vehicles of impending doom fhere is simply no way lo avoid 
increasing tratfic fatalities when the rail traffic increases As was demonstrated in 
Lakewood closing busy grade crossing only moves fatalities from railroad property to 
cilv streets 1 here is simply no way to avoid increasing the number of train-automobile 
collisions once traffic increases on the rails. No amount of public information programs, 



school lectures or IV commercials will help 'We simpk must noi allow Norfolk & 
Southern to increase rail traffic though our neighh*)rhoods 

Dciailnients are even more problematic Shouid one oflhc automobile collisions cause a 
liain to tail trom the rails, one ot the manv shipmems of deadiv chemicals could doom 
entire communities to death and destruction I have witnessed countless proeessions o\' 
lank cars carrving hundreds olTons of lethal hvdrocvanic. sulfuric and hvdrochloric acids 
as well as dangerous solvents such as toluene I cannot imagine the damage just one ot 
these cars could cause should it f-ak even a small percentage of its contents near a school 
vard or children's park Certainlv. these kinds of shipments should be eliminated from 
residential areas, especially lhe verv denselv populated western suburbs of Cleveland, 
even at current traffic levels Increasing the rail traffic will increase the likelihood ofa 
chemicallv related disaster Ciovernments around the world are disarming chemical 
weapons arsenals We should disarm our transportation infrastructure accordingly 

Increased t meruencv .Services Response lime 

! inallv. increase emergencv vehicle response limes will be problematic for l akewood. 
Rockv River and Bav Village All three communities will be unable to sut"ficienllv 
supplv emergency services lo the northernmost residents as each is severed by the 
Norlolk & Southern rails Senous injuries occurnng at Wanen and Lake Avenue, though 
close to Lakewood hospital, could not be sut"ticiently transponed to emergencv medical 
care it a tram vvas carrving commercial cargo so a tew executives in Virginia could make 
a few extra dollars I'he only over passes are West Clifton Road in Lakewood (runninu 
next to Horace Mann Middle School), a small road in Rocky River across from 
Kensington Idementarv School and Clague and Bradley Roads in Bay Village, far from 
the nearest Hospital or emergencv care cenier Norfolk & Southem must be stopped 

All three communities are.bounded bv I .ake lnc on the north All the vvater tables from 
these communities drain into the lake A ha/.ardo;is chemical spill could seriously 
impact the wildlife in and on the lake Also. Cleveland .Melroparks in Lakewood and 
Bav \'illage could be decimated should a lank car of hydrocyanic acid spill its lethal 
contents at the vvroim location 

1 he onlv solution is lo nd our eommunilies o\' Norfolk & Southem once and for all. 

Our Way of Life W ill Degrade 

1 ram wh-stles are loud 1 hev are st) loud that thev echo for more than a mile from their 
source ()nc blast 12 c-- 14 limes a dav is bad enough, but one every 34 minutes m siinpiv 
not acceptable One ofthe reasons I moved from Lakewood to Bay Village was lo 
escape the thunderous noise pollution emitted hv the railroad 1 like waking'̂ up in the 
morning to the sound of crickets and gulls 1 detest the should of tram whistles Those 
residents unfortunate enough ui live near the tracks have the most to lose Thetr propertv 
values Will fall through the Iloor Certainlv. our triends at Norfolk & Southem have no 
pian lo reimburse these indiv iduals I'or their losses. 



Railroads are dirtv Diesel electric locomotives emit- tons .of pollution into the 
atmosphere everv month Since diesel fuel is not as refined as gasoline, locomotives 
belch black, foul smelling smoke across the countrvsidc Also, the rail lines are 
accumulating bins for trash Norfolk <fc Soulhern has agam been completely derelict in 
Its resp<insibililies to its host communities and has allowed its rights of way to become 
garbage dumps. 

Indeed. Norfolk & Southern is not a good housekeeper I his company has left its 
propertv (bridges, equipment shacks and rights of way) in a pitiful .state of disrepair 
Once this companv is denied permi.ssion to increase traffic on the Wesl Side rails, it 
should be compelled to clean up Us act. regardless of cost Norfolk & Southern pays 
nearlv no taxes to the communities through which it runs It should al least maintain its 
property and eliminate the myriad of evesorcs its operations have created. 

Sut;<»estions for Impeding the Spread of the Norfolk & Southern Kpidemic 

Ihc tirsi steps arc bemg taken bv |->iolirig our governmental resources in a concerted 
effort to put a slop lo mcreased rail traffic Certainly our mavors. congressional 
representatives, .senators and govemor will be pitching in But 1 believe individual 
cilizens must also become involved Perhaps citi/en action groups could be formed to 
sign petitions, write letters to Norfolk & Soulhern cusiomers and. perhaps, stage peaceful 
deinonslralions oi rallies. Do you know ol anv such groups'' If so. please let me know so 
that I rnay become involved. 

The Final Solution 

We should not stop vvith the withdrawal ofthe Norfolk & Southem proposal to increase 
commercial rail trallic. We should get nd oflhe rails once and for all Two years ago, 
Norfolk & Southem removed one of two rail Imes running through Cleveland s westem 
suburbs. Lefs see if we can get them lo remov e the olher one. 

Please contact me if you vvould like mv help. 

Sincerelv 

James C. Doughman, Jr. 

cc 1 ederai Surface I ransportalion Board. Docket Number 33388 
I homas Jelepis, Mayor. Bay Village, Ohio 
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federal Surface 'fransportation Hoard 2̂>̂  
Seclion of fnv ironmental .Analvsis 
192S K Streei. N. W. 
W ashington. D. C. 20 t2.̂  

RE: Norfolk & Southern's proposal to increase rail traffic 
FD .̂ .̂ 388 

I o W hom It .May Concern: 

This letter is to inform you of my concerns surrounding the proposed increase in 
irain Ir.iflic by .Norfolk cN Southern ihrough lhe vveslern suburbs of Cleveland 
Ohio. 

1 live in the communitv of Hav Vill;-e, the northern boarder hits l.ake l^rie, and 
the .southern boarder is lined by the N.NS rail line, 'I'o Hay Village's easl running 
along the lake shore are the eommunilies of Rocky Riv er and Lakewood. fo the 
west is the communitv of .Xvon l.ake. To the .south, acn)ss the iracks is Westlake. 
fach ol these communities are prinririly residenlial and heavily populated with 
homes, 'l he rail tracks lileralh' run ihrough manv manv- neighborhoods, for those 
w ho live to the north of the N̂NS rail line, crossing the tracks, at least dailv. is 
common place. 

Specifically the concerns I have with respect to the propo.sed tripling ofthe irains 
from approximatelv 12 lo ."̂ 0 in per dav are as follow s: 

1. .\!v :iccess to cmergencv serv ices w heri.- time is critical, 'fhe .services are soulh. 
1 iie one :UK1 >ni> WKICI \\\.\\ allows bridge access over the tracks is nowhere 
near the closest hospital. Delaying eniergencv :iccess ,-̂ 0 times ;i dav is too 
riskv. 1 Urther, the times w here the irains simply stop in or craw 1 through our 
neigh!iorhoods causes unsettling nsk to llie residenis of these conimunities. 

2 fhe noise pollution th;it the irains create in the neighborhoods is tremendous, 
•fhere are /onmg laws for :iirpons :md highways. W hy should vve allow freighl 
Irains to ramble tlirough our neighborhoods (in many instances the tracks are 
closer to the liomcs than the citv' streets!!! creating noise so loud thai you 
;;innol hear the person next lo vou - .-̂O limes a dav. 
I'he safetv- issue would be tnpled. 

• .'Mready w e h.ive accidents and fal;ililies involving freight trains. But 
now, we are tripling lhe nsk which will inevitably increase the injuries 
;ind de;ilhs. 

c 
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W hat are these trains carrv ing;- Toxic subsiances, nammable sub.slances 
or worse.-- W hal lypes ot heallh risks or catastrophes are we lhe cilizen.s 
ol Ihese communities, being expo.sed lo in the event of an accideni or 
derailment? 

In conclusion, in 199- it no longer makes sen.se lo have freighl irains running this 
line. I he residential population in all the communities affected is loo large to 
penmt this mode ol transportation lo conlinue. The risks are too high and there 
are too many people being affected. I'lea.se consider all of the.se issues and lo 
w hai you w ill be exposing the residenis in lhe.se communities, N&S must have 
suitable alternatives, just a few months before this announcement, thev announced 
plans to abandon the line when this purchase look place. That would be fine 
w ith us. 

•fhank you for your consideration and if vou wish to di.scuss anv of these issues 
w itti us, please contact us al lhe number above. 

Sandra L. Kolaru ' ^ 

cc: Congressman Dennis Kucinich 
l'i4()o Detroit Rd. 
Lakewood, Ohio 'iilO" 

notrains doc 
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f ederal Surtace l iansp<)rtali(m Board 
Section ol I nvinmmenl Analvsis 
1925 K Streei. NW 
W ashington. DC 20433 

.VI I LN l lON: Documem Number I-D333XX 

Cientlemen: 

1 am contacting vou aboul the plan ol Norfolk and Southem Railroad and CS.X 
fransportation to purcha.se Conrail Corporation and to route more, longer, and faster 
freighl tiains ihrougli the west side ot Cleveland. ('hio. l akewood. Rockv River. Bav 
\ illage and \v (m Lake. < )hio. I he lour cities adjoining Clev eland are all suburban 
eommunities with little or no industry , and with the N'S tracks as close as 20 to 25 feet to 
private homes. I o sa> that the proposed plan would increase danger and inconvenience to 
these cities doesn't begin U> cov er Ihe situalitm. 

1 hav e owned mv propertv in I akewood for over 40 years and until the last few years the 
trains did not negativ elv impact my enjov ment of mv home. But wilhin the la.st lew v ears. 
the speed ot the trains hav e graduallv increased, the number ot cars on each treight have 
increased, there are an alarming number ot "piggy back" cars (which il derailed would land 
in mv back bedroom), and tankers carrving hazardous material arc now common. 

1 his past month, there was an accident al a Lakewood crossing involving an auto and a 
tram. I he height train was evenluaiiv stopped in l.uclid. ()hio. aboul 1 5 miles awav. ITie 
railroad, alter the emergencv call trom Lakewood police, stopped a second freighl that was 
lollowing 1 hal train was slopped wilhin a citv block's length ol Ihe accideni scene. I'he 
stopped irain. incidenlallv. stretched 1-1 4 miles west into neighboring Rockv River. 

1 iv e V ears ago. it was rare lo wait at a railroad ciossing in 1 akewood lor four minutes, now 
It is not unusual to wait up to eight minutes tor a train to pass Minutes that can be crucial 
to residents waiting lor emergency, lire or police vehicles, .And thafs when the train is 
moving. W hat aboul a train stopped tor some malfunction that blocks crossings tor up to 
30 minutes'.' It happens. 



My home sits less than 50 feet from the track A derailment of a car earn ing hazardous 
cargo could be a catastrophe. Interstates througji p»)pulous areas do not permit hazardous 
cargo - those Irucks masi take routes through industrialized area, raiher than through 
residential zones. Why shouldn't the same apply lo treight trains? 

Picase prevent the addition of any rail traltic on the Cleveland-X ennilion line of Norfolk 
and Southern.. 

Sincereh. 

\ i r ^ a (nil Fitzgerald 
13026 I lazelwood .Avenue 

I .akewood. Ohio 44107 
216-226-0232 
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1 ederai Surtace 1 ransportation Board , ^ 
Section of fnv ironment . Analysis \ ***'WGanB»T. 
1925 k Sireet. NW STB 
W ashington. DC 20433 

.VFTF.N flON. Document Number 1 1)33388 

(icntlemen: 

This letter is a plea to v t)u to prevent the addition of any rail freight trallic on the 
Cleveland-\'ermilin line of Norlolk and Souihem Railroad. 

fhis plan would dismpt so manv lives, disturb the peace of bcautifu' neighborhoods, 
endanger the health of thousands of people trom coal dast exposure, noise pollution, the 
potential danger of toxic chemicals, and the economic consequences of decreased propertv 
value and lax revenues would be devastating. 

()ur home is in Lakev ood. ()hto where we have 28 streets that are bisected bv NS tracks. 
Addiiional Irains a" 1 u nger. faster trains are a danger to our citizens and children. 
I akewood Joes not ha\e school busing and students attending X schools cross the tracks al 
least twice each day. ()ui police, lire and emergencv vehicles would be seriouslv impacted 
bv anv increase in freighl rail lialfic through our citv. More overpasses and underpasses 
would not remove all ol the rail threats to our neighborhoods. ()n interstates through 
populated areas, signs bear tlic letters "IR " - hazardous cargo - with a slash through it. 
meaning certain trucks should take routes through industriabzed »reas. rather than through 
residential zones. Whv shouldn't the same applv lo freight tran. 

.\gain. please amsider the heahh and safety of thousands of re ucnls in Northern Ohio 
and prev ent thi escalation of unsafe and unhealthv freight movement through our cities 
along I ake 1 r.c. 

Sincerelv. 

\iiginia (i I'itzgeiald 
13026 1 lazelwood .Avenue 
Lakewood. Ohio 44107 
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Federal Surface Transportation Board 
Seclion of linv ironmental Analyf :s 
1925 K Sireet NW 
W ashit^gton. DC 20423 
No. FD33388 

1 am a resident of Bay Village. Ohio. /Xs you probably alreadv know. Norfolk & 
Soulhern (NttS) Railroad has proposed an increase in rail traffic through the westshore 
communities tnmi 13 lo approximatelv 38 irains per day. 1 his is contingent upon N&S 
and CSX's successful acquisilion of Conrail asseis which must be approv ed by your 
Board in .lune of 1998. 

1 he safety, heallh. and economic impacl this could hav e on v irtually all of us in such a 
densely populated area ci>uld be dev aslaliiig. Consequently, although discussions are 
underwav w ith N&S lo delermine alternate routes, this proposal to v irtually triple traffic 
leav es us no olher choice but to tight with ev erv thing in our povver to prevent this from 
occurring. 

1 strongly urge vou to fight on our behalf that either they find alternate routes, oi that this 
acquisilion be squashed. I hank you. 

Sincerelv vours. 

.ludilh Koellikcr 
400 Walmar Drive 
Bav \'illai:e Oi l 44140 
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Scott & Antoinette Riidgc 
.itinew av Dr. 

Bay V i i i aoe .OH 44140 

September (•). 1997 

DOCUMENT 

Federal Surface fransportation Board 
.Section of Hnv ironmental Analvsis 
i92.SK .Street N W 
Washington, DC 2042.^ 

I~)ear Board Members: 

I am w r i l ing to express mv oR\nt concern about the railmad traffic increases proposed by Norfolk 
& Southern through tho northwostorn portion of Ciiv ahog;'. { \ iun tv . Ohio. We wish U> add our 
voices to those intensely against these increases. 

Wc liv e approximatelv .^(X) yds from the railroad tracks. The ho^ pitals and emergencv help is on 
the other side of these tracks. A l l highway access is on the other side of these tracks. The 
increased traff ic w i l l greatl) effecl the env ironmental Ixilaiice of Ihc conimunii ies on either side of 
the tracks. 

,^s a school chi ld. I lost a friend to the trains that run these routes. Her death was traumatic and 
horrif ic and w as the result of tw o trains trav eling in opposite directions. .Altboiigh the route has 
since btcn reduced to one direction, the propos;' fo increase rail traff ic by ^Q(^^r has terr i fying 
implications for other children along the dense', populated route. 

We liv ed in I .akewood. Ohio for severa! ye^irs and. w hile concemed at the prospects for our ow n 
neighborhood, w e hav e an ev en greater concem for our friends and neighbors in that city. I f these 
plans are allow ed to go forward, we tmly fear for Iheir health and s^ifety of the children in fhat cify. 

I he proposed increast" in this rail traffic is unacceptable for reasons to numerous to discount. 
Please keep us infomied of anything we can do to help stop this insanity. 

Sincerelv. 

Scott & .Antoinette Riidge 
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1997. I . 
MANAGEHB̂ T 

\ STB £2 
5^^>tt!nibcr 4. 1997 

I'edtM-al Surt'ace Transpcirtation Bivird 
Section o\ I nviroiiiiHMital .'Xtuih ^is 
bC"-k Street, N.W , 
Washington, l),C, 2tU2,''> 

1 ederai Docket No. 1 1) v>SS 

To whom if mav concern: 

I stiiMiglv oppose fhe propo>al fo incie ise to ."̂S the nutuber of trains trav eling 
e.K ll dav through fhe in>rfhvve>tern suburbs ot Clev i land. Such frequent train 
crossings vvould po>e great danger io fhe area: if would greaflv increase the risk 
ot accidents and wmtld seriouslv restrict fhe access of emergencv vehicles. 

In addifion fo fhe dangers created, fhis priiposal vvould impose severe eciMiomic 
penalties. If vv-cniKl disrupt the fUwv oi Irattic. cutting merchatits off from large 
nun1ber̂ • ot then customers, f inallv, fhe noise and inconv enience caused bv the 
trains would most certainlv depress propertv v alues in vvhat are now some of 
the nu>st desirabli' neighborhoods m C.reafi"- (. lev eland. 

I ca 1 upon vou to I'xerusf vour respotisibilitv to the public and reject this 
prof osal. 

Sincerelv, 

Sar.i \1 Roche 

I b»(̂  Oellvvood Driv e 
Westlake. C ĥio 4414=; 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

September 2, 1997 

f ederal Surlace I ransportation Board 
Section of 1 nvironment .\nalvsi.s 
1925 K Sireel. NW 
Washingttm. IX" 204.̂ .̂  

A l l l.N IION; Document Numbei I D.VV̂ KK 

Ctcnilemen: 

ITiis lener is a plea lo vou to prevent lhe addition of any rail freight trallic on the 
Cleveland-\ ermilin Une ol Nortolk and Southern Railroad. 

I his plan would disiupl so manv lives, disturb the peace ol Iteauiilul neighborhoods. 
emUinger the health ol lh(̂ asands ot people trom coal dust exposure, noi.se pollution, the 
potential dangei ol loxic chemicals, and Ihe economic consequences ot decrca.scd propertv 
v alues and lax revenues would be dexasialing. 

()ur home is m 1 akew(H>d. ()hio where we have 2X slreels ihat are bisected bv NS tracks. 
Additional trains and longer, laster trains are a danger lo our eili/ens and children. 
I akewot>d does not have school busing and students attending X schools cross the tracks at 
least twice each dav ()ui police, lire and emeigenev vehicles would be seriouslv impacted 
bv anv increase m Ireighl rail trallic through our cilv More overpa.vscs and undeipasscs 
vvi>uld not remove all ol Ihc rail threats to (>ui neighborhtMKls. ()n inlei-stales thri>ugh 
populated areas, signs bear Ihc letters "1 iV" - ha/aidous cargo - with a slash thii>ugh il. 
meaning certain Imcks should Like routes ihrough industriali/ed areas, rather lhan thiough 
residenlial /ones W hy shouldn't the same applv lo height liains.' 

.\.gain. please consider the health and salelv of thousands ol residents in Northem ()hio 
and prevent the escalation ol unsale and unhcallhv treight nunement thiough our cities 
alonu I ake I ric. 

Sincerelv, 

V-
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DOCUMENT 

Federal Surfaco Transptirtation 
Board Seclion of l.nv ironmenl Analvsis 
l925 K S t N W 
Washmgton. DC 20423 

Dear Board of fnv ironment Analvsis. 

August 28. 1997 
I ed'̂  Docket ••• I ()3.v>8K 

fourteen trams are crossing the Cilv of Lakewood Ohio on a daily basis The railroad 
companies are planning to increase the number of trains bv a factor of three, w hich means 
that thirtv-cight trains vvould cross the citv everv single day 

I he fr',-quent tram crossing would bring the traffic m the citv almost to stand still, would 
increase the unnecessary gasoline use and with it air pollution. 

The frequent tram crossings would be unsafe especially for children who walk to school 
and need to cross the railroads 

^hc citv would need a hospital, a fire station, and a p'llicc station on the north side to help 
those who need urgent help and cannot wait till the trains pass bv 

f hirty-eight trains per dav would increase the already high noise level. The railroad 
crossings arc close lo each other and the whistling does not slop between crossings. All 
along the railroads, the homes are onlv a few feet away from the homes the noisc^and the 
V ibraiion would cause senous health eflects. sleep deprivation, hearing problems, 
disruption m the communitv life, and damage to the foundations ofthe homes just few 
t'cet's t'rom lhe iracks 

It seems that the railroad crossings in our city are significant routes of transportation 1 
thmk thai a wort able solution would be lo have underground crossings I he underground 
crossing would not disrupt the dailv trafllc. would save gasoline, vvoijild not pollute the 
air. would be safe toi children to walk to ;>chool. would considerablv reduce the noise 
coming from the tram whistling, and would not narm the foundation ofthe nearby homes. 

I hope that vou will help lo address our concems. 

Thank vou for lisleninti' 

Sincerelv 

Isabella II Jalics 
14312 Detroit Rd •• 548 
Lakewood. OH 44107 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT JOHN & SALLY HHRDM.'VN 

345 SADDLER ROAD 
BAY VILLAGE. OHIO 44140 zS 

Federal Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environmental .\nalysis 
1925 KStreet. NVV 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Re: ED 33388 

Gentlemen: 

Norfolk & Southem (N&S) Railroad has proposed an increase in rail traffic through Bay Village from 
1 3 to approximately 38 trains per day. w hich is contingent upon N&S and CSX s acquisition of Conrail 
assets. This acquisition is contingent upon your approval. 

The safetv health, and economic impact this could have on virtually all the people in such a densely 
populated area could be devastating . We understand that alternate routes are being discussed, how ever 
we feel that the acquisition of the Conrail assets will be detrimental to the interests of the people of the 
westshore communities: and ask that you do not approv e the transfer of assets. 

We understand that railroads play an important part in the country. however we feel that the safety and 
welfare ofthe thousands of people are at stake. We thank you for your support on this issue. 

Sincerely yours, 

.y / y ^..r I 

John and Sally Heidman 
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ENViRO'NMENTAL 
DOCUMENT y^*^ 

September 3rd, 1997 ' "̂ ^ " . 

•^^ 
Federal Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environment Analysis 
Document "FD33388" 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Ref.: Document FD33388, 
Norfolk Soutfiern Corporation, 

Cleveland-Vermilion Line. 
Dear Sir/Madam: 

I'm writing to demonstrate my concern over the proposed rerouting of 
Norfolk Southern freight trains on the Cleveland-Vermilion line. 

Currently, my family and my neighbors have to endure approximately 
fourteen trains a day over the Cleveland-Vermilion road bed. 

Norfolk Southern Corporation proposes, by way of rerouting, to run 
upwards of forty trains a day. 

My home occupies land about seven-hundred f i f t y feet from Norfolk 
Southern's Une. We've lived here twenty years. Certainly, we were aware of 
the railroad when we purchased the property. And, we were aware of modest 
t r a f f i c on -he line. Now, f-.is Ccir.pany purposes to nearly t r i p l e the t r a f f i c 
over this rc. ̂ . 

I'm concerned about the additional NOISE. I'm concerned about the 
disruption of automobile, emergency vehicle and pedestrian TRAFFIC FLOW. I'm 
concerned over the increased potential for ENVIRONMIENTAL DISASTER due to a 
derailment. I'm concerned over the potential of increased accidents and the 
possibily of INJURY & DEATH to citizens cf the community. 

Lakewood Ohio, is a residential community of approximately sixty 
thousand inhabitants. We've put-up with train t r a f f i c for years. But, 
Norfolk-Southern's proposal goes far beyond what the citizens of Lakewood 
should have to ar^rept. 

I'm demanding a thorough and exhaustive review of Norfolk-Southern's 
proposal. Forty trains a day through our town is too much to bear. 

Sincerely, \ 

David W.' Jories 

1373 Granger Avenue 
Lakewood, OH. 44107 
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DOCUMENT 

KARKN KKI.I ^ KRAI .S 
Attorney Al Law 

2064" Beaconsfield BKd. 

Rocky Ri\er. Ohio 44114 

(216)333-(»63" 

Septemher I . IW7 ^ 

l ederal Surtace I ransportalion i'̂ oard 

Section of f-n\ ironineni Analysis 

\^2^ K St NW 

W ashington. L) I " 20423 

Document No I D .v-3K8 

Re Nort'olk Southern-C'SX ! ransportation Merger 

Dear Sir Madam: 

1 am writing this letter to express m\ great concern and displeasure at the proposed merger 

between Norfolk Southern. L S.X Transportation and Conrail which would result in a tripling of 

the freight tram traffic m m\ neigiihorhood Currently, the trams are loud and mcon\ement 

W hislles are blown at full force at 4:A M and a slow tram m the middle oflhe dav sets traffic 

and school buses behind b\ Id minutes or more I o treble ihis incon\enience would be a true 

detriment to all the surrounding neighborhoods 

I.ike most people in the neighborhoods alTtected by this proptisal. m\ families' biggest 
unestment is our home < Hir house is one street from the tracks so the noise, danger, and 
incon\enience of this mcreased traffic will ad\ersel\ affect our housing \alue The noise and 
disturbance ofthe trains are the biggest problem so building o\erpasses will not help the 
situatuMi 

1 tucks aic not alk>wed to dri\c through residential areas and 1 belic\e this slu>uld be true of 

freight trams Ihere are tracks south ofthe Cit\ of C leseland and its Western suburbs that go 

through industrial areas and wide open spaces and this is where the trams should be routed. 

I'lease do not allow this merger lo rum our beaulifiil neighborhoods. 

Ver\ truK \ours. 

Karen kelK kraus 
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ENVIRONMENttl.,.K,.>H .MCM.VHT.H 
J ^ Q ^ ^ i y i g ATTORNEYS ANO COUNSELORS AT LAW 

JOHN GREGG McMASTEB 
HENRV DARGAN McMAS-TFR 
GEORGE HUNTER McMASTER' 
FRANK BARNWELL McMASTER 
BRYAN P STIRLING 

OF COUNStL 

JOSePH D McMASTER 

•ALSO ADMITTED 'N TEXAS 

P A L M E T T O B U I L D I N G P O U R T H F L O O R 

1 4 0 C M A I N S T R E E T 

P O S T O F n C E B O X 7 3 3 7 

« " O I , l M H I A . H o t T 1 1 C ' , \ K O I . i > . \ - ^ f t - H f ^ 

T E L E P H O N E ( 8 0 3 ) 7 9 9 . « 4 9 9 

T E L E F A X ( 8 0 3 ) 2 5 J - 2 2 < 0 

September 2, 1997 

FnANK G TOMPKINS 

FRANK Q TOMPKINS JR 

ELIJABf TM F FLOPtOat 

1994 1975 

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

RE: CSX Corporation, lnc (CSX) 
Norfolk Southern Corporation 
Norfolk Southern Railway Co. 
Conrail Inc. 
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) 

(NS) 

CHARLESTON OFFICE 

(9031 123 00«0 

CONWAY OFFICE 

H M ) 249 0043 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

I have your l e t t e r of July 28, 1997 r e l a t i v e t o CSX and NS 
seeking authorization to acquire control of Conrail and f o r the 
subsequent d i v i s i o n of Conrail's assets by CSX and NS. 

CSX and NS are viable and operating r a i l r o a d s . Why should 
your agency put i n place a 350 day schedule f o r the proposed 
tr a n s a c t i o n . 

Why should i t take one day? 

When t h i s matter i s completed both w i l l be operating r a i l r o a d s 
over the same tracks as the precise isFor. Why i n the world should 
your approval take so long as ind.^ ced by your 350 day schedule. 

Yours very t r u l y , 

John Gre^q McMaster 

JGM/atw 
cc: Senator Strom Thurmond 

Congressman Floyd Spence 



ENViRG^̂ iVIENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Mississippi Department of Archives and History 
Historic Preservation Division • Post Office Box 571 • Jacltson, Mississippi 39205-0571 

i f l r f i n m Telephone 601-359-6940 • Fax 601-359-6955 

September 4 1997 

Ms Elaine K Kaiser 

Chief Section of Environmental Analysis ; . 
Surface Transportation Board 
Wasfiington. D C 20423 ' 

Dear Ms Kaiser ~ 

RE Railroad Control Application, Finance Docket No 33388 Norfolk 
Southern/CSXyConrail Railroad Acquisition. National Historic Preser­
vation Act. Section 106 Compliance-Project No 96-678-4 

We have reviewed the September 3, 1997, facsimile transmission of Mr Richard 
Starzak. Senior Architectural Historian. Myra L Frank & Associates, and 
accompanying documentation (environmental report and supplemental 
environmental report) regarding the above referenced project proposal in 
accordance with our responsibilities outlined in Procedures for the Protection of 
Historic and Cultural Properties.' 36CFR800 4 and 800 5 The aforementioned 
material indicated that no acquisition related activities (changes to rail line 
segments, rail yards, intermodal facilities, abandonments, or new construction 
projects) are proposed in Mississippi In that regard, we concur that no 
properties listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places w:ll be affected and that Section 106 consultation wit'. this office has 
been completed We therefore have no reservations with the proposal. 

Should there be additional work in connection with the project, or should there 
be any changes in the scope of work, please let us know in order that we may 
provide you with appropriate comments for compliance with the above 
procedures Your continued cooperation is appreciated 

Sincerely, 

By Roger G Walker 
Review and Compliance Officer 

cc Clearinghouse for Federal Programs 
_ Mr Richard Starzak 
.'v^^r,' - Wilham F Winter prfsident Van R Burnham, |r ,̂ rch Dalrymple III ' Lynn Crosby Gammill 
. n; ,' , n Sr Martis L' Ramage )r Everfttf Truly Rosemary Taylor Williams / Sherwood W \«is€ 
[Vp-irimLTii [ii.'f.ior tibert R Hilliard 



OFFICE OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL 

Ciiy of WesiUL 
?7216 HU L I A R D B O U L E V A R D 

W E S T L A K E , O H I O 44145 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

September 5, 1997 

871 3300 
AR EA C O D E ?16 

Federal Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
1925 K Street N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Dear Members: 

Enclosed i s a c e r t i f i e d copy of Resolution No. 1997-184, which i s 
being forwarded to you pursuant to Section 3 of the l e g i s l a t i o n . 

The l e g i s l a t i o n was adopted by the Westlake City Council on 
September 4, 1997. 

Sincerely, 

Sus?.!-. rreh6da 
Cle ; < : ' unc i 1 

SJP/ 

Enc losure 

/ LC l^\:c(o-



CITY OF WESTLAKE, OHIO 
RESOLUTION NO 1997-184 

A RKSOLl nOiN I RGING CONGRESS AND 
I HK FEDER.\L Sl RFACE TR.\NSPORTATION 
BOARD TO DENY NORFOLK SOITHERN (NS) 
AND CSX TRANSPORTATION'S PROPOSAL 
FOR JOINT ACQMSITION OF CONRAIL, 
INC., AND DECLARING AN EMERGENC\. 

WHERE.AS, Norfolk Southem (NS) and CSX Transportation are proptising joint acquisition 
ofConrail. lnc and plan to increase the number of freight trains through the northwestern suburbs 
froi 1 fourteen (14) per dav to thirty-eight (.̂ 8» per dav, and 

WHERE.AS. the proposal will be brought before the Federal Surface Transportation Board 
before ,iune, 1998 tbr approval, and 

W HliRE.AS. an increase in daih tVeight trans use would crcaie a health and safetv concem 
tbr the City of Westlake widonts due to the fact that emergency paramedic runs to hospitals could 
be increased bv a mininnini of fit\een (15) minutes in order to use the Clague Road overpass if said 
tracks are una\ ailable to use for emergencv \ ehicles, whereby minutes in response time can often 
mean lhe ditVerence between lite and death, and 

WHI REAS, an increase in dailv freight train use would adversely impact the ability ofall 
tvpes of CLHirdinated emergencv response teams bclween the City of Westlake and other westshore 
communities to best utiii/t each oilier's medical faci 'ties and flie and police tbrces and equipment 
in a predictable and timely fashion, and 

WHERE AS, there are numerous safety concems at rail crossings due to increased rail trafllc 
which v\ou!d increase the risk ot collisions between trains and cars, tmcks and pedestnans, and 

W HÎ RE AS, concems o\cr health and safety due to potential increase in the tiansporting of 
hazardous matenals which m c;ise ot" derailment would necessitate the evacuation of manv residents 
of Westlake who live near the tr,icks, and 

W HI ;R1: AS, an increase in dajy freight train use would create environmental concerns wilh 
regard lo noise and air pollution, and 

WHERI' \S, total isolation of our community trom the nouth during heavilv traveled time 
on the tracks would impact both our and adjacent communities bolh residenlial and business, and 



CITY OF WESTLAKE, OHIO 
RESOl.n iON NO 1997- 184 
PAGE : 

WHERE.AS, an mcrease in rail traffic would have a negative impact on propeny values 
which direetlv impacts both the Citv and School budgets, and 

WHERE.AS. tho Cities of Bav N'illage, Rockv River and 1 akewood have filed a Notice of 
Intent to Panicipatc wiili the Federal Surtace 1 ranspoilation Board so that they mav beco.iie Parties 
of Record 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOlAED BV THE COl NCll OE riU CH^' OE 
WESn.AKL. C OI NTV 01- C^^ AHOGA AND STATE OE OHIO 

Section I That the Council of the Cilv of \\ estlake, Ohio opposes the acquisition of 
Conrai', lnc b\ Noifolk Soiithoin and CSX I ransportation, which as a result of this acqoisition 
would incica,sc tail [tatfic on the route connecting \crniilion. Ohio to Cleveland, Olin.', ti crchv 
creating health atid satet\ concerns tor the residents ot the City of \\ estlake and other wesL hore 
communities 

Section 2 That Council uiges all cili/ens ofthe Citv of Westlake to support their efforts 
in this opposition b\ tbiwauiing letters of concern to the Federal Surtace I ransportation Board. 
Section of En\ironmental AnaKsis (SE A), K Street N U , Washington D C 20A2:\ in an 
eflbit to 1KI\O tlH>>c coiKoins mcorporaled into the fmal version oflhe Environmental Impact 
Statement which will be considered by the Fedeial Surtace Transp<irtation Board prior to its final 
decision 

Section 3 That the Clerk of Council is herebv directed lo submil a cop\ of this 
Resolution to the Federal Surtace I ransportvition Hoaui Senator Michael DeWine, Senator John 
(ilenn. Congressman Dennis J Kucinich, Cuneinor CiovMge \ \ oinovich. Stale Senaior Gary C 
Suhadolnik, State Repiesentali\e I dwaid E K.usputis Cuvahoga County Commissioners, NO.AC.A, 
Rl A. the Regional Planning Commission, the Ma>ors ofthe Cities of Rocky River, Lakewood and 
Bay \ illage 

Section 4 That it is found and determined that all tbnnal actions of this C ourcil 
a>nceming and relating to this legislation was adopted in an open meeting of this Council and that 
all deliberations of this Council and of an\ of Committees lhal resulted in such tbrmal action 
wc ,,' m meetings open to the public in compliance with all legal requirements, including Section 
10. .-Xrticle XI ofthe Charter of the Cifv of Westlake 

Scciioii ^ Thai this legislation is hereby declared to be an emergencv measure 
imaicJiatcK necessarv for the preservation ofthe public health, safetv and welfare, and tbr the 
further reason stated m the preamble thereof and further provided it receives the atTirmative vote 



CITY OF WESTLAKE, OHIO 
RESOLUTION NO 1997- 184 
P.AGE 3 

of two-thirds ofall members elected to Council, it shall take effea and be in force iT îmedialely upon 
its piissage and approv ai by the Mayor 

Passed 

9/3/97 Presented to Mayor 

ATTEST 

Susan Prehoda, Clerk of Council 

Michael 1- Ki 

Approved 9/5/Q7 

Dennis M Clough, Mayor 

OtikdiCottttidHCtid 
otriN that lhe foripoiio b a tw om of Mmc* 
RisoUiOfiNo. 19 97 -



. • Sandra L. Holaru 
• %•' 572 Woodlane Dr. 
' "-'-̂  Bav Village, Ohio 44140 

DOCUMENT (440)871-5685 
ENVIRONMENTAL 

^̂ '̂  W August 26, 1997 

Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environnicnl.il Analvsis 
1925 K Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. c;. 20 »2.-̂  

RE: Norfolk & Southern's proposal to increase rail traffic 

f o Whom ll May Concern: 

This letter is to infonn you of my concerns surrounding the proposed increase in 
train traffic bv Norfolk ^i: Southern ihrough the western suburbs of Cleveland 
Ohio. 

I live in the community of Bay Village, the northern border hits Lake Erie, and the 
soulhern border is lined by the N&S rail line. To Bay Village's east mnning along 
lhe lake shore are the communities of Rocky Kiver and Lakewood. To the west is 
the community of Av on fake. To the south, across the tracks is Westlake. Each of 
ihe.se conwu- . s are pnmarih- residential and heavily populated w ith homes. 
The rail fiicks literally run ihrough many many neighborhoods. For those who 
live to lhe nonh o. lhe N<.S:S rail line, crossing the tracks, at leasl daily, is common 
place. 

Specifically the concerns 1 have w ith respecl to the proposed tripling of the trains 
from approximatelv 12 lo .-̂ 0 in per day are as follows; 

1. .My access to emergency services where lime is critical. The services are soulh. 
The one and o'^lv road ihat allow s bridge acce.ss over the tracks is nowhere 
near the closest iiospital. Delaying emergency access .HO times a day is too 
risky, funher, the limes w here the trains simply stop n or crawl through our 
neighborhoods causes urisellling risk lo the residents of these communities. 

2. The noise polluiion that the trains create in the neighborhoods is tremendous. 
There ;ire zoning laws for airports and highways. Why should we allow freight 
trains to ramble through our neighborhoods (in many instances the iracks are 
Lio.ser to the homes than the city streets!!) creating noi.se so loud thai you 
cannot hear the person ne.xl lo you. Further, 1 appreciate and respect the need 
for the conductors lo sound their horns while approaching an intersection, 
how ever, many of the conductors, particularly in the night, sound them 
excessively without reason. 

^. I'he safely issue would be tripled, 
• .'Mreadv vv e have accidents and fatalities involving freight trains. But 

now , w e are tripling the nsk w hich will inevitably increase the injuries 



Surtace Transponation Board 
Section of Enviromnental Analysis 
1925 K Sireel, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20423 

August 21, 1997 

Page 2 

and deaths. 

• What are these trains carry ing? Toxic substances, flammable substances, 
or worse? What types of heallh risks or catastrophes are we, the cilizens 
of these communities, being exposed lo in the evenl of an accideni or 
derailment? 

In conclusion, in 1997, it no longer makes .sense lo have freight trains mnning this 
line. The residential population in all the coinmunities affected is too large lo 
pennit this mode of transponation to continue. The risks are loo high and there 
are too many people being affected. Please consider all of these issues and lo 
what you will be exposing the residents in these communities. .\&S must have 
suitable alternaiiv es, ju.st a few months before this announcement, they announced 
p'ans lo abandon the line when this purcha.se look place. That would be fine 
with me. 

Thank you for your consideralion and if you wish lo discuss any of these issues 
with us, plea.sc conlact me at the number above. 

Sincerely, 

Sandra L. Hotaru 

noirains doc 



Carolyn Steigman 

DOCUMENT (216)892-3940 

.. . 

September 3, 1997 ,^y^ 

Federal Surface Transportation Board 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
1925 K Street NAV 
Washington, DC 20423 

Dear Sir or Madam 

1 am writing lo you conceming N&S and CSX's intended acquisition of Conrail's 
assets 1 undersiand that this acquisition must be approved by your organization If N&S 
and CSX are successftil in their acquisilion, the rail traffic through the northwestern 
communities of Cleveland will dramatically increase from 13 trains a day to approximately 
38 trains a day! 

The impact this would have on the safety, health, and economy of such a densely 
populated area would be devastating While railroads play a vital role in the country, 
common sense has to exist w hen the safely and welfare of literally thousands of individuals 
are at stake In my own case, the increased noise, air pollution, and dismption of traffic 
such an increase in rail traffic would cause, will change my city from a thriving community 
into a very undesirable place to live In shon the community would wither 

I urge you tc disapprove this acquisition I heps I can count on your support 

Sincerely, 

•J 

Carolyn Steigman 
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^!:irk and Lynni' (irocr 
V \ nr '̂crt'\\̂ )î 'i Drive 
Bav \ illage. Oi l 44l4iJ 

Sept .Nil her \'>.7 

Eedcr;il Surl 

S..\'t Cl .^t'\-\v. I . - -ni.••.I. l! \ i!vMs 

l is U ' l . t o i ' 1 I > 

I A M ! I tt^em' '-''r .A'C mation Board. Section i f f n\ironiiu''nal .\:i;rv-is 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

542 Oakmoor Road 
Bay Village, Ohio 44140 

September 4. 1997 

Federal Surface I ransportalion Board ^ ^ i—j 
Section of 1-nvironmcntal .Analysis ~' ^ 
1925 K Street.NW ' ' 
W ashington. DC 20423 ' \ 

Ladies/Gentlemen: 

1 am writing lo protest ihc proposal of N&S and CSX to route 38 Irains per day over the 
tracks that run through the w estern suburbs of Cleveland. Ohio. Naturallv, 1 am most interested in 
the problems it causes Bay V illage since I live about one and a half blocks from the tracks in Bay 
Village. Befoie an\ of this latest information came lo light, I had already been noticing what 1 
consider an increase in train traffic along these tracks. We've lived in our current home for 26 v ears 
so should have a good idea of what is going by. If there hasn't been an increa,sc, then I'd have to 
attribute my noiice of the irains to their hom blowing techniques. I hey've been particularly 
annov ing in the past v ear or so vv iih prolonged blasts or frequent loots. They seem lo start far down 
the track and keep it up till the crossing. Some engineers seem lo delight in leaning on the hom in 
the wee hours oflhc moming or on peaceful weekend nights. A few tools of warning don'l have to 
be as intrusive as the trains have become lately. 

An RT.-\ Park and Ride facilitv was recenllv opened on the WeslIa.AC side of the tracks on 
Columbia Road. It has been v erv handv for mc as 1 liv e just a couple blocks awav. However, i f the 
train tratTic gets an\ heav ier, there will be more times that I miss the bus because of irains crossing 
Columbia road during "msh hour", fhcrc have been a couple mornings vvhen the trains have come 
to a complete standstill. I can't fi;:urc mil what thev would be stopping for between Bay Village and 
Rocky River, the next suburb easl. 

It w ould be inleresling lo know how many irains went by during the "height" of train travel 
in the 30's, 40's and 50's. 1 wonder how much traffic vvas "acceptable" in those days. I can't imagine 
it ev er approaching the 38 trains a day mark, liven if they would agree lo build ov eipasses, which 
I can't sec happening, il w ould still be a source of disturbance to those who live close enough to hear 
the trains, nev er mind the home owners who arc even closer and would have their home values 
totallv depreciated. 

Besides these inconv eniences, there is a satetv matter of not being able to gel transported lo 
the nearest hospital if the iracks are blocked. Olher lhan going east into Lakewood. the ambulances 
would have lo backtrack to the easl end ofthe Cily at Clague Road, to go west lo Sl. John's West 
Shore Hospital in Westlake. 1 hal can be many minutes out oflhe way when every minute counts. 
N\nv that there is onlv one track for both directions, 1 see the potential for manv more accidents as 
well 

Hopefully these railroadi s) vvill be forced to reconsider their ill-considered plan of routing 
so manv trains on the .̂ ame tracks. Wc will appreciate any assistance that can be given to our 
suburb(sj ir. iighting 'his proposed action by N&S and CSX. 

li.VS l , \S 1S780I 1 



ENVIROiMMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

September 2,1997 \y-. ^ 
Federal Surface Transportation, /^^ r\ 
1925 K Street NW. J ^ 
Washington. DC 20423 ^ N.. . y 
FD 33388. , 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

I understand there is a proposed plan by the railroad to 
triple the rail traffic which runs through the Cities of 
Lake\vood,Rocky River, Ba\ Village and other communities west 
of Cleveland. Ohio and that this matter will be taken up by your 
department. 

Since I reside tvvo blocks from the tracks crossing 
Crocker Basset Road we find the present level of traffic to be 
annoying enougii but to triple the \ oluine vvould create a serious 
threat to those people who are heading to St. John's Hospital in an 
eniergencv situation and are delav ed bv trains either stopped on the 
tracks or moving extremelv' slow. The same can be said for the 
police and fireman responding to emergency calls. 

If the railroad companv wants to expand its traffic they 
should consider constructing overhead bridges and ramps that 
would not interfere vvith vehicle traffic. 

1 trust that when you evaluate the railroads request to 
expand its traffic througii the above mentioned communities you 
w ould consider the impact it would have on the people living north 
ofthe tracks. 

Thank v ou for your attention and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Shirley M, Tretnblay 
29728 Lincoln Road 
Bay Village, Ohio. 44140 



. . . . . E B,cKK,PIViR0^4MENTAL«c;^^^ PAUL E PATTON 

DOCUMENT 

NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION CABINET 
DEPARTMENT FOR ENVIRONIVIENTAL PROTECTION 

• • . ..01 
September 3. 1997 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
t inance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. N. W. 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

61 ^-

Attentu)n: 
t-Ilaine K. Kaiser ' \ ' 
Chief. Section of Environmental Anaiysis - ; ~ _ L L : £ ^ ' ^ 

Envirtinmental Filing 

Re: Environmental Rept)rt of proposed action and expected environmental effects on Operational 
Impacts of Coasolidalion CSX, Norfolk Southern, and Consolidated Rail 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

The Natural Rest urces and Environmental Proiection Cabinet (NREPC) serves as the .stale 
clearinghtiuse ftii review of environmental dt)cuiTients generated pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Within the cabinet, the Commissioner's Oftlce in the Department 
for Environment.il Protection coordinules the review for Kentucky Slate Agencies. 

The Kentucky a};encies listed on the attached sheet have been provided an opportunity to review the 
abtive reference I reptirl. Responses were received frt)m eleven ( marked on attached sheel) ofthe 
sixteen agencie; and there were no significant comments from any ofthe agencies. It has been noted 
that Kentucky, us identified in the Supplemenlal Environmental Report, is not one ofthe Slates affected 
bv the change.̂  included in the SER. and, thereft>re, will not be reviewing the SER. 

If vDu should have any questions, please conlact me al (502) 564-2150, ext. 112, 

Sincerely, ^ 

, ^ t . / / t t £ i ^ — 

Alex Barber 

Enclosure 

Ity L n i p l o y e t M / F / D 



The following slate agencies vvere given the opportunity lo review and provide comments on the 
above referenced project 

I . Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Cabinet 

•a Division of Water 

•b. Division of Waste Management 

•c Division for Air Quality 

•d Division of Conservation 

e. Division of Forestry 

• f Department for Surface Mining, Reclamation and Enforcement 

•g Kentucky State Nature Preserves Commission 

h. Department for Natural Resources 

• 2 Department of Fish and Wildlife Resources 

• 3 Kenlucky Heritage Council/The State Historic Preservation Office 

4 State Archaeologist, University of Kentucky 

• ? Transportalion Cabinet 

• t) Tounsm Cabinet, Department of Parks 

7 Department of .Agriculture 

8 Department of Military Affairs 

• 0 Department of Health 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

CENTENNIAL HOUSE 

71 vgHNON STREET 

F O BOX 378 

MDCtflELD PAR.K> N J. 0?e60 

(201) 641-0006 

FAX KO. (200 641-6649 

Septembers, 1BB7 

Clifford Duke 
Environnental Co, 
1611 N, Kent Street, Suite 900 
Arlington VA 22209 

Re. CSX Co'porat.on and CSX Transportation Inc., Norfolk Southem 
Co'poration and Norfok Southern Railway Company - Control and 
Operating Leases/Agreements - Conro'' (nc. And Consolidated 
Rail Corporalion 
^TS Finance Docket No^aiSS 

Dear Mr Duke. 

As discussed curing our telephone conversations and during your conversation 
Wednesday afternoon with Alison Kerber of my otfice, th'S firm represents the ViUsfle o/ 
Flidgafield Park. New Jersey (the "Village") in connection with a lawsuit filed against the 
New York Susquehanna & Western Railway Corporation (the "Railroad") in November 
1993 in connection with a certain so-called ' refueling and light maintenance facility' 
ooe-ated by the Rai'road on property which it owns within the Village (The Railroad Is a 
wholly-owned subsidiary of the Deiawa-e Oteegc Corporation, which is the subject of a 
proposed management buyout by Norfolk Southem Corporation, CSX Corporation and 
Wa'ter G Rich wno is Delaware Otsego's Chief Executive Officer as well as President 
and Chief Executive Otficer of the Railroad.) 

It is my understanding that you are interested in receiving input from the Village 
'eiat ng to any concerns it may have relating to hazardous materia! and/or hazardous 
waste connected with or result'ng from the construction by CSX of two cross-tracks within 
the V.'lage, which cross-tracks WII connect CSX with No^olk Southern and facilitate the 
rr.cvement of freight oetween the two lines Tne V'lage does, indeed, have a number of 
concerns ~ environm "^i i.nd otherv/ise - relating to this proposed construction. Theae 
include: 
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Clifford Duke 
September 5,1997 
Page 2 

(1) Traffic on the proposed cross-track will exacerbate an existing problem already faced 
by the Village in that it will cause prolonged blocking of two major thoroughfares, Mt 
Vernon Street and the Bergen Turnpike. This will negatively affect a number of large 
industries, induding Crystal Clear Industries, Callahan Chemical, BP Electrical Co , Fire 
GjaTj Sprinkler Corp , Hagemann Roofing, Guy's Auto Repair, Apache Auto Wreckers, 
lnc , M.J Pacquet Construction Co., Paoella Pro-Filing, located on the west side ofthe 
railroad tracks. 

(2) A newly-constmcted Department of Puhlic Wor- ,3 yard is located on the west side of 
the railroad tracks. Village fire trucks, ambulance? and garbage trucks are repaired and 
fueled at this location, and tne untimely blocking 0 Mt. Vernon Street and/or the Bergen 
Turnpike could, without exaggeration, make the d Terence between life and death should 
a serious fire or other emergency arise at a time when an emergency vehicle is trapped 
in the DPW yard and is prevented from reaching the emergency site. 

(3) The location of the cross-tracks on Mt. Vernon Street and the Bergen Turnpike will In 
effect split the Village into two sectors, eastern, and western, which separation will be at 
t;mes a true blockade between those sectors resulting from long intermodal trains 
utiliz.ng the cross-tracks. 

{A) Will The proposed cross-tracks impact in any way on the Railroad's "refueling and 
light maintenance facility' in the Village"' That is, will the use of the facility increase, 
decrease, stay thb r^me, or perhaps cease?' 

(5) The Village has very recently learned that the Railroad is presently considering a 
renewal of passenger transportation from Saddle Brook, New Jersey to Weehawken, 
New Jersey, among other possible locations. Passenger trains would pass through the 
Village and in fact a station is contemplated in Ridgefield Park. The presence and use of 
tne proposed cross-tracks will prevent the ability of passenger trains to pass through the 
Village on a regular schedule and may atfect the construction of a railraod track. 

(6) Finally - and altnough not directly related to hazardous materials and/or hazardous 
waste associated with the proposed cross-track - the Village believes it would be 
appropriate to point out an incident which recently occurred at the Railroad's facility 
which resulted in the discharge into the Hackensack River of oil which had leaked from 
one or both storage tanks on the Railroad's property. I enclose for your reference the 
Supplemental Affidavit of Douglas Hansen which outlines the circumstances of the spill. 
The Village is concerned, based on its experience with the Railroad and the Railroad'a 
refusal to assume responsibility for past or future environmental contamination, that 
increased rail involvement within its confines will resutt in similar incidents and similar 
ref'jsais to lake responsibility 

' This inquiry becomes particularly relevant as a result of the proposed management buyout of 
lhe De:aware Otsego Corporation referenced above. 
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Clifford Duke 
Septembers, 1997 
Page 3 

I hope that you find the foregoing information to be helpful. Should you have any 
questions or require further information, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Very truly yours, 

Martin T. Durkin, Esq. 
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IVM 
The Greater Cleveland 

Regional Transit Authority 

S'.*! Superior Avenue, W 
Cleveland. Ohio 44113-1878 

Phone 216 566 5084 
Fax 216 781-4043 

RoseMary Covirtgton 

Assistant General Manager 
Market ing and Development 

ENVinGNrî ENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

-1 

i3Ji. 

yy/ 

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

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

August 5,1997 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

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

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

To mitigate the above concerns, we request that the EIS consider an 
alternative that involves a connection to existing Conrail lines in the 
Cleveland area. Similar to the Vermilion project, this would connect the NS 
Bellevue-Butfalo line to the current Conrail Chicago line. This would be 
accomplished by the upgrading of existing active trackage between the 
vicinity of West 25th Street and Train Avenue in Cleveland, and the vicinity of 
Cleveland Hopkins International Airport, also in Cleveland. This may also 
involve additional trackage completely or largely in existing rights-of-way. 
The route would use existing NS trackage and the Contail Flats Industrial 
Track via Linndale, CP Short, and would bypass and parallel the Conrail 
Rockport Yard. 



Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
August 5, 1997 
Page 2 

The proposed alternative route would use existing rights-of-way largely 
through industrial areas and would include no grade crossings. We believe 
this alternative would substantially reduce rail traffic volumes on the NS 
Bellevue-Buffalo line through the Lakewood area and points west, and 
should be addressed in the EIS. 

Sincerely, 

\ \ /I ^ " 
RoseK^^^DoVinWi ^ 
Assistant Genera! Manager , 
MarWting and Development J 





United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFF SERVICE 

Ashc\illc l icid OHiLC 
160 /.illicoa Sircci 

Ashevillc .S'urlli Carolina 2SH()1 

Auuust 13. 1997 

Office of lhe Secretary' 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Dockel No. 33388 
Surface I ran-sporlalion Board 
1925 K Sireel NW. 
Washinuton, DC 20423-0001 

DOCUMENT 

Allenlion: Ms. Elaine K. Ki' -^r. Chief 
Seclion of Hnvironmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Subjeel: Dockel No. 33388. CSX Corporalion and CSX Transportation. Inc., Norfolk Souihem 
Corporalion and Norfolk Souihem Railway Company - Control and Operating 
Leases Agreements - Conrail. Inc.. and Consolidated Rail Corporalion 

This is lhe report oflhe U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) and the Department of Interior 
on the subjeci (irojecl. 1 he following commenl<̂  are provided in accordance wilh the provisions 
of lhe Fish and Wildlife Coordinalion Act. as amended (16 U.S.C. 661-6()7e). and Seclion 7 of 
lhe i-;ndangered Species Acl of 1973. as amended (16 L .S.C. 1531-1543) (Acl). 

.According to the proposal, CSX Corporation and CS.X Transportation, Inc. (CSX), along u ith 
Noriblk Southem Railway Company (NS) and Conrail Inc., and Consolidated Rail Corporalion 
(Conrail) propose to acquire control ofConrail. The proposed transaction involves o\cr 44,000 
miles ofrail line and reialed facilities. The Surface Transportation Board (STB) Seclion of 
En\ ironmental Analysis is preparing an Environmental Impact Stdtemenl (EIS). According lo 
the Railroad Control .Application Environmental Report senl separate from your letter dated 
.luly 3. 1997. no CSX or NS rail line segments, rail yards, or intemiodal facilities in North 
Carolina would experience increased traffic or activity that would meet STB thresholds. 

Enclosed is a list ot the federally listed threatened and endangered species lhal may occur w ilhin 
the area ofthe proposed action in North Carolina. The enclosed lisl also contains other Federal 



species of concem that arc currently under status review by the Service which may occur in 
projeci impacl area. These species are not legally protected under the Acl and are not subjeci to 
any of ils provisions, including Section 7. unless ihey are fomially proposed or lisied as 
endangered or threatened We are including these species in our respoi.se lo give you advance 
notification and to requesi thai any suneys include these species as well. The presence or 
absence of these species in project impact areas should be addressed in Ih^ environmental 
assessment. However, since no significant increases in activity are expected in the North 
Carolina segmenis of lhe rail lines, il is unlikely lhal these species would be impacted. The 
Scrv ice w ouid likely concur v\ ilh the expected delerminaiion lhal the project w ill have no effecl 
on federally lisied species in North Carolina. If this is the ca.se, we believe the requirements 
under Section 7(c) of the Act are fulfilled. However, obligations under Section 7 of the Act must 
be reconsidered i f (I) new information reveals impacls of this identified action lhal may affect 
listed species or critical habitat in a manner not previously considered, (2) this action is 
subsequently modified in a manner lhal was not considered in this review, or (3) a new species is 
lisied or critical habitat is delennined that may be affected by the identified action. 

The Seivice has no objection to the proposed action within North Carolina. However, we are 
concemed about the potential impacts from hazardous material releases along rail lines or al 
related facililies. These incidents can be especially difficult lo contain in streams and wellands 
and therefore can be especially harmful lo aquatic specie .̂ According to Section 16.4.2, 
Hazardous Materials Transportation, of Part 2 ofthe Environmeniai Report, "the Acquisition 
w ould not affect the ty pe of materials handled or the methods used lo ensure the safe movement 
of these shipments. " Even though reportable incidents of hazardous material releases may be 
relatively few, the Service would appreciate improvements in the perfomiance of safe movement 
of these shipments. Keep us apprised of any plans lo improve the handling of hazardous 
materials. 

Picase do not hesitate to contact Mr. Mark A. Cantrell of our staff at 704'258-3939, Ext. 227, if 
you have any questions regarding our comments. We have assigned our Log No. 4-2-9'̂ -179 lo 
this project. Please refer lo il in all future correspondence directed lo us conceming this mailer. 

Smcerely, 

Brian P. Cole 
Slate Supervisor 

Enclosure 
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August 7, 1997 

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

In Reply Refer To: 
Frank J Keel 
Historic Preservation Planner 
Project File No 973805 

RE: Notice of Intent to Prepare and Fnviroivnental Impact Statement (EIS) 
STB Docket No 33388 
CS.X Corporation and CSX Irziispcrtation, Inc , Norfolk Southem Corporation 
and Norfolk Southern Rai'tvay ( ompany - Contro! and Operating 
Leases/Agreements - Comrai! Inc end Consolidated Rail Corporation 

Dear Ms Kaiser; 

In accordance with the procedures contained in 36 CFR, Part 800 ("Protection of Historic 
Properties"), we have reviewed the referenced project(s) for possible impact to historic properties 
listed, or eligible for listing, in the National Register of Hisinric Places The authority for this 
procedure is the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Fi'blic Law 89-665), as amended. 

At this time we are unable supply substantive infonnation regarding this document Specific 
comn̂ .̂ nts will be supplied after this agency has the opportunity to review the environmental 
impact statement 

I f you have any questions conceming our comments, please do not hesitate to contact us Your 
interest in protecting Florida's historic properties is appreciated 

Sincerely, 

^ ./zT/L/vt.' 
George W Percy, Director 
Division of Historical Resources 

and 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

CiWP/Kfk 

DIRKCTOK SOl riCL 
R.A. Ci r jv Building • SOO South Bronitugh Street • T.ill.ihcissee, FlorieLi .̂ 2,W-02.SO • (830)488-1480 

FAX; (850) 488-,̂ 3=i.1 • WWW Address http://www.dos. state.fl.us 

" I .AKC l l . \ K ) l (K.IC.AI Rl S( ARCH 3- HlSTORiCI'KFSt-RV.A I K ) \ " I HISTORICA' N X ' S L ' ^ M S 
(K=.0)4H7-22W . lAX:4l4-2207 (SS0|487-2,TO • FAX: 422-04% (H=̂ 0) 48H-14K4 • FAX:M21-;^n 



ENV̂ RÔ ^MENTAL 
DOCUMENT ODA-147-97 

(ic<ifge .\\\cn 
Governor 

!>etk4 Nonon Dunlop 
Secietary of Natuial Resouicts 

COMMONWEALTH of VJRQINIA 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

Sireel adiire'.s: 629 tast Main Sireel. RiLhmond. Virginia 23219 
Mailini- addresy PO Bt)x K X m Richmond. Virginia 23240 

Fax (804) 698-4500 TDD (8(M) 698-4021 
htlp ' /wiAw.(Jet|.slatc.va.us 

Thomai I. Hopkins 
Diieclor 

(804 t 698-4000 
I-*00-59:-';482 

A u g u s t 8, 1997 

O f f i c e of the Secretary-
Case Co n t r o l U n i t 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
1925 K. S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 
A t t n . : Ms. E l a i n e Kaiser (STB Finance Docket No. 

Ail;t 

m 

33388) 

RE: EIS Sco{.ing 
C o n r a i l 

on CSX and N o r f o l k & Southern A c q u i s i t i o n of 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

The A i r O f f i c e of Data A n a l y s i s of the V i r g i n i a Department of 
Environmental Q u a l i t y would l i k e t o p r o v i d e the f o l l o w i n g a i r 
q u a l i t y r e l a t e d comments to a s s i s t you w i t h the EIS pre p a r a t i o n : 

1. The STB's EIS e v a l u a t i o n requirements f o r a i r q u a l i t y impact 
i s extensive and covers many concerns and questions we have about 
the a c q u i s i t i o n impact t o a i r q u a l i t y . We would l i k e t o suggest 
t h a t the e v a l u a t i o n c r i t e r i a i n c l u d e a d i s c u s s i o n of the m i t i g a t i o n 
measures and the commitment t o these measures. 

2. We would l i k e t o suggest t h a t the Board r e q u i r e an e v a l u a t i o n 
of the c o n t r i b u t i o n or impact t o a Class 1, or a nonattainment, area 
from o p e r a t i o n s ( r a i l y a r d , intermodal f a c i l i t i e s , at-grade r a i l r o a d 
c r o s s i n g , e t c . ) l o c a t e d w i t h i n 10 Km (6 mi) of a Class 1, or a 
nonattainm.ent, area. 

3. We encourage the p r o j e c t proponent t o work w i t h the 
M e t r o p o l i t a n Planning Organizations (MPOs) i n V i r g i n i a t o resolve 
any d i r e c t or i n d i r e c t negative impact t o the region's conforming 
t r a n s p o r t a t i o n p l a n and t r a n s p o r t a t i o n improvement program (TIP). 

4. Upon w r i t t e n request, the Department i s gla d t o f u r n i s h 
a v a i l a b l e emission i n v e n t o r y data f o r the V i r g i n i a nonattainment 
areas. 

An Agency of the Natural Resources Secretarial 



feel 
I f you have 
free to c a l l 

any questions regarding 
me at (804) 698-4405. 

these comments, please 

Sincerely yours. 

Dona Huang 
Sr. Environmental Engineer 

cc: K i r i t Chaudhari, Director, Office of Data Analysis 
E l l i e Irons, Office of Environmental Impact Review 





JEFFREY A. SHIVELY 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

540 l.N.A. BUILDING •14701 DETROIT AVENUE 
LAKEWOOD, OHIO 44107 

PH: (2161 221-3100 
FAX: 12161 221-5055 

August 11 , 1997 

O f f i c e o f the Sec re t a ry 
Case C o n t r o l U n i t 

>ccket No. 33388 

1 925 K Street, N.W. "DOCUMENT 
W a s h i n g t o n , DC 20423-0001 

^^V1R0?yMENTAL 
S u r f a c e Transpor ta t ion Board -i. • ' • i - i u , 

A t t n : E l a i n e K. Ka ise r 
C h i e f , S e c t i o n o f Environmental A n a l y s i s 
E n v i r o n m e n t a l F i l i n g 

Dea r Ms. K a i s e r : 

I t i s my understanding that your o f f i c e i s i n charge of the 
Environmental Impact Statement concerning the merger and r i g h t s of 
way of the Norfolk Southern and CSX Railroads. As a resident of 
th e c i t y of Rocky River I must strongly protest any approval th a t 
a l l o w s the r a i l r o a d to operate a d d i t i o n a l trains through Rocky 
Ri v e r . Presently, there are less than ten trains per day which at 
times creates noise that is above the tol e r a b l e l e v e l ; however, to 
per m i t the railway to increase t h e i r t r a f f i c four times (reported 
i n the Plain Dealer as t h i r t y - e i g h t t r a i n s each day) would mean 
constant t r a i n noise for approximately seven minutes for every hour 
on a twenty-four hour basis. This w i l l destroy property values f o r 
a t l e a s t one hundred sixty homes because of the incessant c l a t t e r 
and s h r i l l w h i s t l e s and horns. 1 am sure that residents i n two 
o t h e r suburbs Lakewood and Bay Vi l l a g e have similar concerns. 
Therefore, I urge that your o f f i c e conduct a thorough i n v e s t i g a t i o n 
concerning the noise po l l u t i o n that w i l l be created i f t h i s merger 
i s allowed. 

I would happy to entertain any representative from your o f f i c e 
t o experience f i r s t hand the noise f a c t o r so that you can b e t t e r 



Ms. Kaiser 
Page 2 
August n , 1997 

appreciate the devastating e f f e c t the increased t r a f f i c would cause 
to my c i t y . 

Sincerely, 

J e f f r e y A'. Shively 
Home ctddres? 
20525 S t r a t i o rd 
Rocky River, Ohio 44116 



1 R , . Q 7 ifa 



0 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission 
liureau for Historic Preservation 

Post Office Box 1026 

EN VlhONi\*i tNTWĈ *̂ ""̂ '̂ ''̂ ""''>''''̂ "'*'' '7108-1026 ^ 
DOCUMENT 

July 31, 1997 

O f f i c e of the Secretary, Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 ., 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 Ĥ̂ 'REFS''̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  
A t t n : Elaine K. Kaiser 

Re: ER 97-0776-042-1 
Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS and Request f o r 
Comments on Proposed EIS Scope in STB Finance Dock^^t No 
33388, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, IncT, 
Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern 
KF.ixway Company-Control and Operating Leases/Agreements-
Conrail, Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

The Bureau f o r Historic Preservation (the State H i s t o r i c 
Preservation Office) has reviewed the above nam.ed pro j e c t i n 
accordance wi t h Section 106 of the National H i s t o r i c Preservation 
Act of 1966, as amended i n 1980 and 1992, and the regulations (36 
CFR Part 800) of the Advisory Council on H i s t o r i c Preservation 
These requirements include consideration of the project's poten­
t i a l e f f e c t upon both h i s t o r i c and archaeological resources. 

We are i n receipt of Volumes 6A, 6B, and 6C of the 
Environmental Report for the above proposed project. I n our 
o p i n i o n these reports do not adequately address the p o t e n ^ i a l 
e f f e c t of the p r o j e c t on h i s t o r i c and archaeological resources i n 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Volumes 6A and 6B address ̂ he 
noise and l e v e l of surface on the r a i l l i n es involved i n the 
p r o j e c t . However, the reports make to mention of the National 
Register e l i g i b i l i t y of any of the resources involved. 
Previously our agency n o t i f i e d Dames and Moore, consultants 
i n v o l v e d i n the research for t h i s project, that the Pennsylvania 
R a i l r o a d Main Line (Conrail lines i n PA) and the Rutherford 
R a i l y a r d had been determined e l i g i b l e f o r the National Register 
of H i s t o r i c Places. These status was not taken i n t o account i n 
the evaluation of the potential e f f e c t of t h i s project No 
mention was made of any archaeological p o t e n t i a l f o r t h i s a c t i o n 
I f we are missing additional volumes which address these matters' 
please forward them to our o f f i c e . I f these resources were not 
evaluated, then consultation under Section 106 of the National 
H i s t o r i c Preservation Act of 1966 i s not complete. 
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I f you need f u r t h e r information i n t h i s matter please 
consult Susan Zacher at (717) 783-8946. 

Sincerely, 

Kurt W. Carr, Chief 
Di v i s i o n of Archaeology 

and Protection 

KWC/smz 
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U.S. Department of Housing and Urt>an Devetopment 

August 8, 1997 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Michigan State Oftice 
Patrick V McNa.Tiara Federal Building 
477 Michigan Avenue 
Delrat m 48226-2592 

E l a i n e K. Kaiser 
C h i e f , Section of Environmental Analys is 
Su r face Transporta t ion Board 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank you f o r the opportunity '̂ o coiranent on the proposed 
C o n r a i l a c q u i s i t i o n by CSX Corporation and CSX Transpor ta t ion , 
I n c . (CSX) and N o r f o l k Southern Corporat ion and Nor fo lk Railway 
Company (NS) . This proposed a c q u i s i t i o n w i l l have no d i r e c t 
impac t on auy HUD assisted proper t ies , p r o j e c t s or a c t i v i t i e s i n 
M i c h i g a n . Given tha t the Southeastern Michigan economy i s h i g h l y 
dependent on t r anspor t a t ion of goods, please continue to keep us 
i n f o r m e d of the economic and socia l impacts associated w i t h t h i s 
a c t i o n by sharing a copy of any d r a f t Environmental Impact 
Statement ma te r i a l which would del ineate thrse impacts. 

Thank you again f o r the oppor tuni ty t o comment on t h i s 
proposed a c q u i s i t i o n . 

i nce re iy , 

e^iiia /F/. Solomon 
Sta te \^^ordina tor 



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

Dear Ms. Kaiser 

Thank you f o r the opportunity t o comment on the proposed Conrail 
a c q u i s i t i o n by CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc, (CSX) 
and Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Railway Company 
(NS). This proposed acquisition w i l l have no d i r e c t impact on 
any HUD assisted properties, projects or a c t i v i t i e s i n Michigan. 
Given th a t the Southeastern Michigan economy i s highly dependent 
on t r a n s p o r t a t i o n of goods, please continue to keep us informed 
of the economic and social impacts associated with t h i s action by 
sharing a copy of any d r a f t Environmental Impact Statement 
material which would delineate these impacts. 

Thank you again f o r the opportunity t o comment on t h i s proposed 
a c q u i s i t i o n . 

Sincerely, 

Regina F. Solomon 

I 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Scrlinii n(Lnvinmincutid .Analxsis 

July 28, 1997 

Dear liitcicstcd Party: 

The CS.X C\ rporation and C.SX Tiansportation. Inc. (CSX); Norfolk Southern 
Corporation and Nortolk Southern Railway Company (NS); Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation (Conrail) recently tiled an application with the Surface Transportation Board 
(Board) jointly seeking authorization for CSX and NS to acquire control ofConrail and for the 
subsequent division of Conrail's assets by CSX and NS. The enclosed fact sheet is intended to 
assist vou in understanding the piH p̂oscd transaction and environmental review process. As part 
of the Board's review and decision-making process for the proposed transaction, the Board's 
Section of Environmental Analy is (SEA) will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 
(HIS), which will address the potential environmental impacts ofthe proposed transaction. 

The Board has adopted a 350-day procedural schedule for the pioposed transaction. To 
conform to this schedule. SEA will complete EIS scoping by September 1997 and issue the 
Drall Ids in November 1997, which will be lollowed by a 45-day public comment period. A 
final Ills will be issued in late March or early .April I99S and the Board inteiuls to issue a 
written deeision addressing both environmental and transportation issues on June 8, 1998. 

l he Board encourages Nour participation in the environmental review process during the 
current scoping phase and during review ot the Draft EIS. Eedcral. state, and regional agencies 
and counts administrators for each affected county have received a detailed scoping packet 
outlining the planned operational changes in your area as well as a copy of the Environmental 
Report submitted b) CSX. NS. and Conrail wilh their application. 

i he public IS un ited to call SEA's toll Iree I-nvironmental Hotline at 1-888-S69-1997 
u I'll .un questions reg.irding en\ uonniental issues or the environmental review process for this 
CISC .Additional nitornialion aboul the proposed transaction is available on the Internet at 
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SEA's "Conrail Acquisition Web Page" at vvw-vv.conrailmerger.com. At any time, you can 
request additional information or submit environmental comments on the proposed transaction 
by submitting an original plus 10 copies to the following address: 

Office ot the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Einance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. N.W. 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

Attn: lilaine K. Kaiser 
Chief. Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

Sincerely yours. 

Elaine K.'Kaiser 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure 



mil AC 3 !li 

Conrail Acquisition by 
CSX and Norfolk Soutliern 

il lune 1 ( SX O l ()rpi iratK .n K S.\i', 
Noitdik S(iut!,,'rn (, orpor.i-

tiiUl I \ M . and ( Iinr.iil I I K . 
i( ioiiraili t i k d ,1 joint .ipplication 
w ith the Surt.ue I ransport.ituin 
VI.I l l l l I Ho.ud 1 scekin;.; .uit hor it \- tor 
I s \ and \S to ati|uire control ot 
( oni,111 .uul tor thr suhscqueiii 
div ision ot ( (iniMil s .issi'ts h\ ( s\ 
.iikt NS. I IK' pioposi.ll trans.Ktuiii 
i inolw's o w r 44,i)OU miles ol rail 
lines ,ind related t.Kilitks i.o\ering 
a I M ^ V portion ot the e.isti'rn 
I nited St.ites ( SX and NS ha\e 
statii! tli.it i th ' ti.ms,ution woi kl 
I IU 11 MSI I \ l l r i ,1 p . l l ) i l i t ies, i i i i -

piow' opiT.itini; et tuir iu\ ' , ami 
proniok' (.oinpeiition. 1 he r.iilro.nis 
,ilso si.ih tli.it tlu' iiroposi.'il ti.ins.k-
iion woulil prov ide tor benelits th.it 
IIK lude ri'duied hi,v;lu\ . i \ i oni;i's-
tii111, reduird s\ steni-\\ide .ur 
p> 'lUitant I'liiisMons. ridueed 
riK i t;\ iis.ii.;^. i i ili . i iued s,ltet\', 
exp.inded eoiuprtitioii, and .1 more 
ettieient r.iil transport.ition sxAtnii. 

I. > I \ .iluatr .uut lonsider tlu ' 
potential ironment.il imp.uts 
tli.it ; i i , i \ le' ult tiom the proposed 
tr.iiis.u tion, the Ho.irtl's Seetion ut 
I i n i ioiimeii t . i l , \ ! M 1 \ sis I SI .\) will 

|)re[).irt.'.Ill i tn ironmenl.il Impact 
Statement l l IS). Ihe proposed 
tr.ins.ietion iiieUKles changes in 
r.iilro.id o[)er.itions such as in-
t reases .uid decreases in train traffic 
on rail lines, eh.inges in aetivit\' .it 
rail \arits .md intermodal facilities, 
and rail line abandonment and 
i-onstruetion projects. The 1 IS wi l l 
i iKkule .:n .in.ilysis ot potenti.il 
imp.icts ot the proposed tr.m -aetion 
on s.ilety. ti.insportation s\stems, 
Kind use, energy, air quai. •, noise, 
biological resources, water re-
soun es, soc ioeconomie efterts 
directly rel,ite(.l to plnsieal .hanges 
in the ein uonment, em ironmetital 
justiee, .Iiul liistorii./iultural re­
sources. 

1 lie Ho.ini h.is .idopted a -isO-dav' 
jiroeedui.il si lieiiuie tor tile pro­
posed tr.ms.ii t ion. Sl..-\ plans to 
eompkte t iu ' I IS s' oping |uucess 
l)\ Septemlier ]'•)'•> ^ and serve the 
Dratt I IS in Nosemtier 
w i i i i h \vi!l lie tollo\vei.l by a 4.s-il.n 
publi i l omment period, Sl A wil l 
lo i is i i le i . i l l eommenls received in 
response to tbe Dr.ift 1 IS in prepar­
ing a 1 inal 1 IS and making its final 
reeommend.itions to the lioard. 
Sl .\ plans to serve tile f ina l HIS in 

late \lareh/earl\' April l'»MS prior 
to the Ho.ird's \-oting eonlereiice. 
.At t h f voting eoiilerenee, the 
Ho.ud will am ounce whether it 
wi l l gr.mt the . ippl i i . i l ion , dem 
the . ippl i i . i t io i i . or gr.mt il wi th 
.ippiopri.ile eondilioiis, including 
enviroiimenl.il milig. i t ion condi­
tions, I he Ho.ird intends to issue a 
decision on the merits ot tlie 
proposed trans.iction on June 8, 
l'''.'S In Its i l . - i ision, the Hoard 
vvill .uldress i)otii env ironmental 
.md tr.insportation issues ,md 
impose .mv eondilioiis tound to l)e 
appropri.ite, uu luding env 
meiU.il conditions. I'.nlies ' 
vvisii to tile an adminisli . i l 
appeal ot the Ho.iicrs written 
decision nneludini; .inv environ­
menl.il conditions tiuit might t)e 
imposedi. m.iv do so wi th in 20 
d.ivs ot the issu.iiuc ot the Hoard's 
decision. .\nv administr.ilive 
.ipne.ils W ill he .iddressed in a 
sutisequent deeision. Interested 
]i.iilies m..y reciuest a eo|n' of tlie 
Pratt 1 IS tor review . i i id comment. 

. csx Corporation and CSX Transportiition, Inc. 

i|. ni.>tt", Norfolk Suuttiern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railw.iv Company 

Ml' I IH and Consolidated Rail Corporation. 

CeiHRIL RCQttlSITIOI FRCT SHEEI 



PROPOSED SCHEDULE" 

• Preliminary EnvironmenUl Report 
submitted to SEA: May 16, 1997 

• Pnmary Application and Environ­
mental Report filed. June 23, 1997 

• Notice of intent to Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement 
and Scoping Notice issued; 62 
Federal Register 36332, |uly 7, 1997 

• Comments on the Dratt Scope of 
the Environmental Impact State­
ment due on August 6, 1997 

• Descriptions of Inconsistent and 
Responsive Applications filed: 
August 22, 1997 

• Preliminary Draft Environmental 
Assessments for die Seven Sepa­
rate Construction Projects refer­
enced in Decision No. 9 due no 
later than September 5, 1997 

• Final Scope of die Environmental 
Impact Statement issued: Septem­
ber, 1997 

• Responsive Environmental Reports 
and Verified Environmental 
Statements tor any inconsistent 
and responsive applications: 
October 1, 1997 

• Inconsistent and Responsive 
Applications: October 21, 1997 

• Service of Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: November, 
1997 

• Comments due on Draft Environ­
mental Impact Statement: january, 
1998 

• Service of Final Environmental 
Impact Statement: Late March or 
Eadv April, 1998 

• Oral Argument: April 9, 1998 

• Voting Conference: April 14, 1998 

• Final Decision served, june 8, 1998 

• Administrative Appeals Filing 
Deadline lune 29, 1998 

'Actu.il d itt's may vaiy slightly 

OVERVIEW OF THE PROPOSED 

TRANSACTION 
At tile present lune, ( SX operates 
on aiipro.xim.itelv 1H,.SI)4 routo 
miles of rail line in 20 states and 
the I'rovince ot Ontario isee the 
m.\]i ot the proposed (;SX system 
on [la^e 4i. l lie ( SX system ex­
tends Irom ( hicago, St. 1 ouis, 
Mem|)his and New Orleans in the 
west to rhil.idelphi.i in tlie east, 
and from Michigan and Ontario to 
the dull ( oast, l'nder the proposed 
tr.insaetion, ( S.X would .uquire 
.ipproxiiiialelv 4,()()9 route miles Ot 
the Conrail svstem in ten st.ites (11. 
IN, MD, MA, Ml, NI, NV, Oil. I'A, 
.uul WA i, the District ot ( olumbia, 
.ind tile rrovinee ol (.Juehec . I'lie 
exp.inded ( SX svstem would have 
.i[iproxim.itelv 2-i.l7-i route miles. 

NS presentiv o[ier.iles on I4.2S2 
route miles ot t.iil line in 20 st.ites 
a:id the Province ot Ontario isee 
map ol the NS system on [•a>;e .Sl. 
l lie N'S sv stem extends from Chi-
c.i>;o, K.msas Citv, St. Ixuiis, Ment-
pliis, and New Orle.uis to Norfolk, 
\ . \ . U K I soutiieastem ports on tiie 
Atlantic c oast; and trom Michigan 
and Ontario to ttie dull ( o.ist 
t'nder the inoposed transaction, NS 
woukl .Kciuite approximately 6,787 
rotite miles ot the Conrail system in 
ten states UH . II , IN, Ml) Ml, Nj, 
N\' (Ml. !A, and U' \ ' | and the 
District ot c olumiiia 1 he expanded 
NS system vvovild comprise approxi-
m.itels 21,0<'*' route miles 

Ihe proposed trans.iction would 
result in a rerouting ot tram traffic 
that would >;enerate imie.ises and 
di'cre.isi s m tr.iftic .iloii>; some rail 
line segments .md in some r.iil 
v .iids, l iu ' proposed diversion ot 
highway truck siii|)meiils to tiie 
e vp.inded ( SX .md N'S sv stems 
could lesult in increased loc.il truck 
traltic in and .iround intermodal 
tacilities .ind .i corresponding 

decrease in long-haul truck traffic, 
file rail line segments, yards and 
intermodal tacilities that Sf.A plans 
to analy/e during tlie course of the 
environmental rev lew [iroccss are 
listed at tlie end ot tliis fact Sheet. 

• 
I he rerouting and consolidation 
activities associated witli tiie 
jKoposed transacti<in would involve 
some rail line al)andonment and 
construction jHojects and expan­
sion of some rail yards and 
Intermodal tacilities. Proposed 
aii.indonments and construction 
pro|ccts .ire also listed at tire end of 
this I act Sheet. 

Hovi/ To RECEIVE 

INFORMATION AND CoMwiENr 
ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL 

ISSUES FOR THE PROPOSED 

TRANSACTION 
I lie puiilic can call Sf .A's toll free 
f.in ironmental Hotline <it 1-888-
869-1997 witli any questions 
regardiii.i; environmental issues or 
the env ironmental review process 
for tile proposed transaction. 
Addition.il intormation is available 
on the Internet at Sf .A's "Conrail 
.Acquisition Web I'age" at 

\vvvw,co!3ja]fnijirj^^l.ai!l! • Ihe 
puiilic can submit comments 
regarding the potential environ­
mental imp.icts of the proposed 
tr.ins.ietion al anvtime iiy suiimit-
ting an original |)lus 1') copies to 
ti-e Hoard at; 

l>tfitc oi tlu- Setretary 
Case ( ontritl L nit 
I inanc e l)«>cket So. S.iiHH 
Surface iransportation Board 
192S K Street, \ . U . 
Uavhinston, !).( . 2()42;i OOOJ 

.\ttn: l.laine k. Kaiser 
( hief, Section of 
linvironmental Analysis 
Lnvironmental l i l i n g 

CIIRRIL HCIilSITIOI FRCT SHEET 



THE NATURE OF SEA'S 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
In the 1 IS, SKA will anah/e the rail 
line se>;ments, rail varils, ,md 
mlermoclal tacilities that will 
experience increases tiiat trigger the 
lliresiiolcls tor env ironmental 
ll V lew sel out in the iio.ird's envi-
lonmenlal rules .it 4̂> ( I K 
1 io,s.7iei. iSee air cju.ilitv .ind noise 
thieshold outlined in the t.ihles on 
this page ! SI \ will also an.ily/e the 
proposed rail line ab.indonmeiits 
lind constructions. 

lhe rail line segments, r.iil vards, 
and intermodal tacilities that 
trigger the Hoard's thresliokls for 
enviro'iiiieiit.il .inalvses .is well as 
the pro[)osed rail line ab.indon-
meiits and constructions have 
lieeii identitied in the (^[lerating 
Pl.m .uul I nvironmental Report 
tiled bv ( SX, NS and Conrail witii 
their joint .ipplication on Itme 2 \. 
\'•>'•>7. 1 hev are listed bei;inning on 
page 0, 

SURFACE TRANSPROTATION BOARD'S AIR QUALITY THRESHOLD 

FOR IMAPACT ANALYSIS 

Activity Site 
Threshold for Attainment 
Areas: (49 CFR 
n05.7(e)(5)( i ) ) 

Threshold for 
Nonattainment Areas: 
(49CFRn05.7(e)(5)(i i)) 

Rail Line 
Segments 

Increase of 8 trains per day 
or 100% increase in annual 
gross ton miles. 

Increase of 3 trains per day 
or 50% increase in annual 
gross ton miles. 

Rail Yards increase of 100% in cadoad 
activity per day. 

Increase of 20% in carload 
activity per day 

Intermodal 
Facilities 

Increase of 50 trucks per day 
or 10% increase in average 
daily traffic volume on any 
affected road segment. 

Increase of 50 trucks per 
day or 10% increase in 
average daily traffic volume 
on any affected road 
segment. 

SURFACE TRANSPROTATION BOARD'S NOISE THRESHOLD FOR IMAPACT ANALYSIS 

Activity Site Threshold for (49 CFR n05.7(e)(6)) 

Rail Line Segments Increase of 8 trains per day or 100% increase in annual gross ton 
miles. 

Rail Yards Increase of 100"'i) in carload activity per day. 

Intermodal Facilities Increase ot 50 Irucks per day of 10% increase in ave'-age daily 
traffic volume on any affected road segment 

COIRRIL RCPISITIOI FRCT SHEET 
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PROPOSFD NS SYSTEM 
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RAIL LINE SEGIVIENTŜ  
SI .\ plans to ana ly /e the follow-
inn ra i l l ine seKnieiits d u r i n g 
tite env ironmenta l review of 
the pr<»posed transaction. T h e 
•iiinihers in p.'.entliese.s after 
each ra i l l i i .c segment show the 
pre-acqii is it ion average number 
of tra ins a n d the projected 
n u m b e r of trains that would be 
operated dai ly over the ra i l l ine, 
i f the tranvact ion were ap­
proved by tbe l ioard. 

DISTRICT OF COLUIVIBIA 

• \;i ,iiostia t i l \ irgiiila ,Ave. 11'»,,-!,'2H.6) 
iV onralli 

• \'ir>;inia .Ave to I'otoiiiac ^ard (17.9/ 
2S ()) (t:onr.iil) 

• \Vasiim^;ton to l \ ) i i i t of l{ocks. M l ) 
(2,'!.K/,<0,78l (CSXI 

ALABAMA 

• Noiiis "lanl to .Attail.i i7.A. \ 2 SH) 
(NSl 

DELAWARE 
• 1 ilKciii.Hir to Hell ( SOO : 1,.S4) 

i( onr.iil) 
• n.iv is 1(1 iVriyvilIc, MD (4,.s 12.41) 

(Nl c I 

GEORGIA 

• I I . n u l l t . i Si-riiu; i t<,2.S 40.42! (NSl 
• Iiulustrv ^. ini tl) S]irin,i; i ' 4 1 1 28) 

iNS. 
• South \ \ \ r i \ to Spring i2() ~1 lS,14i 

I NSl 
• Soiitli Y.inl to Mir)oiuiii , i ; l i (2(>.71/ 

;2 1 4 M \ S I 

I I I NOIS 
• l ; 'r ^ , I K I to tihie Isl.mil j i i iK t io i i 

.1 " (1(1 '.2,Soi u s \ i 
• I'.iui' Isl.in.l l u i K f Itl to S'l Street 

1" ^ 2.' , t S \ . 
• U "Is SI I lui.i,i; ' 1 to ru l l i i i .m jet. 

,2 00 .s S(,| (NSl 

• 1 aiulers to I orest Hiil (12.K()/12.1 .'il 
(NSl 

• raylorsvilif to Al S Mitchell (9.28/ 
14.72) (NS) 

• l i l t o n lo Decatur (22,74/.<9.1,i) (NS) 

INDIANA 
• ,\ilan)s to l ort Wayne I.'i.9/I.i,9) 

(( (i i ir . i i l) 
• .Ale.xamlrui ti) Muncie (2 57/11.84) 

(NS) 
liuller to i ort Wayne (l,i..S7/22.4.^) 
(NS) 

• C o n t r i i l I't. SOI to C oleiiout, l l 
(41..-!,s/.Sl.«t)) (Conrail) 

• I vaiisville to Amqui (2.i.4/.i2.71) 
ir.sx) 

• I (Ut W.iyne I t to 1 u r t Wayne Vard 
(6.57/9..S7) (NS) 

• I'ort Wavne to IVru (18.99/34.86) (NS) 
• l ort Wavne to Warsaw (2.4/6.4) (NS) 
• l a t a y e t t c t o 'l 'ilton, II i2,i..S8/4().99) 

(NS)' 
• IVru to I afavettc (18. iH/40.20t (NS) 
• I'inc hmction to liarr Yard. II (.i7.6/ 

4.-1.2^i| (C S.M 
• lolleston to Clark lunction (O (),'5.0) 

H onrail) 
• V'liucMiues to f v aiisvillo (22..3/.i0.81) 

((. S.\) 
• Warsaw to lolleston (l.O'.S.Oi (NS) 
• Wil low (."reek to I'inc junct ion (22.1/ 

:-!H.5V) (CS.X) 

MARYLAND 

• Alexandria hmction to l lcnning. DC 
(IS 7/24,14) (CS.Xl 

• .Alcwaiidria Junction to W.istiington, 
IX (2i.9/,iO,78l (CSXl 

• Italtuiioie to Uiuvie (2,4/7,70i (NIC.) 
• llaltimorc to Kelav I U».h/42,n:'l (t':S,\) 
• liowie to 1 aiidover (.1.2/''. •!) (N'l-.C:) 
• Cumberland to Siniis. I'A (27.7/.i2.77) 

|( SXi 
• Jessup to .-Mex indria Juii tion (.1.1.4/ 

,17,(lol iCS.X) 
• 1 anduver tĉ  Anacostia, DC (1.4/9,11) 

(CR) 
• Point of Roeks to li.irpers lerrv, W'\' 

(.VV 1 4 l , o4 i U SX) 

• I'ei.iv to Jessup l.VVl/.l(>,'>i>l ((. SX) 

MICHIGAN 
• Carleton to I'oledo, OH (21.9/33.12) 

(CSX) 
• Carleton to I corse (2O/ l 1.2) (Conraii) 
• West Detroit to Nort l i Vard (7.9/13.24) 

i( onrai l ) 
• West Detroit to Delray (12.7/16.5) * 

(CJonrail) 

NEW JERSEY 
• Kidgewood Junction to ("ro.xton 

(4.71/7.92) (Conrail) 
• l ane to Union (3.4/11.01) (NF.C) 
• Midway to Morrisville, I'A (3.4/11.01) 

(NEC) 
• PN to Bay Way (10.9/16.22) (Conrail) 
• Union to Midway (3.4/11.01) (NtC) 

NEW YORK 

• lUitf. 'lo to CP Sycamore (13.5/18.5) 
(Cxiirrail) 

• C i i i i i to Frontier (40.6/45.86) 
((.xnuail) 

• (. ornins to Geneva (0.21/1.(i3) 
(Cl .rail) 

• C l ' Sycamore to lilack Rock (21..5/ 
2h.5) (Conrail) 

• I lienezer Junction lo Buftalo (0.0/ 
3.57) (Cxmrail) 

• l lof fmans to Utica (38.3/44.7(1) 
(Conrail) 

• Selkirk to Hoffmans (38.7/45.16) 
(Conrail) 

• Suflern to Port Jervis (8.32/12.3b) 
(Conrail) 

OHIO 

• Ashtatnila to Buffalo, NV( 13.0/25.18) 
(NS) 

• Ashtatnila to Quaker (48.3/S4.24) 
(Conrail) 

• Bellevue to Bucyrus (25.99/34,55) 
iNS) 

• Bellevue lo \ er i i i i l ion (15.52/31.83) 
(NS) 

• Berea to (ireenwicli (14.5/54.16) 
H onrail I 

• Bucyrus to .-Xdanis, IN (5.9/13.9) 
(t onrail) 

' csx Corporation" denntes CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc, 

"Norfolk Southern Coffxiration' denotes Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway Company. 

"Conrail Inc." denoles Conrail lnc and Consolidated Rdil Corporation 

"N tC" denotes North East Corriddr 
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• I'Ui V tus to 1 air,i;riHmd ( ol (25.99/ 
14 2'») (NSl 

• < m i i i m . i t i to l lani i l tor i (2H.2'31.21) 
It SXi 

• < leveland lo Aslitaluila ( 1 3.()'35.46) 
iNSi 

• < leveland to Sliorlliiie Jet, (2.0/2.0) 
H onr.iil I 

• ( lestline to Bucvrus ((>,S, 14,5) 
I ( onr.iil I 

• Deshler to loledo (O o 14,171 (t SXl 
• Deshler to Willow ( reek. I . \ (21.4/ 

4" oOi t( SX) 

• creeiuMcli to ( resthiie I 14.5 .11.341 
i( onr.i i l i 

• * i ieeiiuich to Willard (32,5 55.18) 
i( SXi 

• Iv.irvdale to ( i m m n . i t i i l i S5 -is.ol) 
i \ S . 

• M.iriv to Short i lo 4 4s ,s2i i( onr.iil) 
• Nt.irion to lostoii . i I 1 ~,,S 2" 4i (( SXi 
• \ l . i r ion to Kid.ueuav i Id . l / . i 1 ,S.i) 

I( ' inr . i i l I 

• M.ir t i i i to Mi . i i i i i (51.0 1.(1 (I'li 
I i I mr.iil I 

• M.iclield to Manv i i 4 4 1 S2l 
I( <inr.iilI 

• Mil l to D.IV ton I !o,'i5 l.S,'i9i 
II onraili 

• I ).ik ll . irlior to Belleviii • ' o" 2'",2i 
iNSi 

• iiu.iker to Mavhelit (0.8/43.82) 
:! o r . l . l l l 

• sli.irt to Berea i I.i,4 47,25) (t onrad) 
• \ enn i l ion to ( leV' and i I i.4o'37.79) 

iNsi 

• \ \ lute to ( level.md ( 12 i " ' i . si 
II onraili 

• Will ,ml lo lostori.i i <2.S 54,04) (( SX) 
• V i ipusti lu i i to Ashtalnil.i (11.7/ 

24 N I It oniai l i 

PENNSYLVANIA 

• \ i M ! i . i ! to D.ivis Dl i2 i 10.511 
iNl ( I 

I H id to Heliiiont iS 2 1 s -.s, u omail) 
1 laiuslniti; to Kutheitonl i44 2S 
s ' ^ ^ i I ( I i I l M l l I 

I l . i i ' i shi i i i ; to r.'\, M in l u i u t i o i i , \'A 
• i l o . , i>i \ s 

il.inisluir.i; to Koi k\ ille i4 1, io 47,711 
II onraili 

\lM;risv l l l l to / , ,o , M M I I i M ( ) 
\iAN I .istle t l . 'iouiiv;stoun, (111 ( i2,(>' 
I ' l I . l I (( s \ . 

I ' n h n lu iu t ion t i . New ( .istU (2S,'>/ 
;s ; 11 .( s \ i 

; > . t,. \ \ ilsmeie. Ml 2(1.,i7) 
(I S\i 

• Kd to 1 leld (0,()'l(),()i (Conrail) 
• Siniis to kaiikin Junction i iO,S/40.21) 

I CSX I 
• Siiiiis to Brownsv Ille (1.5'1().76) (CSX) 
• South I'hiladelplua to l ield (S 2/ 

21.OSl (( onradi 
• Steellon to Shoc ks ( l ,8o '5.71) 

(t:()iirail) 

TENNESSEE 

• Aniijui to N.ishv ille (4(),8'4.S,41) 
(t S X I 

VIRGINIA 

1 )osi\ell to 1 rederickslmrx (1().2/ 
22 ~^ii (( SX) 

I ledetii kslnir,!.; to I 'oioni.ii ^•,lrd i lo i / 
2 i i ^ ' i (( SXi 
Kii hmond t o i loswi'll 11 7,S 24,79) 
I ( S X I 

Riveiton hmction to Ko.moke l3,87/ 
12,101 (NS) 

South Richmond to Weldon, \ C 
I 18,4 2,i,()2i (( SX) 

WEST VIRGINIA 

• 1 Iniore to Dee|iu,itei id i 2 i i (N'Si 
• lola Mine to Deepu.iter lO (>,'2.0i 

K Onr.iil I 
• W D louei to Kivesviile ( I s i iol 

( ( S X I 

CHANGES TO RAIL 
YARDS 

M A intends to evaluate the 
fo l lowing ra i l yards durin}> the 
env ironmenta l review o t the 
proposed transact ion: 

ALABAMA 

• l l i i i i i i i i , i ; l i .mi 

-/>IH/IX i//;.(i,(M,/ Iniftii loi.xistin^ 
( s\ k,iil Wiuh 

GEORGIA 

• Dor.iv. le ( l iu reased irallic to 1 xisting 
NS Kail 'lardI 

ILLINOIS 

•< olelunii ( l l l l leased Iralhi lo I xisting 
NS Kail ' i . irdi 

INDIANA 

• ( iirtis (Increased Iraftic to 1 xisting 
t SX Kail Vardi 

• It Wavne iliureased Trafhc to 
1 xisting NS Rail Vardi 

MICHIGAN 
• Detroit 

- Roiixeiihre iliu reiisctl Tniffic to 
f .xisn'dX CS.X Riiil YtirJ) 

MISSOURI 

• St I (HUS (Increased Iraffic to I xisting 
NS Rail Vard) 

NEW YORK 

• Bult.ilo (Increased Traffic to I sisting 
NS Kail \ardi 

OHIO 
• Conneaut (Increased iraffic to 

I xisting NS Kail Vardi 
• loledo 

- .Miliih- liiiii tioii (/;)(Tc'iise,/ /r,if/ic to 
l..\i\t!ii,: ( oiiuiil Kiiil )'iii,li 

• Hiniu-steiiii ilihri\iseil liiift'ii to 
/ v/sfi/iv .Vs Rait Yiird) 

- Stiiiilev iliu n-iiseil 'I'mffu to I \i^tii{^ 
lAiiiniii Riiil Vtinli 

PENNSYLVANIA 

• llarrishurg (Increased Traffic to 
1 xisting t onrail Kail N'ardi 

• I'liiladelphia 

•iineiiwich liih ieiiicl VM//;. M / Ai'sfi/i^v' 
(o/nii'/ Riiil Yiinh 

TENNESSEE 
• Meinpliis 

- leowihl (lihU iiM il Irdtfh to l\i\tmii 
CSX Riiil Yinll 

COflRIL RCQUISIIIOIFRCISNEEI 



CHANGES TO 
INTERMODAL 
FACILITIES 

Sh.X intends to evaluate the 
folloiving intermodal facilities 
durin>; tbe environmental review 
of the proposed transiiction: 

GEORGIA 

• Xtlan'a 
- //i(/.sci (/(ll roisci/ Tniffii to CSX 

I lh ilitv) 

- Iiiiihiii ilih rt iisi-il Iriitlii to SS 

/ i i . i / i n i 

ILLINOIS 

• ( lllc.lgo 
• lillh'nl\ (/(li'i'iOii/ liiltfli to SS 

l-ihiiltV) 
• 47ili Sti t i i iiHih-.isiil I n i t f i i to 

i oiiiii i l I .li Win i 
- S'Hh Sthi ! (liiiii-.isi J liiitt'h to ll Sew 

/ ill llllV III /it' /illl/t |ill ( Olllilll 

I'lopeih . 

KENTUCKY 

• I ouisville 

•/itio()( / (/ill rciiM i / / r . i / ; i . te ,X'S 

tihllltV) 

LOUISIANA 

* New Oilcans (Increased I rathe to NS 

1 aiilitv 1 

MARYLAND 

• ll,iltiiiiore (liureaseil Ir.ittic to Conrail 
I ai ilitv) 

MICHIGAN 

• I "•. troi t 

\fr/uni/.Wt (/fl. f; ,iM i/ /f.("i. fe XX, 

/ ( s /•,!, i/iti, / (;o i\ ,1 ,V, ii / ,1, n'lli t, 

He Huilt on ( iniiiiil lufeilx I 

MLSSOURI 

• K.iiis.is ( itv 

\'.'ii,' thu h\i\eit If.itti. lo Xs, /( X 
/,/, ilite) 

• st i ouis 

/ iithet ilih n-iiii il li.iffh to .Xs /( s 

/ . / , i/;/i I 

NEW JERSEY 

• I lii-ahetli 
- i-Riiil r/MiToisci/ Tiiiffii to ( oiiiiiil, 

I CS ilh ilitv) 

• l'oi!\iile ilih reiiseii Tiiiffic to Coimut, 

T( X I lh ilitv) 

• 1 ittle l erry (Increased J rafhc to CSX 
I .Kility I 

• Souili Kearin (Increased Iraffic to 
Conrail laci l i ty) 

OHIO 
• Bellevue (Increased I ra f f i c to ICS 

lacilitv to Be Huilt on I'roperty 
OiMieil In Conr.i i l i 

• t oluiiilms 
- /liMintT) I'lirk (/Mlrciisi J /rii,f;ii fe .XS 

lihilitv) 

• loledo (Increased Iralhc to t.onrail 
facil i ty) 

PENNSYLVANIA 

• .Mlentown, Betlilelieiii (Increased 
1 Mtf i i to ( onr.ii l 1 .Ic i l i t y i 

• 1 l.irnslmrg 
• Riitlh ifoiit ilih ieiiM'il I'liiffh to 

( oiiiiiil. '/('S I lh ilitv) 

• l ' l i i l . idel[ i l i i . i I Inere.ised I rallic to NS, 
U S laci l i tv to Be Built on I'roperty 
tHvned by t onrai l ) 
- iiieenivhh ilihreiiseil Triiffie to i:oiiniil 

I lh ilil\) 

• I'lttshutgh 
I'lt.iiiin ihiereiiseil liiiffh to SS 
I lh ilit\-i 

TENNESSEE 

• Memphis (liureased Tr.iftic to N'S 
lacil i tv) 

PROPOSED 
ABANDONMENTS 

I be ra i l roads bave proposed 
abandoning; f ive r a i l lines a n d 
one r a i l r o a d brid>;e, tota l ing 
79.7 miles of t r a c k . I be pro­
posed a b a n d o n m e n t s include 
tbe to l lowing: 

ILIINOIS 

• I'aris to l lanvi l le (( inir . i i l ) 29 () niiies 

INDIANA 

• Dil lon Junction fo Micliig.iii City (NS) 
21.5 miles 

• South Bend to Dillon Junction (NS) 
21.5 miles 

OHIO 

• to l l io to Maumee (NSl 7 5 miles 

• loledo to I'lvot Bridge (NS) 0.2 miles 

PROPOSED RAIL LINE 
CONSTRUCTION 
PROJECTS 

T h e ra i l roads p lan twenty-itix 
cons truc t ion projects in seven 
slates, tuta l iuK .S 1,964 feet (9.84 
miles) of new ra i l l ine. Some of 
these w o u l d be built on e.xistinj; 
r a i l r o a d riKht-of-way, whi le 
others w o u l d require tbe acqui­
s i t ion of addi t iona l ri^ht-of-
way. NS a n d CSX requested, and 
tbe B o a r d a l lowed, tbe pro­
posed construeti tui of seven 
s m a l l r a i l l ine connections 
(Seven ( unncct ions) total ing 
a p p r o x i m a t e l y 4 miles to be 
f i l ed a n d reviewed separately 
a n d in advance of the p r i m a r y 
a p p l i c a t i o n w i t h a separa;? 
e n v i r o n m e n t a l review proces.% 
as c i ted i n S i ll Decision No. 9, 
Spec i f ica l ly . S l ' . \ intends to 
prepare a separate Lnvironmen­
l a l .-Vssessnient f«>r each of these 
s m a l l cons truc t ion projects. 
However, i f SL.-V determines that 
a n y «>ne of tbe construct ion 
prviposals cou ld potentially 
cause, «ir contr ibute to, s ignif l 
cant e n v i r o n m e n t a l impacts 
then tbe prt»ject w i l l be incor-
pttiati •! in to tbe I'.IS for tbe 
overa l l pr(>posed transacti<ui, 
a u d w i l l not be considered 
separately f r o m tbe pr imary 
a p p l i c a t i o n . No ra i l operationji 
w i l l begin over these Seven 
Connec t ions u n t i l completion 
of tbe I .IS process, and issuance 
of a f u r t h e r decision. The .Seven 
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( o n n e c t i o n s are i n c l u d e d i n t h e 

p r o p o s e d r a i l l i n e l o n s t r u c t i o n 

p r o j e c t s l i s t e d be low, a n d are 

n o t e d w i t h an as ter isk (*). 

ILLINOIS 
• ( hkago; 

• .-.sffi Sf/nf sU ,V-w lonii..! Iio'i 
Ih tweei; Hell K.ii'u.n iiihl l< \ 0( / 
/i/i( \ to pennit i,i\thoiiiul Inin s fioin 
HeJ/oiil r.irC // Je pio.eeJ \otitli to 
Hliii h i a i i j . II ,ippio\inhiU-l\ l.i>4(> 
h i l I ' l I'.ew t i . h k . ' I ' . I \ i \ t i i r ; / \ , ' / l f - i i / -

- I iiKoln 111 Xi iV , ei//)i . rieiJ/'I'fUi c'il 
Ilh li!,lhOUt II.r'- • Ikll iinj tlie 
IH\( H / I'/'.'i ^ f. .;,'. u fM;i;^ f.' iiio\e 
li.-O! tl!, IIIH /el s \ I ,i;,i;,- ),(/./ 
iippioxiiiuiteh S-ii''ee! ot i:e\\ tiiuk 
iOn\lnh lion on e\i\!n:; Ui^lit-o'-woi-. 

• 1 seliiioilt New lon i i e i t i on heUveen 
p.ir.illel ( onr.II! .i;ul t s\ Imes to 
. i l l o w t l . l l l l s t r o l l ! 1 ,lst St I OUIS, 11 t o 

inoieed onto ( s\ s nKiiiiliiie; .ip 
pioMiiuitelv i ŝ 'O teet ot nê v tr.ick 
I . iiisli Ul t ion reiiuiriiig an | msl tion ot 
,s. i ,K l i s ot l.md 

• K.ink.ikee ( o n i i n ting ti .u k lo permit 
movemeiits trom ( hii.igo letmin.il 
.iie.i to K.IIIS.IS ( Itv XUi . i iu lSt louis 
M() : i .000 leet ol new tr.ii I lupv -
i n g 2 < , i i ies 

• 'Siiinev ( oi i i i is t ir . i ; t i . i i k w l l l l I 'mon 
r,(i ll ll to pel nut mov em ents IH tw ren 
I'liie Blult, AK ,iiu! 1 o i l W.i\ ne IN, 

hv passing St louis, i,20() teel ot new 
t i . i i k, Ol I upv in.; ' ^ .1. l i s 

• 1 ol. mo ( oni iei! ; ! u; tl ll k w Ith 1( to 
pel mil moi I'meut hi'lw. i en 
1 tt i i igh.mi 11 ,i!iJ 1 ,It.ivette IN 1,000 
leel 1.1 new 11.ii !• o^i upv my, N ' .ll le^ 

INDIANA 
• "Alex.I ndl 1,1 I o i ; ; ;n t I l l i ; ti.u k to 

pel m i l I ie.lt 1. . n o r . , insol ld . l ted 

t i l l . UIgll-I .Mite t l .::! I IlK . ly . . t . ' 

I uu iniKiti, (»ll \tl,inta i . \ ,ii;d the 
S .ulhe.ist V Kl \ i - \ i i i i ln i \ \ .md 
X l i i i i . u IN : ,h...i t , e l o! new t l . i i k. 

....np. • , • 
• IlUt ll I I .>! ,1 ,.,!••!.'. ti.u k t. .| i l i ie i t 

11U' 'Ugh 111. .1111 . r.t . ll I Ml I K hom Ns 
I lelioit luu lo ( I ri l . i i l ( l i i i . igo line 
I II,It inv, .1 neu II ute 1 "Ol 1 teet ot 
new t i . i i k 1 H I upv uu; " . i i ies 

• lolleston I oiir.i . luu; ti.u k to serve 
.NS iiulustiv ,it i i . i iv , IN l iom toimet 

( onr.iil line, ''00 teet ot new track, 
I I I I up', mg 2 I) ,11 res, 

• *\Villou ( reek: New conneclion 
hetween I S.X and ( onrai l lines to 
t.icilitate moveiiieiits hetween I'orter, 
IN ,ind ( lllc.lgo, 11 : .ipprosim.itelv-
2.SOU leet ot nevv tt . l i k i oust ruction, 
requires . iniulsil ion ol (1,2 acres ol 
riglit-ol-w.iv 

MARYLAND 
• 1 l.lgelsiow l l : ( onilectill.i; i i . i i k to 

permit ellicieiil movement hetween 
front Koval. \ A .md I l.iri islniri;, l ' , \ : 
SOO teet ot new ti u k o n upv ing 1 .S 
ai res 

MICHIGAN 
• 1 loise l u i l i t i o i l . I 'pgl.iile lAistmg 

( oiir.iil tr.i- k. lower l i . i i k uiuler for t 
Stieet .mil construct . i crossover to 
permit movements hetween Rouge 
Kivei ^ . i i i l to (l . ikwood V.ird: 400 feet 
ot new t l . l i k, oCcUl>V m g I O .u le o l 

new Iv ,11 qui red i igli l-ol w.iv 

NEW JERSEY 
• I i t t l i leiiv lv\o new lonne i t io i i s 

hetween ( oiu. i i l , i iul N"i S iN \ \ tr.icks 
lo ,illow movement ot tr.iiiis iietween 
t onrail lines .md 1 ittle I ei iv 
Inlermod.il l . iu l i tv . , ippio\mi, i telv 
lOSO leet ol new i r . i ik lonstruction 
on esisting nglit-oCw,iv 

NEW YORK 

• Buttalo 
- Hlo^Jet! ( onneiUn^ luhk to permit 

iiioieiih ul hetwi i n itu /' I and 
Hoi\^!hinipton. S) .s,2i»0 fi i f ot new 

f M , k IS , l ( / ' \ l/lv,' / / " l i A 

• iniideimlle InihU.ii ( onne. tin^ U\hk 

to penntt et!i< h iit inoieinent hetween 

t rie. I'\ iin,l Hin-^haintoii. SV: S.200 

feet of new tiihk. oniipvin^; !!.'•> ihie\. 

OHIO 
• *Bucv rus ( oniiei ting t i .u k to lielp 

I re.ite ,i new route l i om ( olumhus, 
(111 t l ' r i l tshuigh. r,\ lecimres 2,-100 
teet ot new tr.ick, i>ccupving 5 5 .ures 

• ( level.ind ( oustriuHon ol new 
iii terii ioil . i l t . i i i l i tv ,11 ( ol l inwood 
Vaid; requires the acciuisition ot 
ajiproxim.itelv 2 1 .icres of l.ind 
aii | .iieiit to tiie I xisting v . i id 

( olumixis: t ( i i i i iecting track to 
permit niovemeiU iietween Bellevue, 
t )H and Bill kev e ^.ird: reiiuires 1,400 
teet ol new track, occupying .1.2 acres. 

' *( restliiie: New eonnectior. Iietween 
two t onrail lines, allowing train 
movement hetween I t. Wavne, IN'^ 
and t kvel . ind. t i l l : requires approxi-
m.itelv 1,50~ teet ol new tr.ick 
lons t ru i t ion on existing rigiit-of-way. 

» ' t i r eenwui i : Iwo new coniiections 
tracks hetween t SX and t onrail to 
enaliie easthound tr.iiiis f rom t l i i ­
eago. II to proceed northeast to 
( leveland. O i l and to eiiaiile north­
east hound tr.iins to proceed e.ist to 
,-\kron. OW: one connection wil l he 
.ipproximatelv 4.oOO teet, tlie otiier 
1,044 teet: requires acciuisition ol 0.5 
.icres ol right-ot-w.iv 

• ( \ i k I l.irhor. ( onnec t ing track to 
cre.ite .iccess t rom Detroit, Ml area to 
N'S Bellevue Vard: requires 5.000 teet 
ot new tr.ick. occupving 11.5 acres. 

• *Sidni V. New connei t ion hetween 
t'SX to t onr.ii l ti.icks to eil.iltle 
l io i th l .o i i iu l tr.uns to proieed e.ist to 
( olumluis, (Ml lequiies .ipproxi-
m.itelv t,2o < leet o! new ti .u k 
construction: requites .ucimsition of 
2,t> .ures ot rigiit-ot-w,iv, 

• \ 'ermil l ion: New connection trom 
Conr.iil's 1 hi i . igo m.iinli i ie lo N'S 
mainline t > unite t t . i t lu hetween 
Cleveland, t i l l and BulKilo. NV: 
requires approxim,itelv 5,400 leet ot 
new traik, ociiipv itig 12,4 ,icres, 

• Willard: i xpailsion ot Will , ird Vard to 
accommodati inere.ised tr.itlic: 
leiiuites acciuisition ot .ipproximatelv 
50 , i i res ol right ot-w.iv 

• W ill.ird ( o i i s t ru i l i o i i ot .1 tuellng 
l.Kilitv .md .issoi Llled tr , i ik .id|aceiit 
to .111 existing r.iil v .ud: teqmres 
.ipproxim.itelv te i i .uresot new 
piopertv. 

CORRRIL RCQOISITIIi FRCI SNEEI 





K U T A K R O C K 
A PAHTNFRSMiP ATLANTA 

INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL COHPORATIONS 0€f4VER 

SUITE 1 OOO KANSAS c „ r 
L I T T L E R O C K 

1 1 0 1 C O N N E C T I C U T A V E N U E N W N E W V O H K 

W A S H I N G T O N D C 2 0 0 3 6 4 3 7 4 NEWPORT B E A C M 
OKLAHOMA CITY 

2 0 2 8 2 8 2 4 0 0 O M A M A 

FACSIMILE 2 0 2 8 2 8 2 4 8 8 P M O E N I X 
PIT T S B O R O H 

ht lp / / w w w K u l a k r o c k c o m 

July 16, 1997 A 

-71 
Program Director, Legal Counsel E N V I R O N M E N T A L 
Surface Transportation Board D O C U M E N T 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Suite .500 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington D.C. 20243 

Re: Terms of Engagement. Conrail Acquisition Environmental Impact Sludy 

Dear Ms. Ka'ser: 

Thank you for according to me the opportunity to work with the Environmental Team 
which is charged with the responsibility of conducting the environmental analysis of the 
acquisition of Conrail by CSX and Norfolk Southern Railway. I feei it appropriate to reduce 
to writing the nature of ou' relationship and the duty of confidentiality, given the number of 
different organizations participating in the study. 

I have been retained as an attomey to work on this project and you have identified the 
Surface Transportation Board as my client. You. as the Prog'"?ni Director of thi? project, are 
the individual to whom I will provide legal advice. My contractual relationship will be as a 
subcontractor with De Ixuw, Cather. Mr. Winn Frank is the Senior Project Manager for De 
Leuw, Cather for this analysis. 

It is my understanding that my fees and exj5enses will be paid by the acquiring railroads, 
as they are reimbursing the Board for these studies. 

The nature of my duties will be to assist you in the development of the environmental 
impact study. Notwithstanding the duty of confidentiality to the Surface Transportation Board, 
it is my understanding that you wish that I communicate freely witii the other members of the 

03/V0343 



K U T A K R O C K 

Elaine K. Kaiser, Esq. 
July 16, 1997 
Page 2 

team, providing suggestions and advice consistent with your guidance. In addition, I will 
perform such other duties as you direct during the progress of this project. 

Thank you for providing me the opportunity to be associated with this important project. 
I look forward to working with you and the members of the team. 

Sincerely, 

^Jarry P. Steinberg 

/Ur 

cc: Mt. Winn B. Frank, Senior Project Manager 

J 

03/90343 
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MONTACHUSET 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 
Offices: R1427 Water St., Fitchburg, Massachusetts 01420 

(5U8) 345-7376 or 345-2216 Fax: (508) 345-9867 

August 7, 1997 

m A Ms. Elaine Kaiscr 
Chid', Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washinglon, D C , 20423 

Dear Ms. Kaiscr: 

At the Montachu.seu Regional Planning Commission (MRPC) meeting held Tuesday, July 
29. 1997 members duscussccl the Notice of Inicni to Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Siaicmcni (EIS) and the Request for Comments on Proposed EIS Scope in STB Finance 
Docket No. 33388. CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation. Inc., Norfolk Southern 
Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway Company - Control and Operating Leases/ 
Agreements - Conrail, Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporation. 

Basicd on inlormalion provided lo the Commission, the implications ol the acquisition of 
Conrail remain unclear. Members expressed concern since the plan docs not identify future 
u.se ol railroads in the region. Represeniativcs from the City ol" Fitchburg indicated that 
iuiurc USC of inactive railbcds may include a bikepath or a greenway. Representatives from 
the Ciiy ol Leominster would like the railr'-ad lo remain active, as future uses in Leominster 
would rc\oh e around lhe needs ol industrv'. Without a plan that outlines the future uses of 
Ihc railrt)ad in the region, members voicd lhal ihc proposal is in confiict with MRPC's 
regional goals, policies and objcciives. Members also indicated that they would like the 
opportuniiy lo be involved in any planning prcKcsses that may determine the future use of 
the railroad n the region. 

If you have an> questions or desire furth.er informauon please contact Laila Michaud at 
(508)345-7376. 

Very u-uly yours. 

David Jar\ cnpaa 
Chainnan 

•7^ 

DJ/km 



Metropolitan 
Planning 

Organization 

Commissionn- fhivid .Mills, Chalmuui 

Commissioner Sun Siephnu, Vict Chairman 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

August 6. 1997 

Commissioner Jonaihjm Boior 
Marutee Coumy 

Councilnuii OtvKj Ftrley 
Cily of Venice 

Commissioner A Buddy Hushes 
Ciiy of North Pon 

Commissioner Joe McClash 
Manatee Coumy 

Commisstonef David Memll 
Cily of Sarasota 

Commiuioner David Mills 
Sarasou Coumy 

Commissioner Jack O'Neii 
Sarasota Cotinty 

ComiBtssioner Nora Patterson 
City ot Saniou 

Councilwoman Saundra Kahn 
Ciiy of bradenton 

Comm ISS loncr Jotin Redgrave 
Town of Longboat Key 

Mayot ChiKli Shumard 
Aiioa Maria. Bradenton Beach A Holmes Beach 

Commissioner Shannon Saub 
Saxasou County 

Commissionrr Stan Stephens 
Manaiet Countv 

Councilman Brian Vi illianu 
Cilv of Pa.me«o 

Commissioner Crcg Young 
Sarasou Manatee Airrxm Aulhorily 

DavKi A Twiddy. Jf . District SecTctary 
Flcrida Department of Transporution 

Ms. lilaine K. Raiser. Chief 
Seclion of |{n\ ironmental Analysis 
Surface I ransportation Board 
1̂ )25 K Strcci. N.W. 
W ashinglon. D.C. 20423-0001 

Rli: Notice of Intent to Prepare an Hn\ ironmental Impacl Statement (FIS) 
and Request for Comments on Proposed LIS Scope in STB finance 
Dockci No.33388. CSX Corporalion and CSX Transportation. Inc.. 
Norfolk Soulhern Corporalion and Norfolk Soulhern Railway 
C'ompan\-Control and Operating Leases/Agrcements-Conrail. Inc. 
And Consolidated Rail Corporalion 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

W e ha\ e rev iew ed the Notice of Intent to Prepare an Hn\ ironmental Impact 
Stalemenl (filS) for the aho\e referenced project. To assist \ ou in processing 
the proposed Scope if the HIS. we ha\ e prepared the follow ing commenls to 
vour memorandum dated July 3, 1997. 

1. Page 2. cover letter: The second sentence should he rev ised 
to read "It explains that the Board has adopied a 350-
vvctkday procedural schedule for the proposed transaction, 
and sets out Sii A's projected schedule for completion oflhe 
i;iS within the 350 ncckdav schedule." 

Michael W. Guy 
Execulivt Director 

SarasolaJManattt 
Metropolitan PUmning Organization 

7632 301 Boulevard 
Sarasota, Florida 34Z43 

(941)359-5772 
SuiK om 549-5772 

Fan (941)359-5779 
SunCoin (F»» Line) 549-5779 

Page 7. Project Schedule: Need lo include public 
participation plan in the environmental review process. The 
public invi>lv ement plan should be designed to address 
div erse interests and concerns of areas residenis. l he basic 
objective of this plan is lo provide public officials, residents, 
businesses and affected public agencies vvith adequate 
opportunitv lo review and commenl on the proposed 
transaclion. Also as part of public involvement plan, you 
need to hold public workshops for the proposed transaction 
prior to the final Voting Conference scheduled for .April 9. 
1998. I he purpose of these workshops is to seek public 
comments and suggestions and to answer questions. 

Regioflal Transportation Plantiinf for the Sarwoca-BradeMoa Urbaniaed Ana 



Ms. Elaine K, Kaiser, Chief 
August 6. 1997 
Page Two 

3. The proposed transaction, if approved as proposed by the Applicant, would result in 
marginal increases/decreases in train freight from and to Florida depending on freight 
train origins and destinations. Further, the proposed transaction vvill have no impact 
on regular interstate passenger commuter rai! services to Florida. 

4. Comments Pertaining to the Draft Scope ofthe FIS 

a. Thc-e should be a clear definition of what is meant H) "Environmenta! 
Impact Statemenl". Why it is needed and what it will accomplish? 

b. The environmental mitigalion conditions should ensure that any significaiit 
impact resulted from the transaction are mitigated pursuant to the Surface 
Transponation Board's environmental rules. 

c. The specific objectives of the LIS. requirements tor HIS. existing and 
foreca.sting conditions, and the cost of each altemativ e should be included in 
the scoping document. 

Thank vou for the opportunitv to comment on this projeci. lhe MPO supports efforts for 
improv ements lo a network of 44.000 miles of America's most heav ily traveled rail lines. If you 
have any questions on the enclosed, please contact me at (941) 359-5772. 

Sincerelv Yours. 

.ti , r /. r^' 
Mark Shbeib 
Principal Planner 

MS:ss 



HARFORD COUNTY GOVERNMENT 
DEPARTMENT OF LAW 

August 11, 1997 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control I'nit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 2U423-U0U1 

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

t..: 
-''3 

DO. '£NT 

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

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

This lelter responds to a letter dated July 3. 1997 to County Executive Eileen M. 
Rehrmann. 

The County continues to have several environmental concerns relative to railroad freight 
traffic moving along CSX/NS lines. A portion ofthe railroad tracks run through the Perryman 
well field and if there is a spill of a controlled hazardous substance withm the recharge zones for 
lhe Perr>man well field, that could have a significant and adverse impacl on the public drinking 
water supply for a large sector of Harford County. It will be critical for the raihoad to take 
iiiinvuiatc actir,n to con'ain and clean up anv spilled m.Ueria! within the well field rechari,e zone, 
to immediately notify the appropriate local officials and to provide any necessary long term 
monitoring to ensure that there is not an adverse impact to the well field. 

Residential and commercial development along the railroad tracks also is increas ng. 
Undoubtedly, residential communities will be concerned about the frequency, speed and hours of 
operation on railroad tracks Uiat run along residential communities due to the potential disruption 
in traffic flow and the noise that may be generated by the rail traffic. 

MY DIRLCT PHONF NUMBht̂  IS (41C) 638-3205 
220 SOUTH MAIN SIR! ' • = MARYLAND 21014 38bb 

General informat or i • • (4'0) S/Q POOO 
Deat 1 IY (410)6.^^-3086 



August 11. 1997 
Paue 2 

The railroad tracks run adjacent to the Aberdeen Proving Ground. The mission of the 
Aberdeen Proving Ground has been the development of chemical warfare agents and chemical 
surely materials. Ken Stachiw of the Aberdeen Prov ing Ground should be contacted for turther 
infomiation about conceras and potential environmental impact to the Aberdeen Proving Ground. 

Ken Stachiw 
Directorate of Safety. Health and Environment 
U S, Army Aberdeen Proving Ground 
ATTN: STEAP-SII ER 
Aberdeen Proving Ground. MD 21010-5001 

The rail tracks run ihrough the local municipalities of Aberdeen and Havre de Grace. The 
follow ing persons should be contacted from those jurisdictions to obtain advice of any potential 
environmental concerns: 

Peter Dacey. City Manager 
City of Aberdeen 
P.O. Box 70 
Aberdeen. MD 21001 

Robert Eange. City Manager 
City ol Havre de Grace 
711 Pennington Avenue 
Havre de Grace. MD 21078 

In light of the mission at the Aberdeen Proving Ground, it is possible that the accidental 
dctonati';>n urcNploded ordnance or a catastrophic evenl on the Proving Ground (e.g.. a plane 
crash at the mustard ageni stockpile storage yard) could require the discontinuaticm o\' train traffic 
or the mtxlification of operaung pixKcdures through the area. I or information about the chemical 
suvkpile emergencv preparedness prt̂ grani and other related information of concern, please feel 
free to contact: 

Douglas W. Richmond 
Harford County Emergency Operations Center 
2220 Ady Road 
Horesl Hill. MD 21050 
410-638-3352 



August 11. 1997 
Paue 3 

If you have any questions of Harford County, please feel free to contact me. 

Very truly yours. 

Jefferson L. Bloniquist 
Deputy County Attorney 

JEB:tmh 
cc: Ken Stachiw. Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Peter Dacey. City Manager. City of Aberdeen 
Robert I>imge. City Manager. City of Havre de Grace 
Douglas W. Richmond. Harford County I-niergency Operation Center 



Metropolitan .Mlanta Rapid Transit Authority marca 
August 5. 1997 

Office ofthe Secretarv 
Case Control I nil 
S I B 1 inance Docket No. 33388 
Surface I ransportation Board 
1925 K Street. N.W . 
W ashington. D.C. 20423-0001 

ENviROhiMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

.Aucmion: l laine K. Kaiser. Chief 
Section of I nv ironmental .Analysis 
H"nv ironmental 1 ilina 

4: 

Subject: Notice of Intent to Prepare F.IS and Kcqucsi for Comments; 
C SX Corporation und Norfolk Southern Corporation -- Control and 
Operating Lcascs/.\{»rccment.s-Conrail, Inc. 

This is in response to your letlor dated .!iiiv 3. 1997 which notified our agency ofthe 
propo.sed subject HIS and requested wrilten comments on the propo.sed HIIS scope. 

I hc Metropolitan .Atlanta Rapid Trarsit .Authority (M.AR 1 .A) vvould recommend that the 
poteniial impacls to existing and planned public transit. cv>mmuter and intercity rai! 
service be addressed in the scope oflhe proposed H'lS. It is importanl that the lilS include 
sufficiciit analvsis to ensure that the proposed transactii>n would not negativelv impact 
public transit scrv ice in the affected corridors. 

1 hank vou for this opportunity to subniit commenls on the propo.sed H'lS. 

Sincerelv. 

Richard J. SinuMielta 
General Nlanauer CIO 

2424 Piedmont Road Atlanta. Georgia 30.̂ 24-33.̂ 0 (404) 848-5000 
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CITY OF LAUREL, MARYLAND 
OFFICE OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR 

8103 Sandy Spring Ro*d • l^ral, Mvytand 20707 (3011 726-5300 
Iat«rn«tt bttpt//wwM.laux«l.ad.us 

August 7, 1997 

M s . E l a i n e K. K a i s e r , Chief 
S e c t i o n of Environmental Analys i sRiN / t H N T A i 

S u r f a c e Transportat ion Board > ^ V / w U l V l c N T 
1925 K S t r e e t , N. W. 
W a s h i n g t o n , D. C. 20423-001 

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

This will acknowledge your July 28, 1997, letter to City of Laurel Mayor 
Frank P. Casula regarding the application of CSX corporation and CSX 
Transportation, Inc. (CSX) ; Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern 
Railway Company (NS) ; Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporation 
(Conrail) to seek authorization for CSX and NS to acquire control of Conrail 
and for the subsequent division of Conrail's assets by CSX and NS. The City 
s i n c e r e l y appreciates the opportunity to provide comment. 

The Maryland Transportation Administration (MTA) has an agreement to use 
CSX l i n e s between Baltimore, Maryland and Washington, D.C. for commuter 
t t a f f i c . There may be other areas where similar commuter use i s provided on 
CSX, NS, or Conrail lines. The use of CSX lines provide commuter r a i l 
transportation for a significant number of Maryland residents. The City of 
Laur e l i s privileged t'' enjoy three coiamuter stations conveniently located to 
residents in the greater Laurel area who work in and/or between Baltimore and 
Washington. 

I t i s not clear from the material provided what changes, i f any, or 
impacts, i f any, may be proposed for those lines serving the commuting 
population. It would be very much appreciated i f information on the changes 
and impacts to commuter transportation could be provided. This information 
w i l l help the City better identify impacts and concerns. 

Thank you for your assistance. We wil l look forward to your response. 

S ^ ^ e l y , 

E r n e ^ j / yZacci^nelli 
City Maimstrator 

cc: Mayor Frank P. Casula 
Laurel City Council President Craig A. Moe 
Laurel City Council Read File 
Ms. Kristie M. Mills, Deputy City Administrator 
Mr. Martin Flemion, Director of Public Works 
Mr. Karl D. Brendle, Director of Development Management 
Ms. Kimberley Ann Rau, CMC, Clerk to the Council 
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August 5, 1997 r-xi /\ugusx z>, 

OOCUMENT ZifalZfZW^' 
Office of the Secretary K L u ! 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Dockett #33388 
Suiface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet 

Washington, D.C 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 
The Newark Day Nursery and Children's Center Ls very concemed about 
the possible increase of rail traffic in the CSX Rail Line through Newark, 
Delaware. This rail line goes directly behind our center and is located only 
380 feet away from our building. We are located in a neighborhood with 
apartments (mostly University students) directly on the other side ofthe 
rail tracks. 

Any increase will result in more noise, pollution and potential for harm of 
children and adults in the area. We are particularly concemed about the 
possibility of hazardous material being transported through a small town in 
close proximity to a University, neighborhoods and of course, our 
Children's Center. 

We ask that you reconsider any increase in train traffic through the 
Newark, Delaware area. 

Sincerely, 

^J^L^iZ' 

Dale Sampson-Levin.MSW 
Executive Director 
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State of Uliiioiii § 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Marv A. Cade, Director 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

217-782-0^^47 

August 4. 1907 ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Office of the Secretarv 
Case ( ontrol L rut 
STB Finance Docket No 3.1588 
Surface Transportation Board 
\ ' )2^K Street, N VV 
Wa.sliinuton. D C 2042?-000l 

7(&0 

.Attention Ms Flame K Kaiser, ( inef 
Section of Fn\ironmental .Analysis 
Environmental l ilmg 

Re; Notic^ of In MU to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Request for Comments 
on Proposed I'lS Scope in STB I'inance Docket No 33388, CSX Corporation ami CSX 
/ nin^fHirkiiion Jiu Xurfolk Saiiilieni ('orponiiion ami Norfolk SOIIIIK III Railw ay ('ompany -
( ontrol and Opcnilinii I cases .-ii^nciiicms-i. onrail. /nc and ('on.\olulalcd Rail ( orporalion. 

Dear \1s Kaiser 

Thiuik \ ou for \ oLir letter of JuK 3.1')97 concerning the above referenced EIS The Agency nas reviewed 
this information and has the ibllcwing comments: 

fhe railroad should ensure that abandoned propert>' is not utilized for open dumping, and should 
take the necessary measures to cle;inup anv open dumped u.-iste on their properties, and to restnct 
access 

Please note the Agency has no authoritv regarding noise emissions from any rail operations, this 
authonty is held by the Federal Railroad .Administration 

Please contact Da\e .lansen of our Bureau of Land at 21 7-782-9287 for additional assistance or 
information reuardinu the Atzencv's comments 

Sincerelv, 

iL\riA. 

Bernard P Killian 
Deputy Director 

Printtd on Recycled Paper 
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B \KR^ CoMMi N!T> I ! M I S< IIOOI. DISTRKT NO. 1 
AO) Mi.DoNOuGH STREET 

BAR'O', ILLINOIS 6 2 3 1 2 

2 I 7 33.'' 2 3 2 3 
FAX 2 1 7 3 3 5 - 2 2 I I 

EN.iRONMENTAL 
August (). 199" DOCUMENT 

E/ainc K Kaiscr. Chief Section of EnMrvinmcntal Analvsis 
Office of the Secretarv 
Case Conirol Unit 
STB Finance Docket No 333X8 
Surface Transportation Board 
I92.*i K Street. NW 
Washington. tX' 20423-000! 

Dear Ms Kaiscr 

7 hank vou for thv oppoi 'jnitv for input into the EIS for the acquisition of Conrail and Conrail Assets Pike 
C ountv. Illinois, is located m west central Illinoi'̂  not far from the Mississippi River Hannibal. Missouri, ist 
nineteen (19) miles awav from the little mral communitv of Barrv. lllnois Barn Communitv Unit School 
Distnct IS located in Pike Countv With an area of 99 2 square miles serv ing 432 students K-12, busing is a 
major method of transportation for our students 

The Barrv Board of Education vvould like lo draw to vour attention the number of railroad crossings which are 
not marked with lights or v'oss arms or anv kind of alert that a tram is approaching Wc have had tvvo serious 
accidents m the past six mondis. one resulting in death No buses have as vet been involved, thankfullv Please 
lake mto consideration that this consolidation will increase tram traffic as welt as increase the speed of the trains 
in this area Wc request that some tv pc of mechanical alert be placed at each crossing where a bus w ould hav e 
to cross in our District that would amount to six 

Again, thank you for hearing our concerns 

Respectfullv. 

xi' ^'Tri/.. u .77//7lA..JL.iLy 
Dr Shan L Marshall 
Superintendent 
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USDA NRCS ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Natural Resources Conservation Service, 1902 Fox Drive, Champaign, IL 61820 

July 30, 1997 

Of f ice of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
A t t n : Elains K. Kaiser, Chief 
Sect ion of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20403-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser, 

The Natural Resources Conservation Service has reviewed the proposed transaction and have no 
comments . 

Sincerely, 

/ / 

WILL IAM J. GRADLE 
Sta te Conservationist 

cc: 
Tony Kramer, ASTC, NRCS, Champaign, IL 

(J 

b l : ka ise r .doc 

The United States Departmerit of Agriculture lUSDA) prohibits discrimination in Its programs on the basis of race, color, national origin, 
sex, religion, age, disability, political beliefs and marital or fr-mHial status INot all prohibited bases apply to all programs). Persons 

with disabilities who require alternative means for commrnicatior, of program information IBraille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should 
conlact the USDA Office of Communications at 12021720 2600 Ivoice and TDD) 

To file a complaint, write the Secretary of Agncuiture, U.S. Department of Agriculture, Washington, DC, 20250, or call 1 18001245-
6340 Ivoice) or 12021720 1127 'TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity employer. 
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Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Thank you fo r the opportunity to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the scoping 
process for the proposed Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388, CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk 
Southern Railway Company - Control and Operating 
Leases/Agreements - Conrail, Inc. and Consolidated P a i l 
Corporation. Since we could not locate a copy of the Railroads' 
Environmental Report referenced i n your July 3, 1997 scoping 
l e t t e r , we inf o r m a l l y contacted your s t a f f for a description of 
the proposal r e l a t i v e to pc^sible actions w i t h i n the Nashville 
D i s t r i c t . Based on that telephone conversation, i t appears that 
no construction or abandonments are prcposed w i t h i n the 
boundaries of the Nashville D i s t r i c t . Thus, we beliave that the 
proposal would have no e f f e c t on any programs being planned or 
executed by the Nashville D i s t r i c t , and would not include 
a c t i v i t i e s subject to Department of the Army (DA) permit 
authority w i t h i n the Nashville D i s t r i c t . 

Since we have not seen d e t a i l s of the proposal, we reserve 
f i n a l comment u n t i l l a t e r i n the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) process. We also suggest that you contact the ether 
Coips of Engineers d i s t r i c t s involved i n the proposal, i f they 
are not already a part of your mailing l i s t . Information on 
other Corps D i s t r i c t s p o t e n t i a l l y involved may be obtained v i a 
the Corps web s i t e (www.usace.army.mil). Nevertheless, the 
essential point for the EIS i s that work i n waters of the United 
States (including wetlands) could require DA Permits under 
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Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) and/or Section 10 of the 
Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899. In t h i s regard, the Corps 
normally encourages f u l l consideration of, i n sequential order, 
wetland and stream avoidance alternatives, impact minimization, 
and, f i n a l l y , compensatory mitigation of any unavoidable aquatic 
resource losses as required by the Corps/EPA Memorandum of 
Agreement for impact m i t i g a t i o n . 

The Nashville D i s t r i c t would appreciate remaining on your 
mailing l i s t for the Draft EIS. Should you have any questions 
concerning DA permits w i t h i n the District.- please f e e l free to 
contact Mr. Tom Swor at (615) 736-5181. Thanks again f or 
including us early i n your planning process. 

Sincerely, 

il^Tfiomas W. WateYs, P̂  
i[r Chief, Engineering-Planning 
y Div i s ion 
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M.S. Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Office of the Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20423-0001 

August 6, 1997 

Re: F-97-481 
Surface Transportation Board 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
CSX Corporation and Norfolk Southern 
Corporation - Conrail Acquisition 
Environmental Impact Statement Scope 

Dear Ms. Kaise 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft scope of the environmental impact statement for the 
proposed acquisition of Conrail by the CSX and Norfolk Southern Companies. We would like to offer the 
following comments: 

Ai, identified in the scoping document, dated July 1, 1997, at Impact Categories, Section 3. C. Land Use, the 
New York State Department of State anticipates a discussion of consistency of the proposed activities with the 
policies of the New York State Coastal Management Program. Of particular concern would be the proposed 
activities' effect on port development and the movement of people and goods through New York's coastal 
area (NYS CMP Policy #3;. the State's general economic, social, and environmental interests (NYS CMP 
Policy #18). and public access to public lands and waters adjacent to Conrail corridors (NYS CMP Policy 
#20). 

A number of Hudson River Valley communities continue to express concern over riverfront isolation along 
the rail lines on both sides ofthe river valley. The railroads should discuss the possibility of maintaining and 
improving public access to the Hudson River .shoreline wherever practicable. 

At such time as an environmental impact statement is made available for review, a copy shall be submitted to 
the NYS Department of State together with a certification by the railroad companies that the proposed 
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acquisition of Conrail would be consistent with the relevant policies of the New York State Coastal 
Management Program. 

Please feel free to call me or Vance A. Barr at (518) 474-6(XX) if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

' • / 
William F. Barton 
Chief, Bureau of Consistency Review 

and Analysis 

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

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

Rc: Acquisition. NS-CSXT-Conrail. Ohio 

Dear Ms. Kaiser, 

This is in response to correspondence from your oflke dat-̂ d July 3, 1997 (received July 7) regarding 
the above referenced project. The comments of the Ohio historic Preservation Office (OHPO) are 
submitted in accordance vvith provisions ofthe National Historic Preser\ation Act of 1966, as amended 
(16 U.S.C. 470 [36 Cl R 800]); the Surface Transportation Board serves as the lead federal agency. 

In the preparation ofthe environmental impact statement (EIS) for this projeci, we offer the following 
recomniend..tions and guidelines. The section addressing historic preservation concems (Number 11 in 
your outline) should follow the definitions and process provided in 36 CFR Part 800. For example, 
the terms cultural and historic resources have a general common understanding but lack precision in 
the review process. The EIS should include a clear section defining and delineating the Area of 
Poteniial Effects [36 CFR 800.2] as this is difTerent in a number of important ways from the 
somewhat imprecise phrase provided in your correspondence - "...that are on, or immediately adjacent 
to, a railrcad right-of-uay." Rcinernber, the .Area of Potential Effects (APE) need not be contiguous, 
it can contain several areas, and it can change focus for different actions. In this case, the APE may 
require several definitions to apply to the full range of activities embraced by this undertaking. The 
EIS should provide comprehensive and thorough information meeting the Secretary ofthe Interior's 
standards (36 CFR 800.4. 48FR44716-44742] presenting the results of a good faith effort to identify 
an\ propertv within the APF which may be eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic 
Places. I hc identified properties should be evaluated for eligibility for inclusion in the National 
Register of Historic Places in a comprehensive and thoughtful process which fully adĉ resses eligibility 
guidelines and criteria (36 CFR 60.4]. The EIS should include a thorough assessment of eiTects on 
historic properties, and this assessment should be based on the delineation of the APE. The 
infbrniation from identification, evaluation, and assessment of efTect should be compiled and oresented 
so as to enable a consultation process with the state historic preservation offices regarding mitigation 
of adverse effects (also, see enclosed). Finally, the EIS should address issues of public involvement. 
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Any questions conceming this matter should be addressed to David Snyder at (614) 297-2470, 
between the hours of 8 am. to 3 pm. Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

Martha J. Raymond, Department Head 
Technical and Review Services 

MJR/DMS:ds 

Enclosure 



Ohio Historic Preservation Office 

- Strnel 
• ! :MMO30 

June 10, 1<)97 

OHIO 
HISTORICAL 
SOCILT>̂  
SiNt 1 IKS'i 

Vemon A. Williams 
Surface Transportation Board 
Attn; Section on Knvironmental Analysis 
1925 K Street. NW 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

Re: Acquisiuon. NS-CSXT-Conrail. Ohio 

Dear Mr. Williams, 

This is in response to correspondence regarding the above referenced project (including Finance Docket No. 
33388. dated May 13. 1997). The comments ofthe Ohio historic Preservation Office (OHPO) are submitted in 
accordance vvith piovisions ofthe National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. as amended (16 U.S.C. 470 [36 
CFR 800]); the Suiface Transportation Board serves as the lead federal agency. My staff has reviewed this 
project, and 1 offer the following comments. 

Additional information is needed for us t(̂  complete our review of this project. The undertakiiV' involves a range 
of activities associated vvith the acquisition ofConrail, including construction of new connections. There is a 
likelihood of finding architectural properties in or near all ofthe connections. A check of our records shows 
that, as examples, the Railroad Depot in Bucyrus. the City Hall in Crestline, the Mead-Zimmerman House near 
Greenwich, and the County Courthouse Historic District in Sidney, are listed in the National Register of Historic 
Places. Additional infonnation should be provided on any structure or facility within or adjacent to the Area of 
Potential Fffects (36 CI'R 800.2]. lhe connections are located in areas where archaeological sites are commonly 
found Because the connections will involve ground disturbance, additional information is needed on the extent 
of ground disturbance in these areas to access the need for an archaeological survey. 

This office lacks sufficient inf'or.nation at this time to complete our review of this project. Fhe project involves 
acquisition ofrail lines involving a range of activities in several states. We recommend that coordination 
intciirate concems from ditferent states through some sort of central or common point of contact, and vve 
rec.inunend consultation with the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation because of their overall experience 
throughout the project area. 

Additional infonnation is needed for us to complete our r.view of this project. We have general historic 
preservation concerns in the general vicinity of each ofthe areas identified in your correspondence, but without 
specific information on the si/e. kind and extent ofthe proposed activity, it is difficult for us to offer specific 
recommendations. A check of our records shows that there are sites listed in the Ohio Archaeological Inventory 
near the project area There are preservation concerns for this undertaking, including preservation of 
archaeological sites and architecuiral properties and districts Several oflhe areas of new construction for 
connections arc iti are.is where archaeological sites are commonly found and they are also in areas where 
architectural survevs hav e not been extended. Al this time there is a lack of context to evaluate the importance 
of existing railroad structures. We recommend a systematic inventory ofall structures within the project area as 
a starting point in completing Ihe evaluative process to determine eligibility for inclusion in the Nationai Register 
of Historic Places (36 Cl R 800.4]. We note that a previous lack of cooperation in compiling sufficient 
inventory data for this baseline information complicates current efforts. 
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Depending on the final design, there is a substantial likelihood that an identification level survey for one or more 
of the new construction projects w ill be needed to identify any property which may be eligible for inclusion in 
the National Register of Historic Places. Property types that are known in the vicinity of the new construction 
projects include Archaic Period lithic scatters, village sites, bunal sites, and earthworks, and architectural 
property types include railroad buildings (such as depots) and industrial buildings (such as nineteenth century 
warehouses). 

We are also concemed about the preservation of existing railroad structures such as bridges and trestles. At this 
time there is a lack of context to evaluate the importance of existing railroad structures. We recommend a 
systematic inventory ofall structures within the project area as a starting point in completing the evaluative 
process to determine eligibility for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places [36 CFR 800.4). Our 
primary concem is in those areas where there will be new construction for connections and for new or modified 
facilities We are also concerned about the long-term effects from abandonmenl of rail lines. Is it possible to 
establish region-wide protocols to systematically review and evaluate indiviaual construction projects? 

In summary , additional infomiation is needed for us to complete our review of this undertaking. It appears that 
new construction is planned in areas where archaeological sites and architectural properties are commonly found 
and there is a substantial likelihood of this undertaking hi-ving an adverse effect on a property or prop erties 
eligible for inclusion or included in the National Register of Historic Places. In a series of leners from January 
of 1997 to consultants working on this project this office has requested detailed construction plans, mapping, 
description of proposed construction, and photographs showing the area of proposed construction. It is also our 
opinion that it is likely that an identification level survey [36 CFR 800.4] will be needed to identify any property 
eligible for inclusion or included in the National Register of Historic Places. Finally, we recommend that the 
Sec 'on on Environmental Analysis. Surface Transportation Board, establish coordination among the several 
s,̂ : . involved in this undertaking. 

Any questions conceming this matter should be addressed to David Snyder at (614) 297-2470, between the hours 
of 8 am to 5 pm. Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

Martha J. Raymond, Department Head 
Technical and Review Services 

MJR DMS:ds 
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The Greater Cleveland 
Kegional Transit Authority 

615 Supenor Avenue, W 
Cleveland, Ohio 44113-1878 

Pnone 216 566-5084 
fax 216 781-4043 

RoseMary Covington 

Assistant Gener il Manager 
Mafketing and Di.velopnem 

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

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

August 5, 1997 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

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

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

To mitigate the above concerns, we request that the EIS consider an 
alternative that involves a connection to existing Conrail lines in the 
Cleveland area. Similar to the Vermilion project, this would connect the NS 
t3ellevue-Buffalo line to the current Conrail Chicago line. This would be 
accomplished by the upgrading of existing active trackage between the 
vicinity of West 25th Street and Train Avenue in Cleveland, and the vicinity of 
Cleveland Hopkins International Airport, also in Cleveland. This may also 
involve additional trackage completely or largely in existing rights-of-way. 
The route would use existing NS trackage and the Conrail Flats Industrial 
Track via Linndale, CP Short, and would bypass and parallel the Conrail 
Rockport Yard. 
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The proposed alternative route would use existing rights-of-way largely 
through industrial areas and would include no grade crossings. We believe 
this alternative would substantially reduce rail traffic volumes on the NS 
Bellevue-Buffalo line through the Lakewood area and points west, and 
should be addressed in the EIS. 

Sincerely, 

RoseMary Covington 
Assistant General Manager 
Marketing and DevelopmerU 
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(412) 728-5700 Voice 
(412) 775-3915 Fax 

BOARD OF BEAVER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

July 31, 1997 

Office ofthe Secretar>', Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Atlenlion: Flaine K. Kaiser, Chief, 
Section of Environmental Analysis/Envirorvmental Filing 

RE: Surface Transportation Board 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
Proposed EIS Scope, Conrail Acquisition 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

This is a response to letter dated July 3. 1997 (received 7/11/97) regarding the proposed 
acquisition ofConrail *-y CSX and Norfolk and Southem Railroads. The purpose ofthe letter and 
its enclosed Surface Transportation Board (STB) notice from the July 7, 1997 Federal Register was 
to prov ide a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the proposed 
acquisition ofConrail; and request comments on the p'-oposed EIS Scope. 

The attachment included summar\ information on the draft .scope's proposed impact 
categories (air. noise, safety etc.) and the thresholds for impact consideration in respect to increr.sed 
operating le\ els, new facilit\/line construction and abandonments. A projected study and decision 
schedule also was presented. 

The EIS scope in the Federal Register attachment appears to correspond with the impact 
categories used by CSX and Norfolk and Southem Railroad consultants when requesting comments 
from the Planning Commission. Comments ofthe Planning Commission were provided in letters 
dated Januar> 17, February 2, I ebruar>' 21, and March 21, 1997 and were considered by STB's 
Section of Environmental Analysis in preparing the draft scope. 
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The draft scope appears to include all reasonable impact categories and defines reasonable 
thresholds at which increased railroad activities or impacts will be considered. Impact thresholds 
should be flexible when necessarv to address important local concems. For example impacts on 
a grade crossing with less than 5,000 vehicle trips per day would not be considered, yet a large 
increase in train traffic may significantly increase emergency vehicle response time and reduce 
access to certain facilities such m riverside recreational activities. 

The impact analysis for 7. Biological Resources, 8. Water Resources, 9. Socio-Economic 
Issues, 10. Environmental Justice and 11. Cultural and Historic Resources should not be limited to 
line abandonment and construction projects but shouid consider the impact of substantially 
increased activity on natural, community, socio-economic and historic resources. The above 
impacts would be made known and addressed only if brought to STB's attention by appropriate 
parties. 

If there are any questions please contact this office. 

Very truly yours. 

Richard W. Packer, Jr 
Acting Director 

RWP/WL/my 
Copy to: File 
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August 6, 1997 

BY FACSIMILE (202) 565-9000 AND REGULAR MAIL 

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

Attention Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief 
Seclion of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

Notice of Intent to I*repare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and 
Request for Comments on P.oposed EIS Scope in STB Finance Docket 
No. 33388. CS.\' Corporation and CS.X Iransportation, Jnc, Sorfolk 
Southern Corporation and Sorfolk Southern Raihvciy Company - Control 
ond Operating Leases Agreements-Conrail, Inc. and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation. 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

ITiis letter responds on behalf ofthe City of Richmond. Virginia (the "City") to the 
Surface I ransportation Board s Request for Comments on Proposed EIS in the above 
dockel 

Hie Cily asks that the scope of the proposed EIS include a discu.ssion of the 
potential impacts ofthe proposed transaction in each ofthe proposed scope topic areas 
(transportation sy.stem. land use. water resources, cultural and historic resouices. etc.) 
regardless ofthe cause ofthe potential impacts, so long as the potential impacts could 
result from the proposed transaction Several of the proposed EIS scope topic areas 
appear to locus only on planned construction and abandonment activrties. However, 
impacts within all ofthe scope topic areas in a given localitv could be caused by other 
aspects ofthe proposed transaction. For instance, anticipated increases or decreases in 
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rail traffic in a particular locality could affect local biological, water, or cultural and 
historic resources. 

The City asks that the EIS address any environmental issue of which the applicants 
become aware and that is relevant to the application, even if the issue is not within the 
current scope. 

As a matter of clarification, the Railroad Control Application's Environmental 
Report in this docket improperly discusses potential air quality impacts within the City of 
Richmond under the heading "Impact Analysis by County" {see Environmental Report, 
Part 2, Sections 22.1.1 & 22.1.1.1.8). Unlike most other states, under the Virginia form 
of local govemment, an "independent" city, such as Richmond, is not a part of any county. 

The City is interested in the apphcation and the EIS, and appreciates this 
opportunity to comment. We are forwarding these comments by facsimile, with the 
requisite hard copies to follow by mail. Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have 
any questions conceming the City's conunents. 

Sincerely, 

David B. Kearney 
Assistant Cit>' Attomey 

cc: Robert C Bobb 
Charles "\. Peters. Jr. 
Vicktoria Badger 
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THOMAS D. McCANN, Chairman 
LOIS A. LENEHAN, Vice-Chairman 
FREDA BENNETT, Clerk 
JOYCE B. SCHEFFEY, Treasurer '• 
ROBERT W. BIRCH, Member-At-Large 

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

Attn: Elaine K. t'.aiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

Re CSX Acquisition of Conrail - Draft Scopo for EIS 

De STB: 

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

While the proposed EIS wi'l focus on construction of facilities and potential abandonments, 
our conce.f-ns are pnmanly focused on issues related to ownership and control of the railroads in 
Berkshire County. These concerns should perhaps be addressed in the EIS as issues of social 
equity. For exampie. we hope that CSX will be amenable to the continuation of .Amtrak's rail 
passenger sen^/ice in Pittsfield, and will cooperate in effo.-ls to preserve that ser/ice and give it 
reasonable pnority in scheduling. Also in regard to passenger service, we hope that CSX will be 
cooperative in allowing trackage nghts for the Berkshire Scenic Railway Museum to provide tourist 
service into Pittsfield from the south. 

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

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



an alternative highway location pending the results of onnoing studies. We would also hope for 
the cooperation of CSX in this regard. 

Finally, the preliminary EIS we received indicated that in Massachusetts there would be nc 
increase in traffic "above STB thresholds" and therefore no impact. However, we would like the 
estimates lo be shown demonstrating that they are below the threshold. Similarly, we would like 
to see the estimates of truck rail diversions in order to gauge the .magnitude of the benefits alludec 
to in the preliminary EIS. 

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

Yours trjjiy, 

'Nathaniel W. Ka.ms, A.l.CP 
Executive Director 
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January 30, 1997 
Mr. Gabe Hernandez 
Agency Coordinator 
Burns & McDonnell 
9400 Ward Parkv/ay 
Kansas City, Missouri 64114 

Re ACQUISITION OF CONRAIL (Docket # 33286) 

Dear Mr. Hernandez: 

The Berkshire County Commissioners have referred your letter of January 14, 1997 to 
us for response. In that letter you asked for comments and concerns regarding increased 
traffic on our primary rail freight line resulting from your proposed merger with Conraii. 
Given the relatively short time frame, we cannot provide a definitive response to your request 
at this time. However, we do understand that there will be additional opportunities to provide 
input and comment upon the proposal at a later time. 

One issue that has come to our attention is the concern that the merger of rail freight 
companies will reduce the opportunities for competition among rail service providers. In 
addition, there are issues related to the utilization of abandoned rail lines, and trackage 
rights for tourist passenger services. Specifically, the secondary branch line from the North 
Aaams Junciion in Pittsfield north to the Lanesborough town line has not been used in some 
time, and has been identified as having potential utility as a public right-of -way for a bike 
path or possible highway use. Another concern has to do with trackage rights for the local 
scenic tourist train, the Berkshire Scenic Railway Museum, which would like to provide 
service into Pittsfield from the south. 

Enclosed for your use is a copy of our 1993 Regional Transpoitation Plan which w'll 
provide further background information. Please note that thii plan is currently being updated 
in accordance with ISTEA regulations, and a revision will be in place after March 31 of this 
year. 

Yours truly, 

CksA. ii). (Uiz-
Charles W. Cook 
Transportation Planner 

cc: Ber.Kshire County Commissioners 
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August 4, 1997 

Elaine K Kaiser, Chief V l R C N A / i £ j \ ^ 
Section of Environmental Analysis D O O l l M C K I T 
Environmental Filing v/llflCIM I 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N W 
Washington, D C 20423-0001 

Re: Request for Comments on Proposed EIS Scope in STB Fi lance 
Docket No. 33388 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed Environmental 
Impact Statement ' EIS) Scope in the Surface Transportation Board (STB) 
Finance Docket No 33388 

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

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

There has been a steady increase in the area's truck traffic over the past two 
decades and a much greater utilization of trucks rather than rail lines for freight 
movement According to an October 1996 publication by the Bureau of 
Transportation Statistics, Freight Transportation in Tennessee, most 
commodities for that year were moved by trucks, about 84 percent of the value 
and 89 percent of the weight Rail accounted for only about 3 percent of the 
value and 7 percent of the weight. 
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In addition, an increase in the number of trains per day will result in more frequent rail-to-
truck transfers at Davidson County's Radnor Yard, requiring additional trucks and 
preventing a suflTicient counterbalance to the increases in air pollutants (This intermodal 
facility was not cited in the scope as being adversely impacted by the increase in train 
traffic) 

Nonetheless, in accordance with the Intermodal Surface Transportation Eflficiency Act 
(ISTEA), Section 134(f), and the Nashville Area MPO's Long-Range Transportation 
Plan, staff" supports better utilization of existing rail lines for the efficient movement of 
freight We also strongly encourage the preservation of these rail segments for fiiture 
passenger rail service as a means of mitigating traflRc congestion and increases in auto 
emissions. 

The proposed scope notes that existing commuter operations and CSX freight operations 
are able to utilize the same rail lines without compromising the effectiveness of either 
operation The successftil cooperation between the two, via contracts, suggests the same 
is possible in the Nashville area. 

In April 1996, the Regional Transportation Authority, in cooperation with the MPO and 
the Metropolitan Transit Authority, completed the Nashville R<*gional Commuter Rail 
Evaluation The study evaluated the feasibility of commuter rail service over the next 20 
years Findings revealed that future commuter rail service for the Nashville area is feasible 
and warranted At this time, we ask that any proposed increase to rail freight service 
include the potential for fiiture passenger service 

Finally, due to the large number of grade crossings in Davidson County, four of which 
have an Average Daily Traffic (ADT) count of greater than 5000, the potential for an 
increase in accidents is of concem Considering our assertion that the reduction in track 
traffic will not be as great as suggested in the draft scope, any claim that the potential for 
accidents on interstate highways would decrease with a supposed decrease in truck traffic 
requires turther attention. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the proposed scope as it relates to the 
Nashville Area MPO and its planning area Should you have any questions or comments, 
please do not hesitate to contact me at 615/862-7215 

Sincerely, 

Paige Watson 
Planner I 

MPO 97/86 
PLW/plw 
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partment of Strategic Planning and Growth Management 
Transportation Planning Division 

115 S Andrews .Avenue. Room 329H 
Fort Lauderdale. FL 3330! 

(954) 357-6608 • FAX 357-6228 

August 6. ls»97 

Elaine K. Kaiser. Chi'^f 

Section of Environmental Analysis. Environmental Filing 
Office ofthe Secretar). Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388. Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. N. W. 
Washington. D. C. 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

RH: Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact statement (EIS) and Requests for 
Comments on Proposed EIS Scope in STB Finance Docket No. 33388. CSX Corporation and 
CSX Transportation. Inc.. Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway 
Compan\ - Control and Operating I.eases/Agreements-Conrail. Inc. and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation. 

We ha\c re\ ie\ved the subject notice and the Environmental Report. We have no comments at this 
time. We request that, per the notice, SHA add our name to its mailing list for distribution of the 
linal scope ofthe HIS. the DEIS, and Final EIS (FEIS). 

Please address all correspondence to: 

Mr. Jay Gross. Assistant Director 
Broward Counu I ransportation Planning Division 
Governmental Center 
115 S. Andrews Avenue, Room 329H 
Ft. Lauderdale. FL 33301 

Telephone: (954) 357-6609 - Fax:(954)357-6228 - E-mail: jgrossi^co.broward.ff.us 

Thank you for including us in this process. 

Sincerely. 

Bruce B. Wilson 
MPO Administrative Assistant 
BW:lp 

cc: .lay (iross. .Assistant Director 
Michael Wanchick. Director. Strategic Planning «& Growth Management 
B. .1. Osterholt, County Administrator 

BROWARD COUNTY BOARD Of COUNTY COMMISSIONERS - An Equal Opportunity Employer ond Provider o( S«fvic«$ 
Normon Abromowitz Scott I Cowon Sujonne N GunzDurgef liene Lieberman Lon Ngpce Porr.sh Sylvia Poitier John E r.(odstrom, Jr 

World WW* W«b: htfpv/www.co.bfoword.f l.u$/fran»plan 



CEN TRAL VIRGINIA PLANNING DISTRICT COMMISSION 
915 Mam Street, 3rc! Floor Suite 302 • P O Box 817 • Lynchburg, Virginia 24505 • Tel. No. (804) 845-3491 

August 5. 1997 

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

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

Dear Elaine: 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

This is to infonn you that the Central Virginia Planning Di.strict Commission has received parts 1-4 
of the Hn\ ironmental Repon lor the Acquisition ofConrail by Norfolk Southem and CSX. We have 
also received a copy oflhe draft Scope of Work lor the EIS. 

Both of these documents have been reviewed by our Transportation Planner for impacts that this 
acquisition ina\ have within the CVPDC area. As a rebut, vve have no comments to provide at this 
lime. 

If you have any questions conceming this matter please contact Matt Shiley. Transportation Planner 
at (804) 845-3491. 

Sincerelv. 

Rick Wuingblood 
Interim Executive Director 

Amherst County-Appomattox County-Bedford County-Campbell County 
Town of Amherst-Town of Appomattox-Town of Altavlsta-Town of Brookneai 

City of Bedford-City of Lynchburg 



July 29,1997 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 3:̂ 388 
Surface Tran.sportation Board 1925 K Street, N.W. 
W:-,hington, D C 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaise"-

Ror,' "1. AlCP 
Director 

Re: Notice of Intent lo Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) and Request for Comments on Proposed EIS Scope in STB Finance 
Docket No. 33.388, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk 
Southern Corporation and Norfolk Souttiern Railivay Company - Control and 
Operatmg Leases/Agreements - Conrail, Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

As requested, the Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning 
Organization has reviewed the Notice of Intent to Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and comment on the Proposed 
EIS Scope. 

The review revealed a potential increase in freight traffic between 
Lakeland, Florida and Uceta Yard in Tampa, Florida. This increa.se 
amounts to an additional 1.3 trains per day between Lakeland and Plant 
City, and an increase in tons of freight per year between 10 and 13 
percent between Lakeland and Uceta Yard. 

We feel the impact of the proposed action will be smal) to insignificant, 
and there is no indication that the merger will have any other impact this 
area. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed 
scope. If you have any questions or require any additional assistance 
please contact Richard Clarendon of my staff at (813) 272-5940. 

Sincerelv, 

l^obert B. Hunter 
Executive Director 

•ace aid the r - j n t y cl Hillsborough 
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Cas«- Conirol Lni l 

S i l l nnan( »• Ixx kci #:vs:̂ HK 

SurlibK T rransjK)rtall()ii IJoaid 

]M2.'i K Sln < t NW 

Washin^jloii I H ' 2042.-5-00() 1 

Atl« nlion FJlaim K Kaiscr. Chk t. St< tion otKnv. Anal.. Knv. Filinff 

1 wish to l)rin>» lo your allenlion a malU r cont i minj i th<- incn asc ot rail irattic through 

Ihc ( i ly ol Newark lit'lawarc. 1 am sure lhal others have expresstd loneem atx)ut 

various ( nvironmental inipai Is. includinji noise, air (|uality. ami the eflect of in< reased 

lralli( on our residents, and 1 endorse Iheir concerns. There is another matter which 

deserves mention, and Ihat is lh( ne>jalive inijwct on an imix^rtant mea^iure underway 

to t url) cxc< ss vehicular |)ollulion. 

We arc ; urrently. with Ihe Stale ofDelawan-. in Ih '•ocess of computerizing and 

synchroni/in^i our traltic control s'j»nals to reduce con>iestion. and hence air ix)IIution 

Irom vehi( le ciiissions. l he rail Irai ks con<cmed cross our slreels at sev( ral places. 

( ausin>* a c()ni|)lele slop ol all tratTi( when a train comes throufjh. Consequently, it 

does little ^mni lo int ()r]K)rale an intelli>»enl Irallic mana^»emenl system such as 

comjmter iwd si>»nals it al any lime, all tralTie must stop lor an evt>nt whi( h cannot Ix' 

I)r()>jrammed inlo Ihc sysU ni. As Ihe Irains increase in .size and/or lre(|uen(y. the 

ini|)a( I otstoppinj^ lralTi( Ihrouj^h mulliple intersections lre(|uenlly truslrates the entire 

c<mi i \)i ol usinji (()nlcm|K)rary le< hnolo^ly lo alwlc Irallic (onjieslion and its resultant 

Ix)IIution. 

1 h(>|x- th<.l you will taki inlo a* (ount Ihis very real environmental ImiJact on our 

f o m m u n i l y in your consideralion olthe projK)sed Irain IralTu increase. 

Sine* .''cly. 

'. Wa<^ler Thomas P. Waniple 

Councilmemlx i . 4th Dislri( I 

City ot Newark. 



STB USINESS 8-11-97 



RUTGERS ENVIRONMENTAL LAW CLINIC 
15 Washinj;Ii)n Strcci. Room 
Newark . New Jersey 07102 .1192 
(97.^) .̂ 5."! 56'^'' 
(97.^ ) ;V53- 1244 (l AX) 

Rutgers, The '-tate University of New Jersey 
School ot Law-Newark 

ENVIROr̂ MENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Auuust6. 1997 

Office ot the Secrelarv , Case Control Unit 
STB Fmance Docket No 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1̂ 25 K Street. NW 
Washinuton. DC 20423-0001 

BY FACSIMll.i; (202)565-9000 

RE: DRAF I SCOPE OF EIS FOR CONRAIL TRANSACTION 

Dear Madam or Sir: 

The following comments on the Draft Scope ofthe EIS for the acquisition of 
Conrail by CSX and Norfolk Soulhern (hereinafter "Draft Scope") are submitted on 
behalf of the 1 n-Slate I ranspt)rtation Campaign, located at 281 Park Av enue Soulh. 
Second HOOL Neu York, NY 10010 

The Draft Scope does not clearly allow for adequate comparison of the proposed 
action and no-aclion alternatives to "proposed action vvilh conditions ' alternatives In 
particular, certain conditions, such as trackage rights agreemenis. placed on the proposed 
action could result in an alternative that is env ironmentally superior to hoth lhe propt)scd 
action and no-action alternatives, without this superiority being apparent from the 
findings of an I IS with the proposed scope I ho I IS should include a thorough 
1 nv estigalion of lhe potential diversions of freight traffic from trucks to rail or to 
intermodal iransptiri under various conditions, and the implications of these diversions 
for all impacl Categ.>ries While ihc Draft Scope does list such diversions as a topic of 
discussion under the category "I ransportation System," the scope oflhe ITS in other 
Impacl Categories does not allow for comparative analysis ofthe environmental 
consequences of potential freight diversions resulting from conditions placed on the 
proposed aetion 

The comments belovv explain this concem in greater detail, making reference lo 
specific impact Categories: 

Dirt i liir 

Mcndruks Kichurdson, l:sq 
Stafl Mtiirne\ 

Wilhan' Cahiil. i:sq. 
Slafi Aiiiirni'v 

Thercsc Langer. Ph.D 
SlufJ .Si ienli.si 
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Transportation System 

Section A states that the ITS will "Idlescnbe system-wide etTects ofthe proposed 
operational changes, constructions, and rail line abandonments,' but does not include 
system-wide effects oflhe grantmg of "trackage • ights or rail line acquisitions that may 
he included in inconsistent and responsive applications" listed under the Hnvironmental 
Impact Analysis section oflhc Draft Scope (item 4) The etTects of conditions such as 
these on the proposed action should be explicitly included m this section, as well as in 
section B ( "potential diversions of freight traffic from trucks to rail and from ran to 
trucks"). 

3 Land Use 

The Conrail acquisition has potentially significant implications for land use in the 
metropolitan New York area The jxtenl lo which the transaction facilitates movement of 
freighl across the New York Harbor by non-truck modes (rail or barge), for example, vvill 
atTect the locations of distribution sites and intermodal facilities in New Jersey, which in 
turn influences the configuration of commercial activity in the region Matters such :>s 
this are the subject ofthe New Jersey State Plan for IX*velopment and Redevelopment, 
which IS intended lo direct developmenl toward urban areas and other established centers. 

fhe Draft Scope slates (section 3 A ) that the ITS will "Idlescnbe whether the 
proposed rail line consiruc on and abandonmenl activities are consistent with exi.sting 
land use plans " While this element ofthe scope is welcome, the LIS should go further 
and analy/e the imprcts that trackage right agreements and other conditions on the 
proposed action will have on land use In particular, the potential of these conditions to 
direct development to urban areas should be discussed. 

5 Air Quality 

Similarly, the Conrail acquisition with or without added conditions mav have a 
signilicant and positive impacl on air qualitv by virtue of its potential to diven freight 
trom irucks lo rail or olher modes Yet the Air Quality section ofthe Draft Scope is 
focused on air emissions mavases exceeding certain threshold levels, suggesting that 
there will be no companson among the various action alternatives with respecl to their 
ability to miprove air quality Section D does propose evaluation of "potennal air quality 
benefits of system-wide emissions reductions that would result from proiecled truck-to-
rail diversions," but solelv for purpc)ses of compan.son with emissions mcrea,ses oflhe 
.same alternative, so thai the net air quality impacl oflhe altemative can be "compared to 
the entire emission inventon for affected non-atlainment areas "" This is not sufficient 
Net air qualitv impacls of" the proposed action should be compared with net air quality 
impacts oflhe proptised action with conditions imposed 
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10. Environmental Justice. 

This section ofthe scope should ciearly state that the LIS vvill evaluate the relative 
impacts oflhe various aitematives on any minonty or low-income group, raiher than 
simply evaluating whether such activities "have a disproportionately high and adverse 
health efTect or environmental impact"" on any such group 

Therese Langer 
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August 4, 1997 

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

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

Dear Ms Kaiser, 

Please be informed that the Waterfront historic Area League of New 
Bedford, Inc (WHALE) is concerned about the cleanup of the former New 
Bedford Rail Yard (see attached location map) This rail yard was formerly 
operated by the Penn Central Railroad and has been named by the the 
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Management and the US 
Environmental Protection Agency as a site which contains high levels of 
contamination from PCB s. 

This site has been selected by the Massachusetts Bay Transit Authority 
for a Commuter rail station linking New Bedford to Boston. At a series of public 
Charrettes sponsored by WHALE and attended by more than 250 individuals, 
the overwhelming consensus was that this is the ideal site for the proposed 
commuter rail station In addition, the site has been approved by the New 
Bedford Area Cha.nber of Commerce's Inteimodal Transportation Committee as 
the appropnate site for the station 
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We express the following concerns and recommendations; 

1. The site should be cleaned up by the new owner in order to comply 
with th3 regulations of US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 

2. Restoration and rebuilding of the rail beds should be part of the 
cleanup 

We believe that the above recommendations should be included in the 
EIS and in any aquisition documents associated with the ownership of this 
property. 

On behalf of our 860 members, we hope that this site will, once again, 
bring economic development opportunities to our region. 

Very truly yours, 

/intone G. Souza, Jri 
Executive Director 

W A T H R F K O N I H 1 > T O R I C A R K A L F A G U E 
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Office oJ the Secretary ^ 
Case Control I nit 
Finance Docket \o. 
Surf ace Transportation Board 
1925 h .Street. A.M. 
It ashington. D.C. 2t)42.UWt)l 

Attn: Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief Section of Environmental -Xnalysis Environmental 
Filing 

Dear Secretary: 

.4s a resident of .Anacostia in H ashington, D.C. and the President of Women Like Ls, a 
consulting firm that specializes in community development in the area of 
environmental jn ttice. 1 would like to conunent on the Conrad .Acquisition. Inasmuch 
as C.SX and N.V have stated that the this transaction would increase service capabilities, 
improve operating efficiency, and promote competition, I am extremely concerned 
ufyout the environmental justice issues in .Anacostia as it relates to air ifuality, noise 
thresholds, highway congestion, econoniic development and public health. 

I am very an.xious to review the Environmental Impact Statement which will include 
an analysis of poieniiai impacts of the proposed iransaciion on safety, iransportalion 
systems, land use, energy, air i/uality, noise, biological resources, water resources, 
socioeconomic effects directly related to physical changes in the environment, 
environmental justice, and historic/cuhural resources. Anacostia has become an 
urban dumping ground for environmental pollution. This culturally historic 
community is often subjected to blatant envinmmental negligence hy big corporations 
who are driven hy profit. I have many uuestions related to the welfare and safety ofthe 
.Anacostia community and the environment. For e.xample: 

3008-24'' Place, S.E. Washington, D.C. 20020 (202) 678-1978 
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• li hat exactly will the trucks to be hauling to and from the yard? 
• What kind of impact will the Conrad Acquisition have on public health ? 
• H hat kind of employment opportunities will be made available to the residents of 

.Anacostia? 
• how will the air quality threshold and noise threshold he monitored to ensure that 

it is in compliance? 
• What kind of ongoing relationship will CS.X and \S have with the Anacostia 

community? 
• r hat kind ofco:itribution does CS.\ and\S propose to mak. to the Anacostia 

community to improve the quality oflife and sustain the communit)? 

Should you require any further information regarding this matter, please do not 
hesitate to call me on {2112} 678-1978. 

Thank you. 

Sincereh; 

Brenda Lee Richardson. MSH 
President 
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.August 4, 1997 

Ofiice of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Dockett #33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washinuton, DC 20423-0001 

Att'̂ ntion Elaine K Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental .Analysis, 
Environmental Filing 

Dear Ms Kaiser 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

The League of Women Voters of New Castle County wishes to make commenis on the 
"Draft Scope of Work" for the EIS conceming the merger and changes proposed by CS.X, 
Nortblk Southern and Conrail Many members ofthe New Castle Countv League are members of 
the Newark community, living in Newark proper and in the surrounding subdivisions Also, for 
three years, the League has been a member ofthe Public Advisorv Committee of our reiiional 
planning group. WILMAPCO (Wilmington Area Planning Council) and has attended the majority 
ot the Technical Advisorv subcommittee meetings and Council meetings 

The City of Newark is a small city trying to cope with an influx of 21,000 students 
attending the University of Delaware It is also a direct route for automobiles coming from 
westem subdi\isions and Maryland to I-9S This has caused monumental tratTic problems 
W honever a train travels thiough the city, tratTic problems are intensified for pedestnans. bikers 
and autos With anticipated additional trains, the situation could become exasperating The 
League hopes that vour Scope of Work takes into consideration the safetv aspect of proteciinu 
the transponation modes used by the public 

In order to alleviate the present traffic problems, studies have been and are still being 
conducted on possible short term and long temi solutions The Public Advisory Committee of 
WTLMAI>( () has been very active in pursuing these studies and involved in the public 
panicipation workshops and hearings The work alreadv done should be included in the Scope 
Also, considerable efTon has been expended to set up bicvcle routes because ofthe number of 
bicycle users in the nty The League hopes that this infomiation is also included in your studies 
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Another safety and environmental concem is the transportation of hazardous mateinals on trains 
through a crow ded small city The League of Women Voters of the U S supports "policies to 
ensure safe treatment and transportation of solid and hazardous wastes in order to protect public 
health and air, water and land resources " This should be part of your Scope along with 
emergency preparedness for accidents and spi'ls and should be coordinated with Delaware's Fire 
Marshall's Office 

The League of Women Voters of New Castle County is also concemed about the eflects 
on air quality New Castle County is in a federal non-attainment area designated by the Clean Air 
Act With the increase of trains, there will be more frequent lines of automobiles waiting with 
their engines idling, increasing toxic emissions In your Scope, these emissions need to be 
evaluated in relation to Delaware's plan to satisfy' federal standards for ozone levels The Scope 
should be aware ofthe EPA-Delaware (DNREC) Partnership Agreement which sets yearly goals 
for reduction of toxic air pollutants The League of Women Voters supports 'Tegulation and 
reduction of ambient toxic air pollutants." 

In closing, the Leav, »e wx̂ uld like to again emphasize the need for public safety, 
consideration ofall intermodal fonns of transportation, consideration of the studies and vvork 
alreadv done by the local, regional, county and state governmental agencies to solve existing 
problems and the need to protect the environment from turther degradation Thank you for this 
opportunity to comment on your "Drat̂  Scope of Work" 

Sincerely, 

Anita M Puglisi, President 
League of Women Voters of New Castle Countv 

Patricia H Todd. Natural Resources Chair 
I eague of Women Voters of New Castle Countv 

cc Roy M Lopata. Planning Director, Citv of Newark 
G Alexander Tail, l.xeinitive Director. W ILM APCO 
Diane Sheridan. Director. l.WV-US 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D C 20460 
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O f f i c e o f the Secre ta ry 
Case C o n t r o l U n i t 
STB Finance Docket No. 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 , NW 
Wash ing ton , DC 20423-0001 

Dear Sir /Madam: 

The Envi ronmenta l P r o t e c t i o n Agency (2PA) has r ev iewed the 
S u r f a c e T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board's (STB) n o t i c e o f inter*- t o p repare 
an e n v i r o n m e n t a l impact statement f o r Finance Docket No. 33388, 
CSX C o r p o r a r i o n and CSX T r a n s p o r t a t i o n , I n c . , N o r f o l k Southern 
C o r p o r a t i o n and N o r f o l k Southern Ra i lway Company - C o n t r o l and 
O p e r a t i n g Leases/Agreements-Conrai l , I n c . and C o n s o l i d a t e d R a i l 
C o r p o r a t i o n . As requested i n your n o t i c e ( J u l y 1, 1997) we are 
p r o v i d i n ~ f the f o l l o w i n g environmental comments f o r your 
c o n s i d e r t i o n as you prepare the d r a f t e n v i r o n m e n t a l impact 
s t a t e m e n t ( E I S ) . 

Of p r i n c i p l e concern to EPA i s the a i r q u a l i t y r e l a t e d 
i m p a c t s of the proposed STB a c t i o n . We recommend t h a t t h e EIS 
f u l l y assess the a i r emissions, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the nona t t a inmen t 
a r e a s . I n the background documents ( env i ronmen ta l r e p o r t ) 
e m i s s i o n s inc reases f rom increased r a i l a c t i v i t y are s a i d t o be 
o f f s e t (a t l e a s t a t the system l e v e l ) by decreased emiss ions f r o m 
t r u c k s because o f r a i l - t o - t r u c k d i v e r s i o n s r e s u l t i n g f r o m the 
p r o p o s e d a c t i o n . This sys tem-level a c c o u n t i n g o f b e n e f i t s may 
n o t be a p p r o p r i a t e . EPA's d r a f t Open Market T r a d i n g Rules 
recommend r e s t r i c t i n g VOC trades t o the same ozone nona t t a inmen t 
a r e a s and NO;, t r a d e s t o the same Urban A i r s h e d mode l ing domain. 
T h e r e are 23 model ing domains t h a t have been d e f i n e d n a t i o n w i d e . 
We recommend t h a t the e f f e c t of the p r e d i c t e d changes i n NO^ 
e m i s s i o n s be assessed w i t h i n each mode l ing domain. EPA a l s o 
b e l i e v e s t h a t the proposed a c t i o n by STB i s s u b j e c t t o t he 

RecycleU/ilecyclable •Cnntetl witti Veye\at>te'.)it Based Inks on 100=« Recycled Papet i40'o Postconsumer) 



requirements of the General Conformity regulations, 40 CFR 
93.150-160. We recommend that the conformity process be combined 
int o the environmental impact statement process. 

In a d d i t i o n , the environmental j u s t i c e (EJ) implications of 
the proposed ac t i o n need to be f u l l y assessed. This assessment 
should include, as a baseline, the environmental j u s t i c e 
demographics (percentages of min o r i t y and low-income groups) f o r 
the project area r i g h t of ways. We suggest that you refer to 
EPA's "Guidance For Incorporating Environmental Justice Concerns 
i n EPA's NEPA Compliance Analyses" f o r suggestions on conducting 
an EJ analysis. This guidance and other useful guidance can be 
found on OFA's web s i t e (http://www,es.inei.gov/oeca/ofa) . 

Thank you f o r the opportunity t o provide these scoping 
couiments. The s t a f f contact f o r t h i s review i s Pat Haman. She 
can be reached at 202-564-7152. 

Sincerely, 

Richard E. Sanderson 
Di rec to r 
O f f i c e of Federal A c t i v i t i e s 



U.S . D e p a r t m e n t I M t K / M Commander • 431 Crawford Street 
o f T r a n s p o r t a t i o n / K ^ ^ ^ ^ United states Coast Guard Portsmouth Va 23704-5004 

/ • R ^ M W Atlantic Area Staff Symbol AR 

United States tMLgSm Phone (757)398-6366 
Coast Guard / ^ w E N V I R O N M E N T A L 

DOCUMENT 
AUG 4 1997 

Office ofthe Secrelar>' 
Attn: Llainc k. Kaiser. Chief Section of Environmental Analysis Environmental Filing 
Case Contrcl Unit. STB Finance Docket No. 33.188, Surface I ransportation Board 
1925 K Street.NW 
Washington. D C. 20423-()()()l 

Dear Madam; 

With respect lo the purcha.se of CONRAIL b\ Norfolk Southem and CSX Corporation, we do 
not believe that this action will cause an\ ad\erse impacts as it relates to NEPA and the L'SCG 
Bridge Program. On the other hand, there is a potential for much interaction between the USCG 
Bridge Office and the future owners of this railroad. As the Notice of Intent states, there are 
44.000 miles ofrail line being purchased and Seven Connections proposed for construction, all 
with numerous bridges that ma> require CG approvals for rehabs/construction. and permits for 
new bridges, if crossing navigable waterways. In addition, any requests to change drawbridge 
operating procedures shall require Coast Guard approval. Ev en though the purchase of this 
railroad ma\ cause no impacts, the operation will obviously have on going ramifications/impacts 
that will be addres.sed when these projects occur. 

Sincerely, 

s.^ . i iok i j? l~^ 
Chief. Resource i'lanning and Perfonnance Division 
U.S. Coast (iuurd 
By direction of LAN I .AREA Commander 



U.S. Department 
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Coast Guard 

Commander 
First Coast Guard' District 

ENVIROiMMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Battery Park Bldg. 
New York, NY 10004-507iJ 
Staff Symbol :(obr) 
Phone:212-668-7165 

16590 

AUG 0 6 1997 Ms Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

This i s i n response to your request for comments on the proposed 
EIS scope f o r the co'.solidation of Conrail assets with those of 
the CSX and Norfolk Southern r a i l r o a d companies. I am providing 
comments on behalf cf Admiral Richard M. Larrabee, F i r s t Coast 
Guard D i s t r i c t Commander. 

The F i r s t Coast Guard D i s t r i c t ' s Bridge Administration program 
clo s e l y i nterfaces and coordir^ates with Conrail's operations i n 
the northeast. The following issues/impacts should be included 
i n the environmental impact statement process: 

o marine safety implications and intermodal c o n f l i c t s 
a n t i c i p a t e d by increased r a i l service p a r t i c u l a r l y across 
drawbridges; discuss increase i n number and frequency of t r a i n s 
crossing bridges. NOTE: Although we recognize your desire not t o 
mit i g a t e pre-existing conditions, cumulative impacts r e s u l t i n g 
from added congestion, f o r example, should be addressed. 

o expansion of r a i l f a c i l i t i e s (yards, s t a t i o n s ) 
p a r t i c u l a r l y where f r e i g h t t r a i n s are "made up" and the impacts 
on drawbridge operations eg. Lehigh-Valley Bridge across Newcirk 
Bay, NJ. 

o plans to construct, replace or r e h a b i l i t a t e bridge 
structures over waterways; CG bridge permits and construction 
approvals may be required. The Draft Scope of the EIS (p. 13) 
omits compliance with the federal bridge statutes (33 U.S.C. 401, 
491, 525 et seq) 

o discussion of maintenance program for bridges t o include 
operational machinery ( f o r drawbridges), protective fenders, 
navigational l i g h t i n g . 

o t r a i n i n g program for drawbridge operators and dispatchers 
to include knowledge of bridge owner's/operator's 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n accordance with 33 CFR 117. 

o plans to remove ."11 abandoned bridge structures across 
navigable v;aters of the United States. 



Please provide a copy of the r a i l r o a d s ' Environmental Report, i f 
available as I haven't received one. Once the DEIS i s published 
we w i l l provide more i n depth comments. I n the meantime we are 
available to answer any questions you may have. Please contact 
the Bridge Administration Branch at 212 668-7165. 

Siyncerelyix' 

Gary K^assof 
Bridge Adminis 
F i r s t Coast Gucfrd D i s t r i c t 
By d i r e c t i o n of the D i s t r i c t Commander 





August 2. 1997 ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

OtTice ofthe Secretary 
Ca.se Control I nit 
STB Finance Dockett #33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20423-0001 

Attention Elaine K Kaiser 
C hief Section of F.nvironmental Analysis, 
Environmental Filing 

Pear Ms Kaiser 

I w ish to comment on the "Draft Scope of Work" for the EIS concerning the merger and 
changes proposed bv CSX, Norfolk Southern and Conrail I am a resident and have been living in 
Newark for about t .cnty-five years I am also the Newark representative to the Public Advisory 
Committee of WILMAPCO (Wilmington Area Planning Council) My comments will speak to 
involvement on each of these levels 

As a citizen of Newark, I have watched the traffic, congestion, noise, pollution and safety 
concerns ofa small city increase tremendously over the years This is in part due to the location 
ofthe Lnnersity of Delaware, which has grown over the years so that much of it's campus and 
the City of Newark share the same land use patterns including use of roads, pedestrian and bicycle 
pedways These shared land use patterns involve the crossing at three locations of the CSX lines 
The Scope of Work should take into consideration these land usc patterns shared by a large 
university and small city 

M\ first concern is one of safety for bikers, pedestrians and vehi jles Pedestrians, bikers 
and sometimes cars do not always observe the at grade crossing safety measures This has been 
evidenced by the record of at least one accident a year attributed to crossing along the track 
u here proper safety precautions have not been in place by the raiiroad The Scope should include 
predictions ofthe number of accidents expected with the increase in the number of trains There 
is conflicting evidence on the number of additional trains that will be traveling through Newark, 
including the future intent ofthe railroad to build a second track along the already existing one 
which is located in the heart of our city î ossibilities ofa second track should also be included in 
the Scope Additionally I do not believe the present crossing on RT 4 adequately addresses the 
safctN of those trav eling across and would need improvement with the increase of additional 
trains The other two crossings in Newark are heavily traveled, not only by automobiles but by 
pedestnans. especially students 
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1 am also concerned with the additional trains and the environmental concerns ofthe 
transporting of hazardous materials and wastes Newark has already had some concern because 
of the step-up in transportation of these materials through our city Since I do not have access to 
the plans for what will be carried on these additional trains 1 can only express a real concem for 
the safety of the residents of Newark, should their be a spill of any hazardous materials Please 
include in your Scope of Work the public safety aspects of transporting hazardous materials and 
w astes through a compact community the size and population of Newark with university students. 
It should also include emergency preparations for evacuations in case of spills, explosions, etc. 

As a member of WILMAPCO s Public Advisory Committee I represent the City of 
Newark Currently there is a study of the traffic and congestion problems within the Ne»vark and 
Elkton, MD area Short term solutions have been proposed and long term solutions are being 
investigated One ofthe most congested areas is Main Street in Newark which intersects Elkton 
Rd .\nd Rt 896 at a CSX crossing DelDOT (Delaware Dept Of Transportation), per this study 
recommendation, is in design stage for the reconfiguration of this intersection The merger and 
uncertainty of futuic usage by the railroad make changes in this intersection a problem This is a 
dangerous intersection long overdue for a reconfiguration Long term solutions will be dealing 
with the large amount of truck traffic traveling through Newark 1 understand that the increase in 
trains may necessitate some additional truck traffic This can only increase the congestion and 
traffic situation in a city already overburdened Much time, effort and money has already been 
expended b̂ ' the regional governmental agencies in land use and transportation planning It seems 
essential that WILMAPCO's short term and long term solutions be included as part of the Scope 

The City of Newark has been concerned fbr the safety of its residents and businesses with 
the CSX line running through the heart ofthe city and three at grade crossings The number of 
students crossing these tracks and the proximity to University housing is also a concern City 
officials are understandably concerned about the affects this merger will have on an already 
congested city Residents worry about safety, pollution and toxic spills Please take these 
concerns into consideration when evaluating the "Draft Scope of Work" for the EIS of the 
reorganization of CSX, Norfolk Southern and Conrail Thank you 

Sincerely, 

Anita M Puglisi 
700 Dallam Rd 
Newark. DE 19711 

cc Roy IT Lopata. Planning Director. City of Newark 
G Alexander Taft. Executive Director, WILMAPCO 



8365 Bohannon Road 
Fairbum. Georgia 30213 

August 3,1997 ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Office of the Secretary i^/^^ ' ' ^ 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925K. Street. NV^ 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Elaine K Kaiser; 

I am very interested in the Boards Environmental Impact Statement to evaluate and consider 
the potential environmental impacts tnat may result from the proposed acquisition of Conrail by 
CSX and Norfolk Southern arid subsequent division of Conrail's assets. 

I live in a very smal! part of unincorporated South Fulton County, south of Atlanta, Georgia. 
CSX bought 500 acres to build an intemmodal terminal in our community. 
I live in Line Creek Community. We have a Community Association Inc. 
Our community is rural residential. quiet and very peaceful, a place where you can raise your 
children and grow old. Cnme is very low in our community. 
This IS just one of the reasons why we do not want an intemmodal terminal in this site. 
We do have a rail line just inside of our boundanes. This is owned by CSX. 

My Corcerns are: 

Water ways 
Line Creek runs through our community, this is why we named our corr.inunity Line Creek. 
Line Creek all already has dead areas in it according to Denis Chase due to legal 
cortaminalioa Line Creek s headwaters Is on C S X's property. Fayette and Coweta County 
and the City of Newnan get their water from Line Creek I have inciuded a letter from the 
Water Dept ot CoMeta Couty and Fayette County CommissiQner. 
Traffic 
According to their numbers tney will have 4.1 trucks per mhule going into their site. We are 
already saturated with light and heavy industry in side of our boundaries. We are very 
concemed for our salety because of so many dump trucks and tractor trailer trucks that are 
already using our community roads. 

Pollution 
The pollutant factors in regard to ozone standards and the toxin levels for our community would 
have to be modeled in order to determine the true and accurate impact the CS( terminal would 
have on our community. 

We are in an non - attairvnert area 

Speed on rails 
The trains are going through Fairbum, to last 
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Switching rails 
The tracks that go through Fairbum have switchng rals in frort of homes. 
I think this type of rails should be on the outside of the area where you have homes. I have 
included a leller she and a neighbor wrote. 

Cnme - Rail yards brings crime to your community, we do not want it. 

The i^ts on CSX Property will have to be with in the standards set by Fulton County and that 
will be 12 fc)otcarvles arvl Ml have to be dvecled away from r e ^ ^ 
hour a day, 366 day a year operatoL This big an area with lights going all the time will effect 
the ozone. 

I think the proposed transaction would include changes in railroad operations, 
such as traffic on the rails lines, activity at rail yards and intermodal facilities. 

I wrote the Case Control Branch - Surface Transportation Board on June 29,1996 and asked 
for ttieir help to keep the CSX from building an Intermodal Terminal in our community. 

My reply was we can not help, this looks like a county issue. 

We fought C S X a year and won the fight against the zoning. Now the problem is with the 
permits. They have enough property to build a small scale of what they want, with the same 
amount of tractor trailer trucks, and the same amount of traffic and pollution. 

We are hoping the Corp of Engineers w i not gve them a permit to build because of the 
wetiands. 

I have included a lelter from The Qty of Fairt)un expressing their concems, and a letter 
from John Lewis. 

I have also included a lelter to tlie Envirorvnert Protedion Division that will be issuing the 
permits from the Corp. of Engineer from Tori Thomlan F>resident of Bear Creek. 
This IS a new Community Association, located on the north side of tfie CSX rail line. 

We know that CSX has a history of afaarvJonmert of old tracks and buildings. 
We know that CSX does not take care of i>eir property. 
In Fairbi im the CSX inJerpasses are in grave need of repair. 
Fairbum has requested this be repaired for many years and CSX has refused to make 
repairs. 

The only way this nightmare could have happened was in 1966 the Fulton County 
Commissioners wanted to appease Owens Coming. Owens Coming wanted the zoning 
changed to M2 for a buffer to keep industry from butting heads with residences. Fulton 
County Commissioners did as they asked they changed the zoning to M2. to get them to 
come to this area against the outcry of all the community. 

By doing this the property that CSX bought was already zoned M2 . 
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This is a land use vk}latkvi to use this land for an intennodal temiiraL With the polulian we 
have in our community you can not allow those trees to be cut down, this would destroy Our 
AirQuaity 

If the environment is not enough think of the noise. 
CSX rnade the stalBinert that on this site. they caid hear birds and arpbros. 
This proves my point" we have a very qtiet community". 

This will also disturb all wild life We are not to happy now with all the animals eating every 
thing we try to grow and if the wild life is driven out of the woods they will be on our property 
eating our fruit. Acres that CSX owns is all wooded, with a lot of wild life. 

If you need more information I will be happy to send it to your Board 
Believe me I have plenty of it. 

Sincerely; 

^ C i j t ^ "/-/tf-» ^ 

Icie Hood 



A p r i l 23, 1997 

Mr. Harold F. Rebels, Director 
Environment Protection Division 
Georgia Department of Natural Resources 
Floyd Towers East, Suite 1152 
205 Butler Street 
Atlanta, Georgia 30334 

Re: CSX Intermodal Terminal 

Dear Mr. Reheis: 

In behalf of concerned c i t i z e n s of Fairburn, South Fulton 
and neighboring comniunities we wish to state for the record 
our opposition to the proposed CSX Intermodal project located 
near Fairburn, Fulton County, Georgia. We have major concerns 
in regard to possible health, safety, and environmental 
threats as a res u l t of the proposed CSX Intermodal Hub. 

CSX Intermodal-s need for growth should not be at the expense 
of our community. There are several alternate sites that 
o f f e r the r a i l and i n t e r s t a t e system. However, CSX eliminated 
them because they wanted a l l of there needs met, while our 
community i s expected to s a c r i f i c e to accommodate CSX 
Intermodal's p o l l u t i o n . 

To s t a r t , we are already subjected to a minimum of over a 
half m i l l i o n pounds of dangerous a i r toxics from Owens Corning, 
DSI Transbulk, and Spurlin according to the 1993 Toxics Release 
Inventory (TRI) of the state. Among Spurlin's a i r toxics i s -
Dimethyl Phthalate, which a f f e c t s the eyes, gastro- i n t e s t i n a l 
t r a c t and the upper respi r a t o r y t r a c t . Among Owens Coming's 
a i r t o x i c s are; Formaldahyde which can cause bronchial spasms, 
and nasal cancer. Also, Ammonia which causes a l i t a n y of 
problems, including skin burn, eye damage and chest pains. 
DSI has a t o t a l tank capacity for chemicals on s i t e of (1) 
m i l l i o n (856) thousand and (94) Gallons. And releases an 
estimated (4.81) tons of v o l a t i l e organic chemicals a year. 
And (2.b)tons of others, including Styrene which affects the 
ce n t r a l nervous system, the l i v e r , eyes, skin and the 
re s p i r a t o r y and reproduction system. Air toxics are already 
blown a l l over our community. Permitting more a i r pollutants 
i n t o our community can only prove harmful to us,our children, 
the e l d e r l y , pets and w i l d l i f e . "Air t o x i c s " - are known to 
cause cancer or other serious health e f f e c t s such as 
poisoning, b i r t h or developmental defects, neurological and 
res p i r a t o r y effects.Now CSX Intermodal would add (751) tons 
h f / ' i " " ^ ^ ! ! oxides to our a i r causing "acid rain- among other 
hazard.s. ThP cipan A,r Art rpouirps s i a n i f i c a n t reductions 
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i n n i t r o g e n oxides. TRI data alone cannot i n d i c a t e the r i s k 
t h a t chemical releases pose t o hu.Tan h e a l t h and the environment. 
The r i s k from releases of t o x i c chemicals depends on a v a r i e t y 
of f a c t o r s , i n c l u d i n g the e x t e n t of exposure, the t o x i c i t y 
of the chemical, the type of r e l e a s e and the p r o x i m i t y of 
p o p u l a t i o n s to the releases. 

Equally important, CSX Intermodal wouid be handling dangerous 
hazardous m a t e r i a l s . They're using c r e a t i v e s h u f f l i n g to 
dov,-n play the extent and dangers of hazardous m a t e r i a l they 
would handle. By saying; they are consumer goods l i k e f l a s h ­
l i g h t b a t t e r i e s and n a i l p o l i s h remover. Well , n a i l p o l i s h 
remover contains acetone. A r a i l car or t r u c k load of acetone 
in v o l v e d i n an accident would be no p i c n i c . R ailroads c a r r y 
vast q u a n t i t i e s of hazardous, t o x i c , flammable and e x p l o s i v e 
m a t e r i a l s , even small q u a n t i t i e s of r a d i o a c t i v e m a t e r i a l s and 
i t may be more down the l i n e . A major c a t a s t r o p h e could release 
hazardous fumes over the community f o r m i l e s . CSX Intermodal's 
plan f o r handling emergencies i s the Best Management P r a c t i c e s 
which i n s t r u c t s the senior person on s i t e t o take charge and 
taKe a c t i o n t o p r o t e c t l i v e s . This a c t i o n i s c a l l i n g f o r h e l p ; 
our l o c a l p o l i c e and f i r e department. Then c a l l i n g CSXI and 
CSXT o f f i c i a l s to advise them on the s i t u a t i o n . FACT:(Our 
l o c a l f i r e department p a r t l y v o l u n t e e r i s not equipped w i t h a 
hazardous m a t e r i a l u n i t . Nor are they t r a i n e d t o r e s o l v e a 
hazardous m a t e r i a l s p i l l or a c c i d e n t . There i s no alarm or 
s i r e n on the premises i n the event of needed evacuation.) 
In the event of a major a c c i d e n t , s p i l l , f i r e or e x p l o s i o n we 
would be s i t t i n g ducks. Accidents DO happen and hrman e r r o r 
i s not p r e d i c t a b l e . I t only takes one t i m e . Owens Corning and 
DSI Transbulk being adjacent t o the proposed s i t e only 
i n t e n s i f i e s t h i s t h r e a t . Again, our community i s not equipped 
to handle such a t h r e a t . There are (7) schools (two i n walking 
d i s t a n c e ) , several churches and homes near t h i s proposed CSXI 
t ; i t e . CSX Intermodal would d e f i n i t e l y pose a very s e r i o u s 
t h r e a t t o our h e a l t h and s a f e t y . THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE!! 

Also, t h i s f a c i l i t y would be on top of the watershed on Line 
Creek head waters which s u p p l i e s water t o Fayette County 
r e s i d e n t s . According to EPD and ARC documents a r e s e r v o i r i s 
proposed i n the general area. Many people are on w e l l s . NO 
t h i n k i n g person would allow a hug"^ r a i l yard t o l o c a t e over 
people's water supply. According t o EPD water q u a l i t y i n f o . 
Line Creek i s already l i s t e d as having t o x i c s i n i t . EPD says 
they w i l l address the t o x i c i t y through the NPDES p e r m i t t i n g 
process. (N'ational p o l l u t i o n discharge e l i m i n a t i o n system). 
CSXI w i l l r e q u i r e a NPDES perm i t . 
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We want e x i s t i n g 
under f e d e r a l or^ 

t o x i c s i n Liae Creek cleaned up. Georgia i s 
!er t o clean up i t ' s waters. (Judge Shoob). 

For t h i s reason alone tha s i t e ^..roposal should be r e j e c t e d . 

Furthermore, the noise p o l l u t i o n t h a t the proposed CSXI 
p r o j e c t would b r i n g poses another h e a l t h t h r e a t t o our 
community. This a q u i e t almost r u r a l area and sound c a r r i e s . 
The r a i l r o a d m aintains there w i l l be no s u b s t a n t i a l noise 
increases. BE SERIOUS! Just stand a few blocks from any piggy­
back r a i l yard. Such a f a c i l i t y should r e q u i r e a (1000) f o o t 
n a t u r a l b u f f e r a l l around. 

In a d d i t i o n t o the concerns s t a t e d above there are s e v e r a l 
o t h e r s . T r a c t o r t r a i l e r s w i l l use r e s i d e n t i a l s t r e e t s f o r 
a l t e r n a t e r o u t e s . This i s an on going problem r i g h t now at 
CSXl's Hulsey Yard. Residents near t h i s yard have complained 
f o r years. This problem i s very d i f f i c u l t to enforce. There's 
bridges on many of our r e s i d e n t i a l s t r e e t s . Would they be safe? 
The (1000+) t r a c t o r t r a i l e r v e h i c l e s using t h i s f a c i l i t y w i l l 
c r e a t e pot holes on our surface s t r e e t s and highways causing 
unsafe road c o n d i t i o n s . Who w i l l pay f o r t h i s ? There's a 
ser i o u s problem w i t h v i b r a t i o n . East Broad Street r e s i d e n t s 
r e p o r t e d t h a t v i b r a t i o n from the t r a i n s i s shaking t h e i r homes 
and blowing out l i g h t s among other problems. ^Mso, there i s an 
unknown white powder coming o f f the t r a i n s . This s i t u a t i o n 
w i l l only worsen i f the proposed t e r m i n a l i s allowed t o come i n 
Also, Local h i s t o r i a n s t e l l us t h a t overlooked C i v i l War 
h i s t o r y and events took place a t t h i s proposed CSX s i t e . I n 
a d d i t i o n to p o s s i b l e grave s i t e s of Confederate s o l d i e r s . 
Black slave Confederate s o l d i e r s and Native American I n d i a n s . 
There are c e r t a i n moral boundaries t h a t should be p r o t e c t e d . 

Furthermore, CSX Intermodal had v i o l a t i o n s of the A t l a n t a 
zoning ordinances f o r which they were c i t e d (Jan.26,1994) . 
They had a Consent Order # EPD-HW-1021 against them by EPD f o r 
f a i l i n g t o provide f i n a n c i a l assurance f o r post c l o s u r e care 
of (2) hazardous waste s i t e s i n Georgia and were f i n e d ($1,500) 
d o l l a r s . They f a i l e d t o honor commitments p r e v i o u s l y made to 
r e s i d e n t s i n Cabbage Town. Fumes from t h e i r Howell Yard i n 
northwest A t l a n t a caused a v a r i e t y of i l l n e s s e s , i n c l u d i n g 
nausea, d i z z i n e s s , headaches and r e s p i r a t o r y problems t o 
r e s i d e n t s i n the Underwood H i l l s Area. Look at t h e i r t r a c k 
r e c o r d . How can we t r u s t them? Local and s t a t e agencies and 
o f f i c i a l s who represent the people and pr o t e c t our n a t u r a l 
resources must stop g i v i n g way t o the r a i l r o a d , the developer 
and the i i d u s t r i a 1 i s t , w i t h t h e i r bureaucrats, loopholes, and 
l o b b y i s t already working f o r them. While many communities are 
being l e g a l l y poisoned w i t h p o l l u t a n t s . Economic growth i s 
imp o r t a n t , but not at the expense of human beings and our 
l i v i n g environment;Earth's n a t u r a l r i s o u r c e s . 
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The CSX p r o j e c t may be b e n e f i c i a l t o Georgia's economic and 
intermodal surface t r a n s p o r t a t i o n needs; most would agree to 
t h i s f a c t . However, developing the CSX p r o j e c t on the proposed 
Fairburn s i t e w i l l not meet n a t i o n a l a i r q u a l i t y standards. 
Among the goals of the Clean A i r Act Amendments (CAAA) i s 
ensuring t h a t t r a n s p o r t a t i o n plans, programs, and p r o j e c t s 
conform w i t h the s t a t e a i r q u a l i t y implementation plans and 
c o n t r i b u t e t o attainment of the n a t i o n a l ambient a i r q u a l i t v 
standards (NAAQS). Fa i r b u r n and South F u l t o n are c l a s s i f i e u 
as nonattainment areas. Ozone p o l l u t a n t s and a i r t o x i c l e / e l s 
from i n d u s t r y i n our community at prese: t exceeds n a t i o n a l a i r 
q u a l i t y standards. 

According to CSX documents the proposed s i t e would p r i m a r i l y 
serve customers w i t h f r e i g h t moving t o and from the West Coast 
and F l o r i d a . The m a j o r i t y of t h e i r customers l o c a t e d i n 
South Fulton and towards Macon and Columbus. These f a c t s help 
show t h a t r e d e s i g n a t i o n of the proposed s i t e , a l i t t l e f u r t h e r 
out towards Macon or Columbus would s t i l l serve Georgia's 
economic and intermodal t r a n s i t needs. While, e l i m i n a t i n g 
many community concerns and t r u l y h e l p i n g to achieve improved 
a i r q u a l i t y i n Georgia. 

We're desperately t r y i n g t o preserve what i s l e f t of our 
q u a l i t y of l i f e ! While CSX Intermodal a n t i c i p a t e s huge p r o f i t s 
to r e p o r t to t h e i r s t o c k h o l d e r s a t our expense. We're not 
against progress and economic development. However, we want 
q u a l i t y growth and development t h a t i s e n v i r o n m e n t a l l y safe 
and community f r i e n d l y . The proposed CSX Intermodal Hub w i l l 
place our h e a l t h , our s a f e t y , our homes and our community i n 
jeopardy. By posing s e r i o u s long term t h r e a t s t o area water, 
a i r q u a l i t y , roads, p u b l i c s a f e t y and most important our 
h e a l t h and environment. 

Please do the r i g h t t h i n g . Do not permit the proposed CSX 
Intermodal p r o j e c t to develop near F a i r b u r n , F u l t o n County, 
Georgia. Several hundred concerned c i t i z e n s have signed 
p e t i t i o n s to stop the CSXI f a c i l i t y from coming i n t o our 
community. We are c o n f i d e n t t h a t community o u t c r y w i l l be 
c a r e f u l l y considered. 

Thank You f o r your a t t e n t i o n and c o n s i d e r a t i o n . 

S i n c e r e l y 

Toni Thornton and Concerned C i t i z e n ; 

e n d . 

cc: see attached l i s t 



April 24. IQQT 

Mr Aaron Valenta. Proj«c»Manao«r 
U.S Army Corps of Enginaens 
3465 North DMart Onv« 
Building 2, Suite 102 
Ati«nt« Georgia 3C044 

SUBJECT: CSX Facility - Fulton County. Georgia 
PreteetM70003520 

Dear Mr. Valenta; 

Tni» tetter shall »arve to advise you that F«ya«a County is particularly ooncemad 
about stoTO water ffwnaoeirwnt issues as«octat»l wilh tĥ  Our 
un<ier«tandine is that ths proposed proj«rt occupias a criticai location ralativa to Line 
Creak and that unoontainad run-off from th© sita couW potantially oontaminata our 
cximmunity'smâ or source of drinWno watar supply for our comnw^ OdvkH»ly. even 
a small degree of risk of contamination of this stream i« unaccaptabla as such a result 
oould prasant serious public health and safety consaquencas for our residents 

AS e result of this potential threat, it is our position that this proj«*. if approved, 
should ba approved with very specificalV nwnftored and ankxoed CO 
treatm«it of any storm water, or any other form of rxin-elT to mee*. at a mmimum. the 
current pra-devatopmant stan lards 

Your attention to and '»»sidaratiori of our position reoardino this matter is vefy 
much appreciated 

Sincerely, 

"^iuJz 
Robert 
Chairman 

H. SpraylW ^ 

0?:0T i66T-90-At)W 



Nl * N A N 

June 24,1W 

Mr Aaron Valenta. Project Manager 
I-i S Army Corps of Engineers 
.14g5 Morth Desert Drive 
Building 2, Suiie 10? 
Atlanta, Georgiii 0̂̂ 44 

Rc CSX Facility-Fuiton County. Ovuigia 

Projccl #y70«)OJ520 

Dear Mr Vatents 

lhis lelter is lo voice our contam alx)ut the above laohiy It is uui understanding 

that the project would be located in an area which would allow mn-off and spills to enter 

the drainage basin lor l-ine Creek Tlii-! source proviJts a majoir pvruoa of the drinkmg 

water supply fbr Coweta County and the Cit\ of Newnan I he risk oCcontamininBtion of 

any nature of the proiecte<.! slrcanui livai piovjdc dnnkmg water should be taken very 

seriou»ly 

As a result ul thc potential threat, n is our position that approvaJ ol'projects of this 

nature should be carefully studied and shtnjld rctiuire feilsafc measures to monitor and 

conttol ail 0|)erations that might pose eventual contaminauoii of these waicig 

Your consideration of our position regarding the matter is grently appreciated 

SinccrcJy. 

Dudley Buchanan 
Water Rcsoiiice Managci 
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JOHN LEWIS 

OWnaCT, Of OACI* 

Ct«e» OtPVRY OCMOCWATK, »(V1II> 

WAYS AND MfANS 

CiJf-IG. JCWt LEWIS 

HEALTH 

Congtê (s( of tĤt Bttiteb S>tâ  
llotufe of ̂ leprê entattbeei 

2SKa0f)tnston, 20515-1005 
March 31,1997 

The Honorable Robert Fulton 
Commissioner 
FuJton Co. Board of Commissioners 
141 Piyor Street 
Room'10035 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

Dear Mr. Fulton: 

I write regarding CSX's proposal to build an intennodal fecilit' 
representatives ofthe communities surrounding the proposed site of th s 
concerned that the intermodal fecility will Increase air pcllutioa in the 
the water s\ipply of Fayettcville and Peachtree City, and cause excessi" 't 
pollution to the surrounding conununities. I ask that you address thesi; 
approving CSX's proposal to build the intermodal fecility. 

As you know, the Atlanta metropolitan area is a non-attainmei it 
Clean Air Act. Medical smdies have shown that ozone causes asthma 
illnesses. Ozone also harms trees, crops and other vegetation. Reside ats 
surrounding the proposed site are concemed that the intermodal facili y 
P'̂ llution in the Atlanta area. The intennodal fecility should not be" 
air quahty in the Atlanta metropolitan area is detennined. 

NO. 889 P . l 

mCtrntoKHoumOmmtmam 

imioi-mt 
fwM nmt tn-ami 

OtSTWCTOnncE; 
Ti« Hu r rM t l Suuma 

100 ^ua<nw Cnnnr, MW 
Surmt m s 

AlVMCT«,QA)830a 

f »K (48*1 a3V0*f> 

in Fairbum. I met with 
facility. They are 

metropolitan area, pollute 
noise and light 

concerns before 

area for ozone under the 
and other tespiiatoty 

of the nei^borhoods 
will worsen ozone 

bt^lt before its efiect vpon 

It is my understanding that the proposed site cf the fecility is < n top of the headwaters of 
Line Creek, a water body which provides drinking wat-r ôr Fayettev lie and Peachtree City. 
Constructing the intennodal facility will displace wetlands that serve as a buffer to Line Creek. 
Th^ inrarmndal fnrilitv isjlQilld QCt hi4lt until its effect upon the dr nking water of Fayctteviile 

Residents also raised concerns aoout loe eiicci uxc unutuv^^ ^w....^ 
the surrounding neighborhoods. In additioa to noise and Ught poUut on, there is the possibility 
of to.xic spills from freight traveling through 'Jie fecility. Recent spil s at CSX intermodal 
facilities in Jacksonville and Charleston have heightened their conce u. 

For these reasons, I urge you to address the Fairbum comrauility 
proposed CSX facility, I th aiik you for your attention to and considetation 

Sincerely, 

Lewis 
iber of Congress 

's concera regarding the 
of this matter. 



DEVELOPMENTS OF REGIONAL IMPACT 
Comments from Affected Parties Form 

Nsnaof Coeomeaazif Orgaaixatioii: ^ 

Address: 140 Scoo«w«li Ay«Bu« 

Project LD: c n intsr«p<ui Fscmc: 

Fsyettt Couaty Bosrd of Comts«ion«rs 

Fay t f villa. CA 302 U 

Contact Panon: TalepliQQe Number 770>460-$730.lM 

Doyoubaliavayo«rjwi«!kdaBwmhea«acirt H y,, 

Pleaas dasCTlw the e £ t e (poiWva «adA>r aefariva) the propose 

Pona f^^'^wd By: Chxlm Vtnica 

d Siintura; -

3715 Morthalda Ptkmy 
200 Nocthctaak, ailta 300 
Mlanta, am. 30327 

Title Dl*;. tff fiftg. 

FMC SD. 404-364-2S9» 



Developments Of Regional Impact 
Comments From Affected Parties 

CSX Intermodal Facility 
Project ID 

Name of commenting organization: City of Fairbum 
Address: P O Box Fairbum, GA 30213 
Contact: Anthony W. Cox, City Administrator Phone: 770-964-2244 

Do you beUeve your jurisdiction wili be affected by the ""-oposed development No 

There are several points about this development that are of concem to Fairbum. 

First, the application is inaccurate to the extent that approximately 16 acres of the project 
are actuaUy located w^fhin the corporate Umits of FairbunL We are more direcdy impacted 
than merely being adjacent to the project, portions of the project site are within our 
boundaries. We do not have detailed plans to determine if the proposed portion(s) of the 
project within our jurisdk:tion are in conpliancc with existing zoning and developrmnt 
regulations. 

The largest impaa to Fairbum will be traffic. Specific traffic issues arc: 
• Large volumes of truck traffic will be directed to the 1-85 / Hwy. 74 interchange. This 

exit is already severely overcrowded at peak hours. We have expressed concems to 
the DOT about public safety at this intersection due to overcrowding. The CSX 
development will add to the traffic VOIUITB and win encourage additional 
transportation related development whkh wiU further compound the problem at this 
intersection. 

• Significant volumes of heavy track trafBc through the center of the historic district 
(Hwy. 29) wiU have a negative impaa on the City's attempt to maintain an active retail 
center with historic tfacmc. 

• McLarin Road wiU be a mr.jor conduit for track trafBc from the development to Hwy. 
74. This road is not designed to hanuk large volumes of heavy tracks. Degradation of 
the pavement quality and added congestion surrounding tbe existing businesses in -dw 
McLarin / Bohannon road area needs to be reviewed. 

• Increased heavy tmck trafBc volume through Fairburn will increase the demand for 
police trafBc enforcement and will increase number and severity of traffic accidents in 
Fairbum. 

• The potential for trains to block raifroad crossings during staging and "buikling" trains 
needs to be detennined Frequent and protonged blockage of rail crossings woukl 
significantly inpact the response times of Rre and Rescue personiel located on East 
Broad StreeL 

v - A - 2 n . 



Issues of environmental impaa need to be assessed. The impaa on wetlands and the water 
tabk need to be determined. The level of noise, light, dust, and air pollution generated by 
the site needs to be assessed as well as the efiectiveness of proposed mitigation efforts to 
control these factors. 

We recommend that a study be undertaken to determine if many of the negative faaors 
surrounding this development woukl be reduced by improvement of the 1-85 / Hwy 74 
mterchange and the constmction of the new interchange at 1-85 & Gullatt Road. 

Fonn Completed by: A W. Cox, City Administrator 

v - A - 2 D . i 



To whom it concems: 

Our tamiy has rented the house at 147 East Broad Street tor nearly 8 years. During that time 
we have tolerated but not appfeciattxl the foHowing due to dose proximity of the laitroad. 

1 - Extreme' 
a - nrfhdWanm,etc. 
b- Shake particles of dust, debt's from the attic area causing need to dust almost daify. 
c - causangacoaieratadsettfhg of the house. We have been amazed at this - very 

notioeabfe in such a short time. 

2- The trah track switch is atrnostdroctly in front of our house. Sometimes the hardendous 
noi<-j of the cars bar>gpr>g together as they are connected has literatty made our hearts 
s'ap a beat, t have defir̂ tnty had extreme nervom reaction as this wiR occasionaH '̂ 

occur In tfw midde of tiie nigfit, waking me from a Sviund sleep. 

3 - At the times espectaMy during the r i ^ trains wi pass throug at excessiveiy high 
speeds, causing iHbn^bn and noiae so extreme that we have thought either we were 
experiencing and earth quake or a tornado. 

4- This excessive speed has also brou^ fear to my heart of possible deraflment as the 
C S X crew members are often doing repair work on the sketch near our house. We 
find kx)se nails. 

Onbehalfofthsmxkers. however! wouki like to comrrterx) Ihem for Iheir altitudes 
most are very courteous and one took time to answer questkxis my ten year old son 
had ounoerning rairaads, even referring him to conlact C S X for mora informatfon. 

5- We are foixsed to captaoe light bulbebi-weekly because vInianB cause them to bfo^ 

6- I have wondered about the eflect of polirtfon from Ifw dnsel enciries. parti 
tfiey idte <n front of our house for a lorig periods of tirne whte switcfws are beirig made. 
Oiir house was fresHy painted white shortly before we moved in. 
Tfie outskte wals, particuiarfy tfioee wfvch face the street and raiiroad, fiave btack soot 
on them, more tfian your normal dirt accumiiation from carf« going by. 

In concfoskxi i would recommend tfiat C S X sell the propetty they own wfiere tfie 
prtjposad site for the ral yard is and find property in a much more njral area, kriowino the 
effects of ̂  switch yards activity upon reskfents it seems inconceivable to me tfiat tfiey 
woiid nnffct this upon people wfx) have already buHt their homes in the area desi(piaied. 

Perhaps residents would even be wining to pay tax to cover cost of extra track needed to 
buifo this further away from settled area. 

Sut)m(ttedby 
Pfiyfffs M. La Fan 
147 East Broad Street 
Fairbum. Georgia 30?13 

cc: To aH fniton County Commissfoners 



10 whom u may concem; 

ParaHeftoCSX RaUroad. ^ "'"^^ years. Both addresses mn 

Examples 

3 - Caro kaap subs-<*n»„ cause »«,, to blow. 

soTOotw I «oUd like to kTOr«fK^. " l " * ^ 

8- Canna keep oeilTO fans liolanced<»«ito»»KB». 

9- ''»«>^'«tfmy(u™celhennoearephc«13«m«,beoauseo(*«^ 

P S. My rwî toarsat have simtef w*lems. 

cc: A« FtAm Corty CommisskjnefB 
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Baltimore Metropolitan Council 

601 North Howard Street 
Baltlnnore, Marvland 21201-4585 

Telephone: (410) 333-1750 
Facsimile: (410) 659-1260 

PAUL FARRAGUT 
f j(ecuf»v» DIroctof 

Off ice of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1 925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

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

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Anne Arundel County 

Baltimore City 

Baftlmore County 

CofTOII County 

Harfofd County 

Howard County 

August 5, 1 997 

The Baltimore Metropolitan Council (BMC), staff to the federally-nnandated 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for t h j Baltinnore region, is responding 
to your request to review the proposed scope of the issues to be addressed in 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed transaction between 
CSX and Norfolk Southern to acquire control of Conrail -Surface Transportation 
Board (STB) Finance Docket No. 33388. Although the proposed scope of the 
EIS is a comprehensive outline of important environmental issues, there are, 
however, issues of importance to BMC that I would request the EIS seek to 
address. 

Designated as a "severe" nonattainment area for ground-level ozone, the 
Baltimore region is subject to strenuous compliance requirements and rigid 
timetables to meet National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). The direct 
correlation between travel behavior and congestion to air pollution requires that 
the region's long-range transportation plan support the goals of Maryland's air 
quality plans. 

Maryland's commuter rail service, MARC, has successfully been employed to 
confront the air pollution conditions that plague the region. MARC operates 
along CSX tracks between Camden Station in Baltimore and Union Station in 
Washington and between Union Station and Martinsburg, West Virginia. MARC 
also operates over Amtrak tracks between Perryville, in Cecil County, and Union 



Station. All three commuter lints account for 79 daily trains and serve 10,000 
daily riders. 

Any transaction results that reduce current service or hinder future 
enhancements could impact area ridership and associated emission output and, 
thus, are of concern to BMC. Therefore, BMC requests the EIS include the 
following analyses as they relate to the Baltimore region's air quality and 
commuter rail service: 

• Transportation System. The system-wide effecls of the proposed operational 
changes, constructions, and environmental impacts on MARC commuter rail 
service. 

• Air Quality. The estimate of the net increase in the Baltimore region's 
emissions from increased railroad operations associated with the proposed 
transaction. 

• Air Quality. The evaluation of potential air quality benefits of system-wide 
emission reductions that would result from projected truck-to-rail diversions. 

• Air Quality. The identification of the anticipated transportation of ozone-
depleting materials. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important matter. BMC 
welcomes the opportunity to help the STB v ith its environmental analysis or 
public hearing processes in the Baltimore region. Please contact me at 410/333-
1730 with any questions or comments. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Farragut 
Executive Director 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

COUNTY OF ROCKLAND 
o n I( I . O ! I I I I C O l NTY I XHCUTIVE 

\ i i iMii.-l ' , i i i i- ( .Mill!} wlllcc HuiMing 
N,.-.'. ( Neu > i>rk l(W.V> 

Ici CM t l ' V I K - M : : 

1 . i \ (Vl4)(i38-54:(i 
( s( 1)1 1 \ .\NI)1 RllO! 1 

I ountv IAcculi'.c 

August 6, 1997 

Ms. 1 lainc K.. Kaiser. Chief 
Section of l:n\ ironmental Analysis Filing 
Case Control Unit 
Surface I ransportation Board 
1925 K Street N.W. 
W ashington D.C. 20423-0001 

RE: Consolidated Rail Corporation Merger 
S I B Finance Docket No. 

Dear Ms. Kaiscv: 

1 his letter convex s our comments and concerns on the merger of Consolidated 
Rail Corporation with CS.X Corporation (CSX) and Norfolk Southern Corporation (NS). 
The Count) of Roekland has some major concerns u ith increasing frieght activity on 
Conrail's West Shore Rail l ine regarding the efieet it may have on our existing 
transportation s\ stem and future impro\ements to the s\ stem, public health & safety, 
economic de\eiopmerit on riser comniunities. and en', ironmental impact increased 
actix itv ma\ ha\ e. i'lease keep in mind as \ ou re\ iev\ diis letter that this is the third 
transmittal ol'such letter. It has been sent to Mr. Ciabe Hernandez at Burns & 
McDonnell. Ms. Carole W . I'eter at Dames & Moore as well as to the New York State 
Department of 1 ransportalion: 

1. F.xistin^ Transportation System: 

Road nttwork: 

Hie W est Shore Rail bed preseiith has at-grade crossings with the county's road 
s\ ^icm. ()f particular concern are lhe crossings in the following areas: 



Congers: At present traffic on Congers Lake Road backs up for a 
considerable distance when waiting for a long freight train to pass. The traffic 
to the west can actually affect the intersection at Congers Lake Road & Kings 
Ilighwa) and causes problems with the operation ofthe intersection. 

I la\ erstraw: Haverstraw presently evper-ences problems created by the West 
Shore Rail Line in terms of access. The Village of Haverstraw is literally cut­
off from Route 9W. Access to the \ illage is provided b\ municipal streets 
which are crossed at-grade by the railroad tracks. This not only creates 
congestion in the village hut also on Route 9W due to the short distance 
between Route 9W and the rail bed . Of particular concern in this area is the 
crossing at Short C'lo\ e Road. I his road pro\ ides access to a major mining 
operation and generates heavy truck trai'tlc and vvill provide access to a future 
passenger ferry service to Ossining. 

In the past the County has experienced difficulty w ith Conrail maintaining, 
upgrading or repairing its overhead bridge crossings. Some ha\ e been 
repaired at count> expense and others remain closed. A complete analysis 
needs to he performed ofall overpasses to ensure safety and ability to handle 
increased rail traffic. 

Puhlic Transportation Nebvork; 

• I here are two bus routes that serv ice the Village of Haverstraw; Transport of 
Rockland, a public •fixed " route bus system, and Red & I an Lines, a private 
"fixed" route system. 1 he schedule of these two routes experience delays 
vvhen waiting for a long freight train to pass, lhe effect of encountering 
additional irains bv these routes should be studied. 

Future Transportation Nchvork: 

New .lersey I ransit is in the earlv stages of conducting a Major Investment 
Study lo reestablish passenger serv ice on the West Shore Rail fine. At this time 
the study area in Rockland Couniv is from the New .lersey State line to the hamlet 
of West Haverstraw. l lic proposal lo increase freight train traffic on the rail line 
raises a number of concerns: 

1 low will the addiliiMial freighl trains affect New .lersey Transit's plans to 
reestablish passenger serv ice .' I his proposal s'lould be incorporated into New 
.leisey 1 ransil's W est Shore Major lnveslme:il Study, as well as this 
env ironmental report. 



\\ ith the possibility of passenger service restoration, this environmental report 
should consider the construction of a second track and the w idening of the 
Hook Mountain 1 unnel. This vvould provide better service to CSX as well as 
making it possible \o extend passenger service to Haverstraw and Stony Point. 

I I . Puhlic Health & Safety: 

1 he type, amount and frequency of toxic, volatile, or potentially dangerous or 
lethal cargo passing through the county is of great concern. Rockland is an urbanized 
area vvith high concentrations of population adjacent to the West Shore Rail bed Right-of 
Wav. 1 urlhermore. the rail bed is located in close proximity to areas of public vvater 
supply. 

• The county requests that the above issue, including detailed specifics about present 
and future lev els of this tv pe of transport on this facility be addres.sed. 

• Imp.'CIS lhal a toxic, volatile or nuclear spillage eould have on the vvater supply and 
residents living in close proximitv to the ROW should be addressed. Also, a detailed 
emergencv response plan in case an event should occur should be developed. 

• I he effect a derailment could have on the transportation network as well as on the 
residents living in close proximity lo the facility should be considered. 

• . ' \ l present there is no fencing or other type of barriers prohibiting children from 
entering the righl-of wav. Will the increa.sed freight train traffic create a safety 
concern warranting the installation of fences near residential areas? 

• 1 he increased possibilitv of train motor vehicle accidents due to the increased level of 
freight Irains and the luinicrous at-grade crossings vviih high tratfic volume areas 
should be considered. .Also, the need [o construct rail or roadwav overpasses should 
he addressed. 

I I I . Anihient Noise Levels/.\ir Quality: 

f ocations where the tracks are adjacent lo residenlial areas and the effect of additional 
ticiglil irains on these communities shtnild he considered, l urtherniore. the proposal 
to the S I B shouid determine if lliere hav e heen any prev ious requests for noise 
barriers along the facililv in RiK'kland County and explore how increa.sed train Irattic 
will add to the exisling cimdition. 1 he I JIV ironmental Report should also discuss 
whal will he done lo mitigate the increased noise levels and identify areas where 
sound barriers will he needed. 



• Rail storage yards of other rail systems in Rockland have continuing problems from 
nearby residents complaining of noise and air quality degradation. The county is 
concerned that the increased rail traffic vvill result in the need for freight train storage 
yards in the county. The fnvironmental Report should address these concerns and 
fullv disclose any plans tor tuture rail vards and their effect on communities adjacent 
to the rail facility. 

• The effects on air qualitv by the increased number of diesel trains passing through 
Rockland in close proximiiy of residenlial communities is of concem. The county 
requests that this issue be given a "hard look" in an\ environmental report, especially 
due to the fact that Rockland County is a non-attainment area for ozone under the 
Clean .Wr .\ct. 

Economic Development 

We are particularly concerned about the economic development ofthe Village of 
1 laver.straw. 1 here are current efforts underv.ay to rev italize the downtown area and the 
vacant riverside area. 1 hese elforis are dependent on access to the village from the 
municipal roads previously discussed and Route 9W. Because ofthe deficiencies in the 
rail crossings of these roads, we feel that increased freight traffic will adversely impact 
future rev italizalion efforts in the v illage. I he effects on the future economic health of 
the Village of Hav erstraw should be addressed bv anv proposal. 

I would like to take the time to thank v ou for the opportunity to express our 
concerns ov er the Conrail merger. If v ou hav e anv questions, need additional intormation 
plea.se conlact Dr. .lames .1, •̂armus. P.L., Commissioner of Planning & Public 
Transportation at (914) 638-5480. 

Verv truly vours 
I 

I 

C. Scott Vanderhoef 
Countv Lxecutive 

CSV jd 
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JACKSONVILLE POBT AUTHORITY 

Post otfice Box 3005 
2831 Talleyiand Avenue 

Jacksonville. Florida 32206-0005 
H.Jhttp.//www laxport com 

SEAPORTS 
- Blount Island Terminal 

Talleyrand Terminal 

• Jacksonville International 
- Craig 

Herlong 

J u l y 29, 1997 

O f f i c e o f trie Sec re ta ry 
Case C o n t r o l U n i t 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
S u r f a c e T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
192 5 K S t r e e t , M.W. 
Wa.shington, D.C. 20423-0001 

A t t n : Ms. E l a i n e K. Kaiser, Ch ie f 
S e c t i o n o f Environmental A n a l y s i s 
Envi ronmenta l F i l i n g 

R e : Proposed E I S Scope in STB Finance Docket No. 53388 

Dear Ms. K a i s e r : 

The J a c k s o n v i l l e Port .z^uthority (JPA) a p p r e c i a t e s t h i s o p p o r t u n i t y 
t o p r o v i d e coinjuents on the Scope of Serv ices f o r the EIS a s s o c i a t e d 
v ; i t h the CSX and N o r f o l k Southern R a i l r o ? d a c q u i s i t i o n o f C o n r a i i . 
.:e b e l i e v e t h a t the proposed a c q u i s i t i o n and o p e r a t i n g agreements 
p r o p o s e d by CSX and NS are i n the p u b l i c i n t e r e s t and w i l l p r o v i d e 
g r e a t b e n e f i t s to the U.S. economy by p r o v i d i n g more e f f i c i e n t and 
e •onomic t r a n s p o r t a t i o n services f o r b o t h f r e i g h t and passengers . 

We b e l i e v e t h a t the incremental a n a l y s i s o f p o t e n t i a l impac t s , 
a b o v e e x i s t i n g b a s e l i n e c o n d i t i o n s , as proposed by SEA i s 
a p p r o p r i a t e i n t h i s e f f o r t . The impact ca t ego r i e s being cons ide red 
a r e comprehensive and v ; i l l a l low f o r a c a r e f u l d e t e r m i n a t i o n o f 
e n v i r o n m e n t a l costs and benef i t s vjhich v ; i l l a r i s e f rom the proposed 
a c t i v i t y . 

The JPA i s a v a i l a b l e tc provide i n f o r m a t i o n or comments d u r i n g the 
a n a l y s i s process as m.ay be r e q u i r e d . 

I f you have any questions/comments p lease f e e l f r e e t o c o n t a c t me 
a t (904) 630-3035. 

S i n c e r e i y . 

l - ' r o d r i c k R. Ferr i j" ; 
V i c e P re s iden t , Mar ine 

r K F / D K / k j e 

I.u ilii.inn^' intern,iru'ii.il Ir.iJc :inJ Tr.n c/ /or f7<>nj<f'.s /•'/r'-f Const 





USDA 
Mabnl tauucH Comcrntion Smke 

Water 
Resources 
Division 

Federal Building, Box 13 
355 East Hancock Avenue 
Athens, Georgia 30601-27«? 
(706)546-2115 

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

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

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

August 5, 1997 

r i l l 

Dear Ms Kaiser. 

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your correspondence soliciting Georgia NRCS 
assistance for comments relating to the proposed EIS Scope in STB Finance Docket No. 
33388 We appreciate the opportunity to review, and comment on, this report. 

We would like to offer the following iss' ,s for consideration in the final agreements and 
""suiting increase m rail traffic on certain lines. 

1. Minimize damage to existing vegetation, 
2. Minimize damage to natural drainage systems, 
3. Quickly correct any damages that to occur, 
4. Develop, install, and maintain an erosion and sediment control plan when 

encountering the need to conduct land disturbing activities, and 
5. Comply with the 1981 Farmland Protection Policy Act 

If you have any questions regarding this information, please contact me at [706]546-2973. 

Respectfully, 

JIMMY BRAMBLETT 
Resource Conservationist 

cc: Mac Hayes. Assistant State Conservationist [P] 

The Natural Resources ConservoWon Service 
works hand-in-hand wHh fhe American People 
to conserve natural resources on private land. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EhAPLOYER 



ENViRONMENTAV 
DOCUMENT 

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

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

U N I T E b S T A T E S D E P A R T M E N T O F C O M M E P C E 
N a t i o n a l O c e a n i c a n d A t m o a p h a r i c A d n n i n i a c r a t i o n 
N A T I O N A L M A R I N E i=ISHERIES S E R V I C E 
S l i v e r S p r i n g , M a r y l a n d 2 0 3 1 0 

AUG 6 1997 

;3Z/ 

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), Office of 
Protected Resources, Endangered Species D i v i s i o n has reviewed the 
Notice of Intent to Prepare ar. Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
Request for Comments on Proposed EIS Scope (STB Finance Docket No. 
33388) . 

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

Section 7, B i o l o g i c a l Resources, there i s no discussion of the 
effects of r a i l operations on fe d e r a l endangered or 
threatened species or dtoignated h a b i t a t s . 

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

The d r a f t EIS should address possible e f f e c t s on the f e d e r a l l y 
l i s t e d species under NMFS' j u r i s d i c t i o n : shortnose sturgeon 
(Acipenser brevirestrum; and Gulf sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrhynchus 
desotoi). We also have concerns regarding Alabama shad (Aiosa 
alabamae), saltmarsh topminnow {Fundulus j e n k i n s i ) , and A t l a n t i c 
sturgeon, fAcipenser oxyrhy.ichus oxyrhynchus) , a l l of which are 
NMFS canrlidate species. (See enclosure) 

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

Sincerely, 

4, 
Nancy Chu 
Di v i s i o n Chief 
Endangered Species D i v i s i o n 
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docvjiueiitpd in the System 
Commissioning and Support Function 
Demonstration Plans; and 

(3) The operational and 
administralive infrastructures and 
technical development needed to 
support the modernized field offices be 
maintained as required by the 
modernization plan." l l is expected that 
these qualifications can be mei for tlie 
above proposed certifications. If these 
qualifications can not be met prior to 
tite September MTC meeting, tiiese 
proposed certifications may or may not 
be presented li] the Committee I f a 
decision lo certify is made, the Secretar 
of Commerce must publish the final 
certification in the l"R and transmit tlie 
tert if lcation to the appropriate 
Congressional committees prior to 
automating and closing these offices. 

Dated July K. 1997 
Robert S. Winokur, 
Acling Assislani Adniiniitrator for Weaihe 
Services 
(FR Doc. 97-18414 Kiled 7-11-97. 8 45 am] 
BlU-INa CODE 3S1(>-12-M 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

[I.D. 063097D] 

Endangered Species; Permits 

AGENCY; National Marine l istieries 
Service (NMl'S), National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). 
Commerce. 
ACTION: Issuance of modification C to 
permii 8-1H (P,507D) and modification 1 
to permit 1011 (P211J). 

SUMMARY: Notice Is hereby given that 
NMI~S hns issued modifications to 
permits to the Washington Department 
of Fish and Wildl i fe at Olympia. WA 
(WDFW) and the Oregon Department of 
Fish and Wild l i fe at La Grande. OK 
(ODFW) that aulliorize lakes of 
Endangered Species Acl lisied species 
for the purpose ol scieiiiific research/ 
enhancement, subjeci to certain 
conditions ,sei fortf i therein 
ADOnESSES: i'he application and related 
documents are available for review In 
the fol lowing offices, by appointment: 

Office of Piotected Resources. F/PK3, 
NMI~S. 1315 liasi-West Highway. Silver 
Spring, MD 20910-3220 (301-713-1401): 
and 

Protected Kesources Divisloti, F7 
NW03. 525 NE Oregon Sireet. Suite 
500. Portland. OK 97232 4 109 (503 
230-5400) 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMAnON: i he 
modificalions to permits were issued 

under the authority of seclion 10 of tlie 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (USA) 
(IG U.S.C. 1531-1543) and the NMFS 
regulations governing ESA-llsted fish 
and wi ld l i fe permits (50 CFR parts 217-
222). 

Notice was published on Apri l 16. 
1997 (62 FR 18587) that an application 
had been filed by WDFW (P507D) for 
modification 6 to scientific research/ 
enhancement permit 848 Modification 
C to permit 848 was Issued to WDFW on 
May 23. 1997. Permit 848 authorizes 
W D I ^ takes of adult and juvenile, 
threatened. Snake River spring/summer 
Chinook salmon [Oncorhynchii.s 
tshawytscha) associated with a 
supplementation hatchery program and 
scientific research/monitoring. F'or 
modification 6 to permit 848, WDFW 

is authorized takes of juvenile, 
threatened. Snake River fall chlnook 
salmon (O/icor/iynchus tshawytscha) 
associated wi th scientific research 
designed to answer questions on fall 
Chinook salmon production In the lower 
Tucannon River. Also for modification 
6, WDFW is authorized to return adult, 
ESA-llsted, Snake River spring/summer 
Chinook salmon carcasses from the 
supplementation program back to the 
Tucannon River for nutrient 
enrichment Modification 6 is valid for 
the duration of the permit. Permit 848 
expires on March 31, 1998. 

Notice was published on Apri l 16, 
1997 (62 FR 18587) th.-ii an application 
had been filed by ODFW a'21 IJ) for 
modification 1 to scientific research/ 
enhancement permit 1011. Modification 
1 to pennit 1011 was issued to ODFW' 
on June 20, 1997. Pcrmii 1011 
authorizes ODFW takes of juvenile, 
threatened. Snake River spring/summer 
chlnook salmon {Oncorhynchus 
tshawytscha) associated with a captive 
broodstock program for Catherine Creek, 
upper Grande Ronde Rive'', and Lostine 
River populations. For modification 1. 
ODFW is authorized to collect returning 
adult, ESA-llsted, naturally-produced 
fish from the three watersheds in 1997 
to begin a supplementation program 
ODFW anticipates sufficient adult 
returns to these watersheds in 1997 to 
allow the collection of ESA-listed adults 
for hatchery broodstock ODFW believes 
thai lhe collection of ESA-listed adults 
for hatchery supplementation w i l l 
incre.ise the probability of the 
persistence of the populations becaase 
o f lhe survival advantage provided by 
the hatchery. The collection of ESA-
lisied adults for broodstock is 
authorized in 1997 only. The incubation 
of eggs and the rearing of ESA-llsted 
juveniles is authorized for the duration 
of the permii. Permit 1011 expires on 
December 31, 2000. 

Issuance of the permit modifications, 
as required by die ESA. was based on 
a f inding that the modifications: (1) 
Were requested/proposed in good faidi . 
(2) w i l i not operate to the disadvantage 
of the ESA-llsted species that are the 
subject o f t he permits, and (3) is 
consistent w i t l i the purposes and 
policies set ford i In section 2 of the ES 
and the NMFS regulations governing 
ESA-listed species permits. 

Dated July 7, 1997. 
N:^iicy Chu, 
Chief, Endangered Species Division, OfTic 
of Protected Resources, National Marine 
Fisheiics Service. 
|FR Doc. 97-18297 Filed 7-11-97; 8:45 am] 
B1U.IN0 COOE 3S10-22-F 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

(I.D. 061097B) 

Endangered and Threatened Species; 
Revision of Candidate Species List 
Underthe Endangered Species Act 

ACENOY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and 
Atinospheric Adnministration (NOAA), 
Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice of modification of list of 
candidate species. 

SUMMARY: NMFS identifies marine and 
anadromous species as candidates for 
possible addition to the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Species 
NMFS is soliciMng information 
concerning the status of these spwcies 
and nominations of additional species 
that appear to warrant listing 
consideration. This notice is not a 
proposal for listing, and the involved 
species do not receive substantive or 
procedural protection under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) 
The candidate species list serves to 
notify the public that NMFS has 
concerns regarding these species/ 
vertebrate populations that may warrant 
listing in the future, and It facilitates 
voluntary conservation efforts. NMFS 
encourages Federal agencies and other 
appropriate parties to take these species 
into account in pioject planning. 
DATES: Comments w i l l be accepted unt i l 
lurther notice (sec AOORESSES). 
ADDRESSES: Comments and reliable 
documentation for these and any 
recommended additions or deletions to 
the candidate species list should be sent 
to the Chief, Endangered Species 
Division, NMFS, Office of Protected 
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Kfsourcos, 1315 East-West Highway. 
I71'H3. Silver Spring, Mi) 20910. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Nancy Chu or Terri Jordan ai (301) 713-
1401 
SUPPlXMErfTARY INFORMATION: i he ESA 
requires deierminalions of whether 
species of wildlife and plants are 
endangered or threatened, based on tho 
besl available scientific and commercial 
data "Species " includes any species or 
subspt cies of fish, wildlife, or plant, 
and any distinct population segmenl of 
any vertebrate species thai interbreeds 
when mature (vertebrate population) 
NMl'S and the U S Fish and Wildlifp 
Service (FWS) share respoasil)ililies 
under the ESA. With some exceptions. 
NMl'S is responsible for species that 
reside all or the major portion of their 
lifetime in marine or e.stuarine waters 
l he regulations Implementing Section 4 
of the ESA (49 FR 38900. October 1, 
1984) define "candidate" as "any 
species being considered by the 
Secretary for listing as an endangered or 
a threatened species, but not yet the 
subject of a proposed rule. " As 
resources permit, NMF'S conducts a 
review of the status of each candidate 
species to determine if it warrants 
listing as endangered or threatened 
under the ESA. 

On February 28. 1996. the I'WS 
published a revised candidate notice of 
review in the Federal Register (61 FR 
7596) Ihat candidates for listing under 
the ESA The FWS noted its intention to 
discontinue miintaining a list of species 
dial were previously identified as 
"Category-2 candidates." Category-2 
candidates were species for which 
NMl'S or the FWS had information 
indicating Ihat protection under the 
ESA m<iy be warranted but for which 
they lacked sufiicient information on 
status and threats. The FWS' new 
definition of candidate species Is "thos 
species for which the FWS has on file 
sufficient information to support 
issuance ofa proposed listing rule " 

NMl'S intends to continue using the 
original definition of candidate species 
as defined in the Joint F'WS/NMF'S 
section 4 regulations. Candidate species 
include unlisted species for which 
biological status reviews have been 
initiated or have been completed. NMl'S 
believes It is important to highlight 
species for which listing may bo 
warranted so that Federal and state 
agencies. Native American tribes, and 
die private sector are aware of which 
species could benefn from proactive 
conservation efforts. 

In addition, NMFS has developed 
more specific criteria for detemiining 
whirh species/vertebrate populations 

should be included on the NMFS 
candidate s|)ecies list. These criteria 
include the requirement for reliable 
information and the consideration of: (1) 
The biological status of a species or 
vertebrate population, and (2) the degree 
of threat lo lis coniinued existence in 
the wild 

Biological Status 
Biological status is determined by 

both demography and genetic 
composition of the species/vertebrate 
population If there is evidence of 
demographic or genetic concerns that 
vvould indicate that listing may be 
w.-rranled. the species/vertebrate 
population should be added to the 
candidate species list. 

(a) Demographic concerns would 
occur when there is a significant decline 
in abundance or range from historical 
levels that would indicate diat listing 
may be warranted. This could result 
from overliarvcst habitat degradation, 
disease outbreaks, predatlon, natural 
climatic condilions, and hatchery 
practices that lead to competition with 
natural stocks or depletion of natural 
fish for use as hatchery broodstock. 

(b) Genetic concems dial would 
indicate that listing may be warranted 
include outbreeding and inbreeding 
depression resulting from poor hatchery 
practices or substantially reduced 
numbers of natural Individuals. 

Degree of Threat 

Ifa species/vertebrate population is 
tare or in poor biological condition AND 
faces a high degree of threat (i.e., the 
threat is relatively severe, and/or 
imrnlneni), then it should be added to 
the candidate species list. 

I'he previous list was published on 
June 11, 1991, at 56 FR 26797. NMFS is 
removing 37 species from this list. The 
status of four species has been changed. 
While NMFS determined that the 
botilenose dolphin is depleted under 
the Marine Mammal Protection Act on 
April 6. 1993, it also determined that it 
did not warrant lusting under the ESA 
(58 I R 17789). The Saimaa seal was 
listed as endangered on July 28, 1993 
(58 FK 40538), I'WS listed tlie Delta 
smell and the tidewater goby as 
threatened on March 5, 1993 (58 FR 
12854) and February 4, 1994 (59 FR 
5494), respectively. Six marine 
mammals, the flatback turtle, and the 
giant and southern giant clams are being 
dolcied from die 'ist bccau.se they are 
foreign species for which significant 
proactive conservation efforts are 
unlikely lo be stimulated due to 
inclusion in the candidate species list 
Because there are insufficient data to 
delermine population trends for the 

northern bottlenose whale and the 
starlet sea anemone, they are removed 
Irom the list. Ten fishes are lemoved 
from the list because the information 
available to NMFS does not meet the 
mors stringent standard of 
documentation now required for 
candidate status. Also, ten coral species 
are being deleted because the 
information available indicates declines 
In certain populations, but not 
throughout the species' ranges. Corals 
are invertebrates, and the ESA only 
allows invertebrates to be listed at the 
species level, and not at the population 
level 

With this notice, 15 new species for 
which reliable information is available 
to NMFS meeting the criteria stated 
above, are added to the list of candidate 
species. 

Among these 15 species are six Pacific 
salmonids. On September 12, 1994. 
NMFS announced that comprehensive 
status reviews would be conducted for 
all populations of Pacific salmon and 
anadromous trout In California. Oregon, 
Washington, and Idaho (59 FR 46808). 
This decision effectively classified all 
seven salmonid species under NMFS 
Jurisdiction--coho. chlnook, pink, 
chum, and sockeye salmon, steelhead 
and sea-run ciitthrcat trout—as 
candidate species. These status reviews 
are at various stages of completion and 
have resulted in proposed or final 
listing determinations for several 
distinct population segmenis of Pacific 
salmon, i'he status review of pink 
salmon has been completed and It has 
been determined that listing is not 
warranted During die next 12-18 
montiis, NMl'S expects to conclude all 
of these status reviews and make 
population-specific determinations 
regarding listing status under the ESA. 

NMl-S intends to consider the results 
of the status reviews and all data 
received in response to this notice to 
make appropriate amendments to the 
accompanying tables. 

It is important to note that this list is 
limited by the information available, 
iiierefore, it does not encompass all 
declining maritie and anadromous 
species that may warrant listing in the 
future. Moreover, Inclusion of a species 
on the candidate list does not create a 
higher listing priority for diat species. 
As appropriate, NMF'S may initiate a 
status review for any species or 
vertebrate population of concem, 
regardless of whether It Is a candidate 
species, and the public may petition to 
list any species or vertebrate population 
Inclusion in the candidate species list i 
intended to stimulate voluntary 
conservation efforts, which, if effective 
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can resul t i n a l o w e r l i k e l i h o o d o f an 
ESA l i s t i n g . 

I n Tab le 1, Rev ised l i s t o f cand ida te 
species, d i e c o m m o n name appears as 
the f i rs t e n t r y f o l l o w e d by the sc ien t i f i 
name , the f a m i l y name, a n d the area o f 
c o n c e r n . T h i s area denotes the general 
geograph ic bounda r i es o f the species or 
t he ver tebra te p o p u l a t i o n for w h i c h 

concern has been expressed. O n g o i n g or 
future Biological status rev iews m a y 
narrow the geograj h ic aro.i or 
popu la t ion of concern in the fu tu re . 

Table 2 lists species and ver tebrate 
populat ions w h i c h have been p roposed 
for l is t ing under the ESA. T w o o f these 
were on tbe prev ious 1991 cand ida te 
species l ist. As f i na l de te rm ina t i ons are 

made , these spec ies /ver tebra te 
p o p u l a t i o n s m a y be d e t e r m i n e d to no t 
wa r ran t l i s t i ng , to w a r r a n t l i s t i ng , or b 
des ignated as cand ida te species. 

Dated July 8. 1997. 

Patricia A. Montanio. 

Deputy Director. Office of Protected 

Resources. Nationai Marine Fisheries Service. 

TABLE 1 —REVISED LIST OF CANDIDATE SPECIES 

Common name Scientific name Family Area of concem " 

Manne Mammals 
Beluga Whale ' 

Fisfic 
Dusky Shark * 
Sand Tiger Shartt * 
Night Shark ' 
Atlantic Sturgeon 
Alabama Shad * 
Seanjn Cutthroat Troul*,* . 
Chum Salmon *••• 
Coho Salmon* 

Jelphinapterus leucas. Monodontidae 

Carcfiarhinus cbscurus 
Odonlaspis laurus 
Carcharinus signatus 
Acipenser oxyrtiynchus oxyrtiynchus. 
Alosa alabamae 
Oncorhynchus clarki clarki 
Oncortiynchus keta 
Oncorhynchus kisutch 

Carcharhinidae . 
Odonlaspididae 
Carchaminidaa . 
Acipenseridae ... 
Clupeidae 
Salmonidae 
Salmonldae 
Salmonidae 

Steelhead Trouf-5 . 

Sockeye Salmon"' ' 

Chinook Salmon* * 
Atlantic Salmon'J ., 

Oncorhynchus mykiss . 

Oncorhynchus nerka ... 

OncorhyrKhus tsfiawylscha 
Salmo saiar 

Salmonidae . 

Salmonldae . 

Salmonidae 
Salmonidae . 

Mangrove Bivulus* 
S.iltmarsh Topminnow 
' .ey Silverside 
Opposum Pipefish 
Speckled Hind' 
Jewfish' 
Warsaw Groupc'* 
Nassau Grouper' 

Mollusks 
White Abalone' 

Rivulus marmoratus 
Fundulus Jenkinsi 
Uenidia oonchorum 
MKrophis brachyurvs lineatus 
Epinephelus drummondhayi ... 
Epinephelus ilijara 
Epinephelus nigrilus 
Epinephelus siriatus 

Haliotes sorenseni 

Aplocheilidae 
Cyprlnodontidae 
Alherinidae 
Syngnalhidae 
Serranldae 
Serranidae 
Serranidae 
Serranidae 

Haiio Idae 

AK (Cook Inlet population) 

Atlantic; Gulf of Mexico: Pacific. 
Atlantic; Gull of Mexico 
Atlantic, Gulf of Mexico 
Atlantic, anadromous. 
AL, FL, anadromous. 
Pacific. WA lo CA, anadromous.* 
Padfic, WA, OR, anadromous.* 
Paafic, anadromous. Puget Sound/ 

S ail ot Georgia, Southwest WA, 
Lower Columbia River, and OR 
Coast ESUs^ 

Prdf ic, anadromous. Middle Columbia 
R.ver E S U 

Padfic, WA, anadromous and fresh­
water.* 

Padfic, WA to CA, anadromous * 
Atlantic, anadromous. Kennebec River, 

Tunk Stream, Penobscot River, and 
St. Croix River DPSs. 

FL, estuarine. 
TX. LA, MS. AL. FL. 
Florida Keys 
Florida, Indian River Lagoon 
NC to Gulf of Mexico. 
NC southward to Gulf of Mexico. 
MA southward lo Gull of Mextto. 
NC southward to Gulf of Mexico. 

CA, Baja CA. 

* addition lo list. 
' research initiated as a resuli of being on 1991 candidate spedes list. 
''ESUs^volutionarily sigmncant unit Padfic salmon populations can only be listed under the ESA if they are "evolutkinarily sianificant". oer 

NMFS policy (56 FR 58612) j a . 
^DPS^ is l inc t population segment. 
* under ESA status review, spedfic ESUs meriting candidate status will be identified in lhe future foltowing status review. 
sfor this spedes, certain ESUs/DPSs are candidate species, while others are proposed for listing under the ESA (see Table 2). 
» Defines the general geographic area or populalions of concem for the spedes. 

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

Common name 

Marine Mammals 
Hartwr Porpoise 

Fishes 
Steelhead Trout* ' 

Atlaniic Salmon* ' 

Scientific name 

Pnocoena phocoena ... 

Oncorhynchus mykiss . 

Salmo saiar . 

Family 

Delphinidae 

Salmonidae 

Salmonidae . 

Area under consideration 

Gulf of Maine. 

Padfic. anadromous. Lower Columbia 
River, OR Coast, Klamalh Moun­
tains Province, Northern CA, Central 
CA Coast, South/Central CA Coast, 
Southern CA, Central Valley, Upper 
Columbia River, Snake River Basin 
ESUs. 

Atlaniic. anadromous. Dennys, E. 
Machias, Machias, Pleasant, 
Narraguagus, Ducktrap, and 
Sheepscol River DPS^. 



Federal Regisfer / Vo l . 62, No. 134 / Monday . July 14. 1997 / Notices 37563 

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

Common name Scientific name Family Area under consideration 

Plants 
FL. Johnson's Seagrass FL. 

"Addition to list. 
' Under status review. 

(FR Dor 97-18326 Filed 7-11-97; 8:45 amj 
BIU-MQ CODE 

D E P A R T M E N T O F COMMERCE 

Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) 

Deposit of Biological Materials for 
Patents 

ACTION: Proposed collection: commcnl 
request. 

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce 
(DoC), as part of its continuing effort to 
reduce paperwork and respondent 
burden, invites the general public and 
other Federal agencies to take diis 
opportuni iy to comment on proposed 
and/or cont inuing informaiion 
collections, as required by die 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, Pub 
L 104-13 (44 u s e. .550C(c)(2){A)). 
DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted on or before September 12. 
1997 
AOORtSSCS: Direct all written commi u, 
to Linda Engelmeier. Departmental 
Forms Clearance Officer. Department of 
Commerce, Room 5327, 14th and 
Constitution Avenue, NVV, Washington, 
D C 20230 
FOR FURTTtER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
RequesL"̂  for additional information or 
copies o f the information collection 
instrument(s) and instrucuons should 
be directed to Robert J. Spar, Patent and 
1'radeinark Office (PTO). Washinglon, 
D C. 20231, teicphone number (703) 
.305-9285. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

1. Abstract 

Every patent must contain a 
description o f the Invention wri l ten so 
as to enable a person knowledgeable In 
the relevant science to make and usc the 
invent lon. When the Invention involves 
a biological material, sometimes words 
alone cannoi sufficiently describe how 
lo make and use die invention in a 
rc| i rodurib! i ' or repeatable manner. In 
such cases, the required biological 
m.iterial must cither bo known arid 
readily (and continually) availabh. or oc 
deposited in a suitable depositor) to 
obl.iin a paleni When a deposit is 
necessarv. the PTO collects informaiion 

to delermine whether the patent statute 
has been complied wi th including 
whether the public has been notified 
aboul where .samples of the biological 
materia! can be obtained 

I I . Method of Collection 

By mail, facsimile or hand carry when 
the applicant or agent files a patent 
application wi th the Patent and 
Trademark Office (PTO) or submits 
subsequent papers during die 
prosecution of die application to the 
PIG. 

I I I . Data 

OMB Number: 0651 -0022. 
Form Number: None 
lypo nf Review: Renewal wit i iout 

change 
.Affected Public: Individuals or 

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

Estimated Number of Respondents: 
3.500 

Estimated Time Per Response: One 
hour 

Estiin.ucd Total Annua! Burden 
Hours: 3.500 hours. 

t'stim.ited Total Annual Cost: 
$350,000 to submit the information to 
the PTO. Capital costs incluc'e testing 
and . toiage fees. A one lime/per deposit 
testing fee ty[iically costs $100.00 to 
assess Ihe viabil ity of the biological 
material. The one time/per deposit 
storage fee Is approximately $960.00. 
The sum of capital cosls Is $3,710,000 
annually ($1060 X 3500) 

IV. Request for Coininenls 

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether 
the propo.sed collection of information 
is nerossai^y for the proper performance 
of the functions of the agency, including 
whether the information shall have 
practical uti l i ty: (b) the accuracy of die 
agency's estimate of the burden 
(Including hours and cost) of the 
proposed collection of information; (c) 
ways to c'lhance the quality, and clarity 
of the informalion to be collected; and 
(d) ways to minimi /e the burden of the 
colleclioii of informalion on 
respondeiils, including through the use 
of atilomaled collection techniques or 
other forms of informaiion technology. 

Commenls submitted in response lo 
Ihis nolicc w i l l be summarized or 

included in the request for OMB 
approval of this information collection; 
they wi l l also become a matter of publ ic 
record. 

Dated July 8. 1997 

Linda Engclineicr, 

Departmental horms Clearance Officer. Office 

o f Management and Organization 

[FR Doc 97-18429. Filed 7-11-97. 8:'45aml 

Biuma coDC isto-is-p 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Coffee, Sugar & Cocoa Exchange, Inc. 
Petition for Exemption From the Dual 
Tradini, Prohibition in Affected 
Contract Markets 

AGENCY: Commodity Futu.-es Trading 
Commission 
ACTION: Order 

SUMMARY: The Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission ("Commission") is 
granting die peiition of the Coffee, Sugar 
& Cocoa Fxchange, Inc ( "CSCE" or 
"Exchange ") for exemplion from the 
prohibition against dual trading In its 
Sugar #11 futures contracts. 
DATES: This Order i'; effective July 8, 
1997 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
r Andre.sen, Special Counsel, 
Dl of Trading and Markets, 
Cl Jity Futures Trading 
C .isslon. Three Lafayette Centre, 
11 J 5 21st St., N W., Washington, DC 
20581: telephone (202) 418-5490. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: O n 

October 19. 1993.1 lie Coffee, Sugar & 
Cocoa Exchange, lnc , ("CSCE" or 
"Exchange") submitted a Petition for 
Exemption from the Dual Trading 
Prohibition for ils Sugar #11 and Coffee 
" C " futures contracts Subsequently, the 
Exchange submitted an amendtKi 
petilion on March 21. 1997.' Upon 
consideration of these pctiiioas and 
other matters of record, including 
Exchange submissions . ^d undertakings 

' In lis anwndod pelilion. the Exchange petitioned 
for lhe dual trading exemplion for six contract 
markets CufTee ' C' . Sugar • ! I and Cocoa fulurcs 
aiKl futures option contrai ls This Order Is 
applicable lo Ihe SuR,ir »l I fiifiires contract market, 
which currently is the only affected contract market 
at the Fxchange 
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Ms Elaine K Kaiser. Chief 
.Section of Knvironmental Analvsis 
Office ofthe Secretarv 
Surtacc Transportation Board 
1Q25 K Sireet. \ \V 
Washington. DC 2042.1-000] 

Dear Ms Kaiser 

Thank you for vour letters of July and Julv 23. 1997 concerning CSX and Norfork 
Southern s application to acquire control ofConrail and its assets which involves over 44,000 
''liles ofrail line in the eastem L nited States (finance Docket No .l.l.iSS) W'e have reviewed 
three volumes (6A. oB. and 6C, ofthe 'Hnvironmental Report" for this project and the 
"Notice of Intent to Prepare an !-:;nvironmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Request for 
I -)mments on Proposed EIS Scope' The proposed construction projects initially reviewed 
til Kentucky were apparently deleted from the overall project since they are not mentioned 
in the "Environmental Repon .X, currently proposed, the project vvould only result in 
increased rail traffic on existing irackaue in Kentucky Consequentlv. the proposed 
consolidation in Kentuckv vvill have no ellect on any property listed in or eligible for li.sting 
in the National Register of Historic Places and 1 have no objections 

Should you hav e any questions, feel free to contact Charles F^ockensmith of my staff 
at (S02) 564-7005 

Sincerely, 

.0, 4:^ 

David L Morgan. Director 
Kentucky Heritage Council and 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

cc Alex Barber 

. W , ». a>hiii;;l<ih Street 

I r a n k t t i r t . K t i i t i K k \ 406111 
IVIcphoiM' I.>(l2l ,^(.4-7(H^^ 

I W i .>(P2l .>f)4 5S20 

ijU.ii i>|i| .Mluiiil'. cnipimv 1 VI I I) I'vinicvl im ! i : ^ \ . Wi', |\i(vr 





ENVlRONrvtENTAL 
DOCUMENT ;V Office of the Secretary-

Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Dockett #33388 
.Surface Trasnportdtion Board 
1925 K Street. NW, 
Washington. D C 20423-0001 
Attn Elaine K Kaiser. Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis. Environmental Filing 

Dear Ms Kaiser, 

I am writing to you on behalf of members of Old Newark Civic Association, which 
includes residential areas along the railroad tracks by U of D and Chrysler We are very 
concemed about the plans to increase rail traffic and car switching of hazardous materials 
in the Newark rail yard This is a densely populated area with many houses, apartments, a 
private school, a public school, and University of Delaware classrooms, offices,and 
housing 

We feel that any increase in rail freight traffic through this area would have a negative 
impact In addition, although we reali? 'he past good safety record of Conrail, any 
increase of toxic matenals poses an unnecessary added danger in such a heavily populated 
area 

It was clear in the public meeting last fall that no plans were in effect for informing 
residents in case of an emergency or even any evacuation procedure It would seem that 
this at least should be put into place before any increase is instituted 

We hope you will reconsider this plan or postpone the decision until these concems are 
addressed 

Sincerely, 

Z2^ 
Ann Brown 
Old Newark Civic Association 
32 Kells Avenue 
Newark. Delaware 19711 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

THE OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Case Control Unit STB Finance Docket #33388 

Surface Transportation Board 

1925 K Street, NVV 

Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

REBECCA Y. HERMAN 

150 West Main Street 

Newark, Delaware 197 U 

August 4, 1997 

-1 

Attention; EI.AINE KAISER, Chief Section of Environmenta! Analysis 

Dear Ms. Kaiser, 

I am a resident of the City of Newark living Cn:'600 feet from one of the three at-

grade rail crossings on the Northeast Corridor Rail Une in the heart of the city and 

a member of the City of Newark's WESTERN NEWARK TRAFFIC COMMITTEE. 

I appreciate your consideration regarding the impaa the CSX/Norfolk 

Sou.hern/Conrail reorganization wiil have on our community. Our community, 

both residents and civic officials, has pressed for the reduction of heavy rail traffic 

through Newark for nearly thirty years. The number of at-grade crossings in 

Newark already complicates the city's traffic flow to the point that existing train 

traffic compromises pedestrian, bicycle, and automobile traffic safety as well as 

emergency vehicle response times. 

Other grave Cftncerns are noise and air pollution and the neglect of the land owned 

by rail companies on either side of the tracks. These areas are dumping grounds 

for trash. 

These trains also regulariy carry hazardous materials through our residential 

communities and also regularly exceed sjx'ed limits and experience equipment 

failure. Increased rail traffic will exacerbate an already dangerous situation. 

Moreover, the history of disregard by railroad interests f')r community safety and 



well being are thoroughly documented. The fact that the rail companies offer your 

office regular timetables for their carriers does not reflect the reality of rail time 

leased to other carriers or the fact that there is no motivation for keeping these 

schedules beyond corporate profit. 

My hope is that you and your colleagues will examine critically the full 

environmental consequences of the new rail companies with a particular eye 

to those of us who ultimately bear that environmenta! burden. 

Sincerel 

1 Rebecca Herman 

RYH 

cc: Roy H. Lopata, Planning Director 

Carl F. Luft, City Manâ îcr 

Me.nbers, WNTRC 

Senator William V. Roth, Jr, 

Senator Joseph R. Biden 

Re{>resentative Michael N. Castle 





M
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT 

I | | - 250() Broening Highway • Baltimore. Maryland 21224 
(410) 63!-3(XX) 

Parris N. Glendening Jane T. Nishida 
Governor . Secreury 

July M, 1997 EN-:F'.::f4riiENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

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

RE: MDE Identification Number: ES970721-0033 
Project: CSX Corporation et al 

Dear Ms. K?jse' 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the above referenced project. The document was 
circulated throughoui the Maryland Department of the L" ivironment (MDE) for review, and 
the following comments are offered for your considerat >n. 

• The EIS needs to address the air quality implications of the proposed merger on 
MARC commuter service, in particular how will mobile emissions change if MARC 
service is curtailed or is not allowed to expand in the future. MARC expansion is 
important to long range air quality goals because as the population of the Baltimore 
Washington area increases, Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) will increase unless there 
are aitematives to the auiomobile. 

• Use of commuter rail is part of the regional effort to achieve compliance with 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), standards for ozone reductions in 
mass transit service or prohibitions to its expansion will make compliance with the 
NAAQS mors difficult. As it appears now, the proposed rail merger will not affect 
current or proposed levels of MARC service. If there is a reduction in current or 
profwsed MARC service caused by this action, air quality modeling has to be 
performf̂ H and mitigation measures proposed. 

• The EIS should cover impacts of the proposed merger, if any, on planed transit-
oriented development, either by limiting expansion of commuter rail or by increasing 
night-time freight operations vhat might make i.ig near the rail stations less 
attractive from a noise standpoint. 

"lo^pthe' We Can Clean Up" ® 
TDD FOR T H h DKAI- a i O . M I «KW " ' R.rvcle^P.oe-



July 31, 1997 
Page Two 

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 Nishida, Secretary 



)AMIS B. HUNT )R. 

ST.ITE OF NCWTH CAROLINA 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
RAIL DIVISION 

P.O. BOX 25201. RALEiGH. N.C. 27611-5201 

MA.1 

GARLAND B. GARRET 
SfCRElARY 

Augu.st 5, 1997 

Ms. Elaine K. Kai.ser 
Office of the Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
Chief. Section of Environmental Analysis 
1925 KStreet, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser, 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

After reviewing the Environmental Report (ER) and the recent EIS scoping request, it is 
apparent that several environmental issues remain to be addiessed with regard to the proposed 
Conrail merger. One item noticeably absent from the ER is any discussion of surface or 
groundwater resources and water quality for areas affected by new projects or increases in rail 
traffic. Thus, the North Carolina Department of Transportation (DOT) and the North Carolina 
Department of Environment. Health, and Natural Resources (DEHNR) have collaborated to 
identify tiie following issues for clarification in the Surface Transportation Board's final EIS: 

1. The EIS should identify all major surface waters that may be affected by the merger 
(including stream names and affect River Basins) and discuss their current 
classifications, use support ratings, and overall stream health. This discussion should 
identify all potential water quality and wetland impacts anticipated by the merger, 
including new construction and changes in capacity on existing lines. Information to 
assist with this task can be provided upon request by Alan Clark. Basinwide Planning 
Supervisor, at (919) 733-5083. ext. 570. 

2. The EIS should evaluate the potential impacts to surface water quality from chemical 
inputs resulting from normal train operations, including effects on aquatic life and 
surface drinking water sources. What are current stormwater controls on affected rail 
corridors? Are catch-basins utilized to control discharge of pollutants into surface 
waters? 

3. The EIS .should evaluate the potential risks associated with the likelihood of 
derailments, spills, and collisions due to increa.sed rail traffic. The report .should 
identify and implement appropriate mitigation measures to assure protection of 
surface and groundwater quality. 

PHONE 019)7.33-471.̂  FAX (919) 73.>1.3')1 



4. The application suggests a diversion of the Norfolk Southem main-line from its 
current Greensboro-Charlotte routing to an alternate routing through eastern 
Tennessee. Thus, potential secondary impacts from the merger include increases in 
truck traffic to compensate for lost railroad services between North Carolina and 
interstate destinations. It is acknowledged in the ER that rail transportation is 
considered a safer mode of hauling materials than truck transportation. Therefore, the 
EIS should discuss the potential for significant impacts to surface waters from the 
project if substantial increases in truck trips are projected for North Carolina 
highways. The EIS should discuss the potential for hazardous and toxic releases of 
chemicals from an increased rate of truck trips (and. therefore, potential f c increased 
number of accidents and spills) on North Carolina highways. The EIS should 
evaluate the potential risk of these incidents on surface water quality in affected areas. 
The EIS should also identify and implement appropriate mitigation measures to a.ssure 
protection of surface water quality from significant increases in truck traffic resulting 
from the proposed merger. 

5. What impacts are anticipated from increases in rail traffic over existing or proposed 
corridors traversing wetlands and other surface waters? 

6. Discuss any secondary development expected with the increa.se in freight traffic, 
particularly with respect to intermodal facilities. 

7. Discuss the practices and facilities that will be utilized to address typical stormwater 
runoff from any existing or proposed intermodal facilities. 

8. Discuss the procedures and facilities that will be installed at intermodal facilities to 
contain loxic mat>'iial in the event of a spill or an accident. 

9. Provide information on procedures and facilities that will be utilized to contain 
hazardous materials from spills into terrestrial and aquatic habitats, including lakes 
and rivers. This discussion should emphasize potential impacts to anadromous fish 
habitats in the Roanoke River and the Carolina heelsplitter in Waxhaw Creek. 

10. Discuss the inr;acts that any increa,>e in rail traffic or changes in existing or proposed 
rail facilities will have on endangered species in affected areas (.see attached 
memoranda for specific corridors and species identified). 

Attached for your information are supporting memorandum discussing the possible 
environmental impacts ofthe merger in North Carolina. Should you have any questions 
concerning water quality issues, please contact Michelle Suverkrubbe in the Water Quality 
Branch. DEHNR. at (')19) 733-5083. e.\t. 567. For questions concerning wildlife and fish habitat 
issues, please contact Owen Anderson. Habitat Conservation Program. Wildlife Resources 
Commission, at (919) 528-9886. Contact Linda Pearsal in the North Carolina Natural Heritage 
Program. DEHNR. at (919) 715-8697 for more information about endangered species and 
habitats. 



We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the propo.sed merger and look forward 
to seeing the final EIS. If you have any general questions, plea.se contact me at (919) 733-
4713, ext. 263. 

Sincj 

Patrick B. Simmons 
Director, Rail Division 

\ 

Enclosures 



state of North Carolina 
Department ot Environment, 
Health ancj Natural Resources 
Division ot Water Quality 

James B. Hunt, Jr., Governor 
Jonathan B. Howes, Secretary I X g I I I S ^ j i ? 
A. Preston Howard, Jr., P.E.. Director • — ^ *—— • • * ^ • *• 

llfJ¥ 

March 26, 1997 

MF,MOR.ANT)UM 

TQ Melba McGee , 

FROM: Michelle Suverkrubbe' ^ZS 

THROUGH: .-Man Clark r ^ c l -

RE: Comments on DEHNR # 97-0552; DWQ #11534 
CSX and Conrail Merger - Railroad Traffic Increase; 
Scoping Request from Fn.sco, V.A lo Boslic, NC; 
Multiple Counties 

The Division of Waix̂ r Quaiily (DWQ) has reviewed the proposed project described 
m the scoping package' described above. .As descnbed in the document, an Environmental 
Report (ER) will be prepared in .suppon of a merger reque t beiween CSX Corp. and 
Conrail Inc. Railroads. It is assumed the ER will addrcs.' anticipated rail tralTic changes 
expecied on the CSX rail segment locaied beiween the towns of Frisco, Virginia and 
Boslic, North Carolinx Tne WQ Division has the following comments on the proposal: 

The pioject will transverse Mitchell, McDowell and Rutherford Counties in North 
Carolina. The project extends the entire N-S width of the state at this location and 
tran.sverses the Broad, Cataw ba and French Broad River Basins. The southem 
portion of the project arva lies withLi die Broad River Watershed, Subbasin #03-
08-02. Wilhin lhis river basin (mostly locaied wiihin Rutherford County), the 
project may poLcniially cross suriace waters di\s:gnated for use as water supplies. 
The middle portion of the project lies within the Catawba River Basin (Subbasin # 
03-08-30), while the northem ptmion of the project wiihin Norm Carolina lies 
wilhin the French Broad River Basin (Subbasin # 04-03-06). 

Major rivers crossed or paralleled by this spur inc'nde the Second Bread River, 
the Broad River, the Catawba River, and the Nortli Toe River. The project also 
appc- . lo rro.ss several olher small tributaries of these river systems. 

For important information on the existing classifications, use support ratings and 
quaiily of the surface waters potentially impacted by the proposed project, please 
see the enclosed Basinwide Water Qu;jity Management Plans for the French 
Broad aid the Catawba River Basins. The Broad River Basinwide management 
plan is not yet completed. 

P 0 . Box 29535. Raleigh, North Carolina 27626-0535 Telephone 919-733-5083 FAX 919-715-5637 
An Equal Opportunity Atlirmative Action Employer 50% recycled/10% post-consumer paper 



97-0552; 11534 
March 26, 1997 
Paue 2 

b. Increases in railroad traific may produce additional quantities of chemicals from 
normal u-ain operations that may be spread, througii storm'w'ater events, from the 
train U'acks into surrounding surface waters. Vic Environmental Report should 
identify and Quantify the amounts (if possible) of all potential chemicals that may 
leak or spill out of operating trains (from both cargo being hauled and the trains 
themselves) or be used on ihe U'acks by the u-ain companies during normal 
operations, .such as oils, greases, toxics and salts. As train iralTic increases, so 
does tiie likelihood of derailments, spills, collisions and accidents. The report 
should evaluate the poteniial to surface water quality possible from these chemical 
inpu* ,̂ including effects on aquaiic life and surface drinking water sources. The 
F.R should also evaluate the poteniial risk of these incidents on surface water 
quality, including drinking waters, in the project areas. The report should discuss 
and include appropriate miugadon measures into the project to assure protection 
of surface waler quality from these incidents. 

Please have the project applicant give me a call at 919-733-5083. ext. 567 if they 
have any questions. 

mls:\970552 
enclosed nlons -

French Broad 
Catawba 



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, Jr., P.E.. Director 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Melba McGee 

FROM: Michelle Suverkrubbe 

THROUGH: Alan Clark 

RE: Comments on DEHNR # 97-0456; DWQ#11495 
CSX and Conrail Merger - Railroad Traffic Increase; Scoping Request; 
Northampton and Union Counlies 

The Division of Water Quality (DWQ) has reviewed the proposed projects 
described in the scoping package described above. As described in the document, an 
Envirorunental Report (ER) will be prepared in support of a merger request between CSX 
Corp. and Conrail Inc. Railroads. It is assumed the ER will address the anticipated rail 
traffic changes expected on two spurs located in Northampton and Union Counties in 
North Carolina. The WQ Division has the following comments on the proposal: 

The portion of the projeci within Northampton County will occur along the 
Seaboard Coast Line, which parallels Hwy. 301 betwcv;n Weldon, NC and 
Emporia, VA, downstream of Roanoke Rapids Lake, a waler supply for Roanoke 
Rapids and Weldon. The project will not cross any surface waters designated for 
use as water supplies. 

The portion of the railroad wiihin North Carolina spans both the Roanoke and the 
Chowan River Basins. The portion of the project area within the Roanoke River 
Basin lies within the Roanoke River Watershed, Sub basin #03-02-08, and is 
below the intakes for any surface waler supplies. The portion of the project witlun 
the Chowan River Basin (Meherrin Rivjr Watershed, Subbasin # 03-01-02) 
Basin has been identified as having Nutrient Sensitive Waters (NSW). The 
Meherrin River was identified in 1995 as supporting its uses and with good 
biological water quality. No surface water supplit exist in the Chowan River 
Basin. Major streams crossed by this rail line include: 

SUVam NamV River Basin 

Jacks Swamp Chowan 

Roanoke River Roanoke 

Surface Water 
Cla.s.sification 

Class C - NSW 

Class C 

Use SvippQrt Rating 

Support Threatened 

Supporting 
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b. The portion 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 portion of the p'oject area within the Catawba 
River Basin lies within the Waxhaw Creek Water,*.ied. Subbasin #03-08-38 and 
crosses uibutaries of the East and West Forks of Twelvemile Creek, which is 
rated as partially supporting its uses. The portion of the project within the Yadkin 
Pee Dee River Basin is located wiihin the Richardson Creek Watershed, Subbasin 
# 03-07-14. It appears that the rail line crosses a tributary to Bearskin Creek, 
classified as Class C. The project is partially within the protected area for the 
Richardson Creek Water Supply Watershed, which has a classification of WS-IV 
and supplies public water supply to the City of Monroe. Major suieams crossed 
by this rail line include: 

Sm!am Name 

West Fork of 
Twelvemile Cnick 

River B tsin 

Catawba 

Surface Water 
Classification 

Class C 

Use Support Rating 

Undetermined 

East Fork of 
Twelvemile Creek 

Bearskin Creek 

Catawba 

Yadkin 

Class C 

Class C 

Undetermined 

Not Available 

Increases in railroad traffic may produce addiiional quantities of chemicals from 
normal train oivrations that may be spread, through stormwater events, from the 
train U'acks into surrounding surface waters. The Environmental Report should 
identify and quantity the amounts (if possible) of all potential chemicals that may 
leak or spill out of operating Uains (from both cargo being hauled and the trains 
themselves) or be used on the uacLs by the Uain companies during normal 
operaiions, such as oils, grca.scs, toxics and .salts. The report should also 
evaluate the potential to surface water quality possible from these chemical inputs, 
including effects on aquatic life and suriace drinking water sources. 

As train û affic increases, so does the likelihood of derail menis, spills and 
collisions. The ER should evaluate the potential risk of these incidents on surface 
water quality in the project areas. The report .should identify and implement 
appropriate mitigalion measures into the project to assure protection of surface 
water quality. 

Please give me a call at 919-733-5083, exL 567 if you have any questions. 

mls:\970^56 
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^ North Carolina Wil<dlife Resources Commission 
512 N. Salisbury Street, Raleigh. North Carohna 27604-1188. 919-733-3391 

Charles R. Fullwood, Executive Director 

MEMORANDUN' 

TO; Melba McGec, 
Office of Legislative and Int»rgovcrnrncjjJal Affairs 

FROM: Owen F. AndcrsonrPTfedmont Region Coordinalor 
Habitat Conservation Program 

DATE: February 14, 1997 

SUB.IECT: Scoping comments RT CSX-Conrail Consolidation, Project No. 97-0456 

Staft biologists with tb- North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission have reviewed 
the subjeci doeunient. Our comments are pro\ided in accordance with v'ertain provisions ofthe 
National hnvinmmenial Policy Act (42 U.S.C 4332 (2) (c)), the Fish and Wildlife Coordination 
Act (48 Stat. 4Q1, .IS amended; 16 U.S.C. 66i-667d) and the Nortli Carolina Hnvironmental 
Policy Aet (G.S. 113A-1 through 113A-10; 1 NC.AC 25). 

Wc do not expect signilicant adverse impacts to fish and wildlife resources or their 
respecii\ e habitats; since the facilities are already in place and are currently in use. However, the 
route dues cro.s.s .several streams including the Roanoke River. Therefore, accidents or spills 
along the route or ut any intermodal facilities and stormwater runoff from intcrmod.il facilities 
have the poteniial to cause significanl advers ̂  impacts to aquatic and terrestrial habitats of North 
Carolina. 

Ihc Roanoke River lies directly beneath the railroad line that is being considered for 
consolidation. This river provides important habitat ibr numerous species offish and other 
aquatic organisms and associated terrestrial wildlife. The Roanoke River downstream ofthe rail 
corridor provides important .spawning habitat for anadromous fish, including striped bass and 
hickory shud. 

Waxhaw Creek in Union County, North Carolina .md Lancastf;r Climnty, Soulh Carolina 
provides habitat for the Carolina heelsplitter, a federally and state listed endangered freshwater 
mussel. AUliDugh il docs not appear that the rail line crosses Waxhaw Creek in North Carolina, 
toxic spills to tnbut.ines or within the watershed within North Carolina or in the immcdi.itc 
downstream stretches in SDUIII Carolina -ould h.ive significant impacts lo ihis endangered 
species. 

We request that the following items be addressed in the environmental report: 

1. Discuss any secondary development expected with increase movement of freight. This 
would primarily be associated with iutcnnodal facilities. 
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2. Discuss the practices und facililies lhal will be in -tailed to address typical stormwater 
runotf from any intermodal facilities. 

3. Discuss procedures und facilities that will be installed at i ntermodal facilities to contain 
toxic material in ihc event ofa spill or an accident. 

4. Provide information on what procedures and equipment that will he in place to contain 
ba7ardous materials frcm spills into terrestrial and aq<;alic habitats, including lakes and 
rivers. This discussion should place special cmpiiasis on the impacts to anadromous fish 
in the Roanoke River and the Carolina heelsplitter in Waxhaw Creek. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input during the early stages of this proposea 
acquisition If we can be of further assistance, please contact Wuyne Jones at (919) 443-3536 or 
me at (919) 528-9886. 

TW.l/OFA/ola 

cc: John Hefner, Supervi.sing Biologisl, USFWS 
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S North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission ^ 
512 N. Salisbury Street. RaleiRh, North Carolina 27604-1168.919-733-3391 

Charles R. Fullwood, Executive Director 

January 31, 1997 

Ms. J u l i e Sanfuid 
Burns fi McDonnell 
94 00 Ward Parkway 
KansQy C.ty MO 61114 

Subject: Iiu:rftased Train Traffic Associated w i t h Proposed Merger 
of Norfolk Southern Corporation with Conrail 

Dear MB. Sanford: 

Biologists on our staff have reviewed the Danville VA to 
B.ackcburg SC route. I t is cur understanding that an increase of 
three traina per day i s anticipated and that no new f a c i l i t i e s 
are planned at t h i s time. 

We would not expect significant adverse impacts to f i s h and 
w i l d l i f e r^;,sources or their reepective habitats; since the 
f a c i l i t i e s are already in place and are cu r r e n t l y i n use. 
However, the route does cross a number of streams and lakes; 
therefore, accidents or s p i l l s along the route or at intermodal 
f a c i l i t i e s and stormwater runoff frcm intermodal f a c i l i t i e s have 
the p o t e n t i a l to cause significant adverse impacts to aquatic and 
t e r r e s t r i a l habitats of North Carolina. 

Wc would request that the following items be addressed ii; 
the environmental report: 

Discuss !̂ ny necondary deveiopment expected w i t h increase 
iiiuvetiieut of fr e i g h t . Thii, would pmnax'ily be associated 
with intermodal f a c i l i t i e s . 
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T r a f f i c inciease 

• I . Discuss the practices and f a c i l i t i e s that w i l l be i n s t a l l e d 
to address ty p i c a l stormwater runoff from intermodal 
f a c i l i t l e . i . 

S. Discujs procedures and f a c i l i t i e s that w i l l be i n s t a l l e d at 
intermodal f c i c i l i t i e s to contain toxic material m the event, 
of a s p i l l or accident. 

4. Provide information on what procedures and equipment that 
w i i l be i n place to contain hazardous materials from s p i l l s 
i n t o t e r r c - i t r i a l and aquatic habitats, including lakes and 
r i v e r s . 

We apprcciatp. the opportunity to provide input during the 
early stager, of t h i s proposed acquisition. I f our o f t i c e can be 
oi" f u rther as .s i t;r.ance, please contact me at (919) 528-988G. 

Sincerely, 

Owen F. Anderson 
Piedtront Region Coordinator 
Habitat Conservation Program 



state of North Carolina 
Department of Environment, 
Health and Natural R(?oOurces 
Division of Parks & Recrection 

James B. Hunt, Jr., Governor 
Jonathan B. Howes, Secretary 
Dr. Philip K. McKnelly, Director 

March 27, 1997 

MFMORA>fDUM 

TO: Melba McGee 

FROM: Stephen Hall 

SUBJECT: Information Request - Proposed CSX and Conrail Consolidation 

REFERENCE: 97-0552 

The railroad affected by the proposed merger runs along habitat for rare species at several 
points along its iength. Any major maintenaiice projects or new construction in the right-of-
way associated with increases in traffic hav Lie potential for adverse impacts on these sites. 

The first segment of the line after it crosses frcm Tennessee into North Carolina parallels the 
Nolichucky River as it passes through the Nolichuckv Gorge. Several populations of Virginia 
spirea (Spiraea virginiana) have been recorded along the river and rulroad bed within the 
gorge. This plant is federally listed as Threatened and state listed as Endangered. 

Upstream from the gorge, the lailroad continues to parallel the Nolichucky and North Toe 
Rivers. More Virginia spiraea populations have been recorded in the riparian habitats in this 
area and these river reaches also support a number of rare aquatic species. The most 
significant of these is the Appalachian eiktoe mussel (Alasmidonia raveneliaiui), which is 
federally and state listed as Endangered. Other rare aquatic species recorded in this habitat 
include: 

Blotchside darter {Percina bunoni), state listed as Endangered 
Logoerch [Percina ccprodes), stale listed as Threatened 
Sharphead daner (Echeostoma aciuiceps), state listed as Threatened 
Wavy-rayed lampmussei {Lampsilis fasciola), state listed as Special Concem 
Tangenne darter [Percina aurantiaca), considered significantly rare in North Carolina 

P.O. Box 27687, Raleigh, North Corolino 27611-7687 Tetephone 919-733-4181 FAX 919-715-3085 
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Other rare species have been recorded near the railroad funher south, after it crosses into the 
Catawba River drainage. Populations of northem oconee bells [Shonia galacifolia var. 
hrevisryla), state listed as Endange.'ed and a federal Species of Concem, have been found near 
the raiirCitd nght-of-way along the North Fork of the Catawba River southeast of Woodlawn. 
and also ne?i the bndge over McGregors Branch nonh west of Hankine. A population of bog 
turtles [Cle.rmys muhlenbergii), state listed as Threatened and federally Proposed as 
Threatened, hav, been found at Vein Mountain Bog, which is located next to the railroad right-
of-way south (, f the community of Vein Mountain in Rutherford County. 

Due to the 'presence of two fede:aily listed species close to the railroad, we strongly 
recommend hat consultation be held with the US Fish and Wildlife Service regarding the 
potential for impacts. We also recommend that thorough biological surveys be conducted for 
the presence of rare species wherever the increase in traffic along the railroad may require 
significant maintenance projects or new construction. 



stare of Nor+h Carolina 
Decarlment cf Environment, 
Health and Natural Resources 
Division of ParKs & .'<ecrearion 

James 3. Hum, j , Governor 
Jor^cThcn B. Howes, Secretary 
Dr, Philip K. McKneily, Director 

February 17. 1997 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Melba McGee 

FROM: Stephe.̂  hail 

SUBJECT: Nonce - Potential Traffic Increases on Rail Line Segments 

REFERENCE: 97-0456 

The Division has reviewed the potential rail traffic increases for impacts to threatened and 
endangered species, as well as to State Parks and Recreation Areas. Wiid and Scenic Rivers, 
Dedicated State Nature Preserves, Registered Natural Heritage Areas, and Priority Namral 
Heritage Areas. While we have no conccnis in these regards with respect to the Richmond to 
Weldon Segment, we have significant concems regarding the Monroe to Clinton Segment. 

The rail line right-of-way between Monroe and Waxhaw, Union County, NC, supports 
populations of a mmiber of rare piant species. The most sigmficant of these is Schweinitz's 
sunflower [Heliarahus schweinitzii), which is federally and state listed as Endangered. 
Populations of this species have been recorded at several sites along this rail line, particulariy 
between Mineral Springs and Waxhaw. Other rare species recorded along this rail line include 
Georgia aster (Aster georgianus) and Carolina birdfoot-trefoil (Lotus helleri), both federal 
Species of Concera and candidates for state listing. Smooth sunflower (Helianxhus laevigams), 
considered sigmficantly rare in North Carolina, also occurs at several points aiong the railroad 
right-of-w^y. 

One of the only sites in the state that retains the namrai habitat for these species (most 
populations are known from roadside and railway rights-of-way) occm-s at the Mineral Springs 
Barrens Namre Conservancy Preserve. This site is located immediately adjacent to the rail line 
just east of the community of Mineral Springs. One of the largest known populations of 
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Schweinitz's sunflower occurs there, whtre many individuals grow along the rail line right-of-
way. 

Because of tbe potential for impacts to tbe endangered Schweinit::'s sunflower, we strongly 
recommend chat the US Fish and Wildlife Service be consulted about ways to minimize or 
otherwise mitigate these impacts. We also recommend that the North Carolina office of the 
Namre Conservancy be contacted in order to determine how best to minimize the impacts to 
the Mineral Springs Barrens Preserve. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

August 5, 1997 

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

A t t e n t i o n : E l a i n e K. Kaiser, Chief 
Se c t i o n of Environmental A n a l y s i s 
Environmental F i l i n g 

RE: Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) Scope i n STB Finance Docket No. 
33388, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, I n c . , 
Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern 
Railway Company - Control and Operating Leases/ 
Agreements-Conrail, Inc. and Consolidated R a i l 
Corporation. 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

I am w r i t i n g w i t h three major concerns regarding the Surface 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board's (STB) d r a f t scope of the EIS r e g a r d i n g the 
above re.ferenced t r a n s a c t i o n . 

F i r s t , STB has made the statement t h a t CSX and N o r f o l k 
Southern would "expand t h e i r c o m p e t i t i o n t o areas i n which C o n r a i l 
i s c u r r e n t l y the o n l y major r a i l c a r r i e r . " This statement does not 
h o l d t r u e f o r Massachusetts. Competitive r a i l access t o 
Massachusetts i s not accomplished by t h i s t r a n s a c t i o n . 

Our second major area of concern i s found w i t h i n the s e c t i o n 
e n t i t l e d Environmental Impact A n a l y s i s . I n item one, STB s t a t e s 
" I n cases where the Board'.s environmental r u l e s do not p r o v i d e a 
t h r e s h o l d , the EIS g e n e r a l l y w i l l use increases of e i g h t (8) t r a i n s 
per day or more as the t h r e s h o l d f o r addressing environmental 
impacts." We b e l i e v e t h a t the impact t o i n t e r c i t y and commuter 

\3 •000 TDD(^ Telefax (617) 973-8445 
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r a i l service should be evaluated f or a l l l i n e s regardless of the 
average d a i l y increases i n f r e i g h t t r a f f i c . Any change i n f r e i g h t 
t r a f f i c on a mixed f r e i g h t / passenger l i n e may negatively im.pact 
passenger service. We request an ad d i t i o n a l item be added to the 
scope r e f l e c t i n g t h i s concern. 

Our f i n a l major area of concern also f a l l s under item one of 
the Environmental Impact Analysis. Any changes i n the le v e l of 
operations on r a i l l i n e s c u r r e n t l y connecting to short l i n e 
r a i l r o a d s could have s i g n i f i c a n t impacts regardless of the 
threshold applied by STB. We request that the impact upon short 
l i n e railroads be included i n the environmental analysis. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincere 

Patri l tk J .*<'Moynihan 
Secretary 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby c e r t i f y that on the 5th day of August, 1997, I served 
a copy of the foregoing Executive Office of Transportation and 
Construction's Comments- on Proposed Environmental Impact Statement 
Scope by f i r s t class mail, postage prepaid, upon: 

Richard A. Allen, Esq. 
Zuckert, Scoutt & Rasenberger, LLP 
888 Seventeenth Street, N.W. Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20006-3939 

Administrative Law Judge Jacob Leventhal 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
888 F i r s t Street, N.E., Suite I I F 
Washington, DC 20426 

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

Paul A. Cunningham, Esq. 
Markins Cunningham 
1300 19th Street, N.W., Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

Richard G. Sl a t t e r y , Esq. 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation 
60 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

James C. Bishop, Jr., Esq. 
Norfolk Southern Corporation 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, VA 23510-2191 

John M. Nannes, Esq. 
Scot B. Hutchins, Esq. 
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom, LLP 
144 0 New York Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20005-2111 

Mark G. Aron, Esq. 
Peter J. Schudtz, Esq. 
Ellen M. Fitzsimmons, Esq. 
CSX Corporation 
One James Center 
901 East Cary Street 
Richmond, VA 2312 9 



P. Michael Giftos, Esq. 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
5C0 Water Street 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 

Samuel M. Sipe, Jr., Esq. 
Steptoe & Johnson, LLP 
1330 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20036-1795 

Timothy 0'Toole, Esq. 
Constance L. Abrams, Esq. 
Consolidated Rail Corporation 
Two Commerce Square 
2001 Market Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19101 

John D. Cirame 
'Deputy General Counsel 
Counsel for the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts Executive 
Office of Transportation and 
Construction 
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U S Department 
of Transportation 

Uni ted States 
Coas t Guard 

Commander 
First Coast Guard District 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Battery Park Bldg 
New York, NY ICXKM-SOTS 
Staff Symbol:(obr) 
Phone.212-668-7165 

16590 

M«3 E l a i n e K. K a i s e r 
C h i e f , Sec t ion of Environmental A n a l y s i s 
S u r f a c e Transporta t ion Board 
Washington, D . C . 20423 

D e a r Ms Ka.iser: 

CENTRAL AONlINlg^lVE UNIT 

DOCUMENT # ̂ 0rv^:f^ LH 
T h i s I s I n response to ycur request f o r comments on the proposed 
E I S scope f o r the consolidation of C o n r a i l a s se t s w i th those of 
t h e CSX and Norfolk Southern r a i l r o a d companies. I am prov id ing 
comments on beha l f of Admiral R i c h a r d M. Larrabee , F i r s t Coast 
G u a r d D i s t r i c t Conunander. 

T h e F i r s t Coast Guard D i s t r i c t ' s Br idge Adminis trat ion program 
c l o s e l y i n t e r f a c e s and coordinates w i th C o n r a i l ' s opera t ions i n 
t h e n o r t h e a s t . The following i s s u e s / i m p a c t s should be inc luded 
i n the environmental impact statement process : 

o marine sa fe ty impl icat ions and intermodal c o n f l i c t s 
a n t i c i p a t e d by increased r a i l s e r v i c e p a r t i c u l a r l y a c r o s s 
drawbridges ; d i s c u s s increase i n number anu fjeg^jency^ of t r a i n s 
c r o s s i n g ^ br idges . j^J^^^^gaousfay^^^ 

o expansion of r a i l f a c i l i t i e s (yards , s t a t i o n s ) 
p a r t i c u l a r l y where fre ight t r a i n s a r e "made up" and the impacts 
on drawbridge operations eg. L e h i g h - V a l l e y Bridge a c r o s s Newark 
B a y , N J . 

o plpns to construct, r e p l a c e or r e h a b i l i t a t e br idge 
s t r u c t u r e d over waterways; CG bridge permits and c o n s t r u c t i o n 
a p p r o v a l s may be rf.quired. The D r a f t Scope of the E I S ( p . 13) 
o m i t s compliance with the federal br idge s t a t u t e s (33 U . S . C . 401, 
4 9 1 , 525 e t seq) 

o d i s c u s s i o n of maintenance program f o r bridges to i n c l u d e 
o p e r a t i o n a l machinery (for drawbridges ) , p r o t e c t i v e f enders , 
n a v i g a t i o n a l l i g h t i n g . 

o t r a i n i n g program for drawbridge operators and d i s p a t c h e r s 
t o inc lude knowledge of br idge o w n e r ' s / o p e r a t o r ' s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n accordance with 33 CFR 117. 

o plans to remove a l l abandoned bridge s t r u c t u r e s a c r o s s 
n a v i g a b l e waters of the United S t a t e s . 
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Please provide a copy of the railroads' Environmental Report, i f 
available as I haven't received one. Once the DEIS i s published 
we w i l l provide more in depth comments. In the meantime we are 
available to answer any questions you may have. Please contact 
the Bridge Administration Branch at 212 668-7165. 

S3>^rely> 

^ary ^jassof 
' Bridge Administrator 
F i r s t Coast Gu)frd D i s t r i c t 
By direction of the Distr i c t Commander 
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(^TRANSIT 
The Way To Go! 

EN.iROJ^MENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

August 4, 1997 

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

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

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388 

Dear Ms. Kaiser, 

By tl- letter. New Jersey Transit Corporation ("N3T") is responding to the 
Request for Comments on Proposed Environmental Impact Statement ("EIS") 
Scope served by the Surface Transportation Board (the "Board") on July 3, 
1997. The proposed action is the Applicants' acquisition and control of the rail 
l ines and facilities of Consolidated Rail Corporation, as described in the 
Operating Plan and Environmental Report filed with the Board. 

NJT offers the following comments on the draft scope of the EIS: • 

1 . The Environmental Report submitted by the Applicants is based on a 
three-year period, which may not be adequate for assessing the 
environmental impacts of the proposed action. The EIS should be based 
on all reasonably foreseeable impacts as a result of the proposed 
transaction, including but not be limit'id to such impacts beyond three 
years. The introductory section of the final scope of the EIS should 
reflect this point. 

2 . In reviewing the Impact Category of Safety, the final scope of the EIS 
should include c nsideration of the compatibility of applicant carriers' 
locomotives with existing or planned on-board train safety systems. 
Also, the final scope of the EIS should include consideration of the 
compatibility of Applicants' operating rules with the Operating Rules of 
the Northeast Operating Rules Advisory Committee ("NORAC") currently 
in effect on Conrail and NJT rail lines so as to ensure that a crew is in 
compliance with only one set of rules during its tour of duty. 

One Penn Plaza East, Newark NJ 07105-2246 (201) 491-7000 



3. In reviewing the Impact Category of Transportation System, the final 
scope cf the EIS should consider the impact of the proposed transaction 
on current as well as planned commuter rail operations under active 
study as of the effective date of filing. 

4. In reviewing Impact Category of Transportation System, the final Scope 
of the EIS should considei the impact of new intermodal facility 
construction to meet the needs of the traffic movement as per the 
proposed transaction. This is especially true of new facility construction 
necessitated by capacity constraints at existing facilities, but remotely 
located from the markets served by the existing facilities. 

The Scope should also address impacts as a result of potential 
diversions from rail carload (i.e. boxcar) to rail intermodal, 

5. In reviewing the Impact Categories of Biological Resources and Water 
Resources, the final scope of the EIS should consider the impact of the 
proposed action on rail yard/ intermodal construction projects under 
active study as the effective date of filing. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the draft scope of the EIS. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Robert A. Randall 
Vice President & General Manager 
Rail Operations 
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ENVlRONiviENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis. 
Of tice of the Secretaiy 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No: 33388 
Surtace Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. N W. 
Washington. D.C. 20423-0001 

Environmental Filing 

Re: Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS and Request for Comments on Proposed EIS Scope 
in STB Finance Docket No. 33388 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

This letter provides the comments of Metro-North Railroad and the Long Island Railroad 
concerning the proposed EIS scope for the ahove referenced project - the CSX and Norfolk 
Southern Riilroads acquisition ot" Conrail. 

Metro-North wouid iike the EIS to evaluate the impacts ot the proposed increase in freight 
operations on existing passenger .service and on Metro-North's ability to expand service in the 
tuture on the Port .lervis Line in New York State. Also, the Railroad Control Application 
indicates that the number ot treight trains on the Port Jervis Line will be increa.sed by 
approximately 4 trains per day and the gross ton miles will be increased by 58% per day. 
The EIS should indicate Norfolk Southern's plans to expand freight service in the future, and 
e\ aluate how the expanded freight service will impact future levels of passenger service on the 
Port Jervis Line. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerelv. 

Donald N. NeLson 

cc: H. Permut 
R. Bernard 
R. Ruhenfeid 

)f Heif. York 
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not the intended r e c i p i e n t , or the employee or agent responsible f o r 
d e l i v e r i n g the message to the intended r e c i p i e n t , you are hereby n o t i f i e d that 
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Metro-North Railroad 

August 6, 1997 

NVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 

OOCUMENT » 

Elaine K. Kaiscr, Chief 
Sectior. of Environmental Analysis, Environmental Filing 
Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No: 33388 
Suiface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423-OOUl 

Re: Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS and Request for Comments on Proposed EIS Scope 
in STB Finance Docket No. 33388 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

This letter provides the comments of Metro-North Railroad and the Lx>np Island Railroad 
conreming the proposed EIS scope for the above referenced project - the ( SX and Norfolk 
Southern Railroads acquisition of Conrail 

Metro-North would like the EIS to evaluate the impacts of the proposed uicrease in freight 
operations on existing pa.ssenger service and on Metro-North's abUiiy to expand service in tlic 
future on the Port Jervis Line in New York State. Also, the Railroad ConUol Application 
indicates that the number of freight trains on the Port Jervis Line will be increa.sed by 
approximately 4 trains per day and the gro.ss ton miles will be increased by 58% per day. 
The EIS should indicate Norfolk Southern's plans to expand freight service in the fumre, and 
evaluate bow the expanded freight service wUl impact funjrc levels of passenger service on the 
Port Jervis Line. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

Donald N. Nelson 

cc: K. Permut 
R. Bernard 
R Rubcnfeld 

MTA MetfCvNorr Baiiroaci s an agerK-v nf ihe Metropoliian Transponation AuThofity Stiiic ot Newv York 
k v/ifg I Conwav. Cha.f">a'' 



NEWARK CENTER FOR 

mNcc CREATIVE LEARNING 
July 29, 1997 

Office of the Secretary, Case Control Unit 
.S I B Finance Docit #.13388 
Surface Transportation Board 
'925 K St, N W 
Washington. D C 2042.3-0001 
.^ttn Kiaine K Kaiser. Chief 
Section of Fnvironmental Analysis, Environmental Testing 

DOCUMENT 
Dear Ms Kaiser 

My name is Rita Cohen and I am head ofthe parent teacher association of Newark 
Center for Creativ e Learning I am writing on the behalf of our school communitv to 
express our concern regarding the proposed increase in rail traftic through the city of 
Newark Our school is located directly across the tracks from the Newark switching 
station located near Chrysler Our school is attended by students ages 5-13, those 
students play outdoors on the school pla\ground which is kKated directly next to the 
tracks 

Initi Hy. wc meet with representatives ofConrail as well as our state and federal 
lawmakers in November of 1996 when Conrail planned to increase the rail traffic and, 
thu.s. switching in the Newark rail yard We are concerned that car switching is one of 
the most dangerous times during transit of toxic chemicals .̂ t that time, there was not an 
adci)uate plan to inform our school should a toxic leak occur It seems crucial that we be 
informed immediately by ( onrail workers in the yard itself since we are virtually on site 
V\ e aiso expressed the hope that less traftic could be routed through Newark than planned 
because ofthe potential negative impact on our children The safety concerns posed by 
the increased traffic still exist, and there is still no plan to direetlv inform our school in the 
event of an emergencv 

Now, it is proposed that >. \ en more tratTic be routed thri>iigh Newark and the concems 
about the satety for our children are still unaddressed We understand that these 
chemicals are handled quite safely yet there is alw ays a possibility of an accident We 
would like some assurance that our school will be informed t)v the railyard itself to allow 
time tor safe evacuation, if necessary Bevond that, the impact of an increase in daily 
tratllc and noise on our students during school hours is also damaging Therefore, we 
would like to express our opposition to any increase in rail tratTic through Newark 
At a minimum, we would like anv increase in traffic postponed until an adequate plan for 
informing the public in the event of an emergency be developed 

Sincerelv, 

401 IMiillips Avf iu i i ' • Ni-u.i-k, DiLiuarc l ' ) " ! ! • 1.^02) 6 8 • " ~ 7 2 
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(I(Uast)i;igton, QC 

558 PLEASANT STREET 

R O O M 309 

N E W BEDfOBD. ^• ^ 02740 
(5081999 6-62 

22? M i u i K t N F Ai • 
I H I R O FLOO» 

F A U RIVER, MA 0. 721 

(5081 674-3551 

89 M i . i \ SiMtt • 
BRIDGE w . \ ' i K MA 02324 

(5081697 9403 

August 5, 1997 

Ms Elaine K Kaiser 
Chief, Environmental Analysis 
Case Control Unit 
STB Finance Docket No 33388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N W 
Washii-.ston, DC 20423 

ENVIRCî MEfJTAL 
DOCUMENT 

Dear Ms Kaiser, 

1 am writing to express two important concems with respect to the draft Scope ofthe 
Environmental Impact Statement for the acquisition and division of CONRAlL's assets to CSX 
and Norfolk Southern These concems relate specifically to the impact of ihe proposed 
acquisition on Southeastem Massachusetts 

First, CONRAIL currently has liability as a responsible party for the clean-up of contaminated 
soil at the New Bedford rail yard, a site that is known to have significant deposits of PCBs and 
other potentially harmful substances While the precise extent and composition ofthe 
contamination are not fully known at this point, it is vital that the new owner of the site 
explicitly acknowledge responsibility for remediating the damage This is especially important, 
beyond the obvious need to remove PCBs from populated areas, because a portion ofthe rail 
yard is now under consideration as a possible terminal site for the extension of MBTA service 
from Boston to Southeastem Massachusetts Therefore, I strongly urge that an agreement on the 
part ofthe new owner of CONRAlL's assets in Massachusetts to cooperate fully as a responsible 
party with the EPA in the rail yard clean-up work be an explicit element of the EIS and of the 
final acquisition agreement 

Secondly, an important result ofthe acquisition is expected to be improved rail service in 
Massachusetts, and specifically in the Southeastem part ofthe State Beyond the normal benet. 
to the population and economy from such an improvement, better rail service should also 
produce tangible environmental improvements, since some passienger and freight trafTic that 
would otherwise move by automobile or truck will likely be picked up by rail However, in 
order to ensure that the potential envirc .nmental benefits of improved rail service in the region 
are fully realized, it is essential that some upgrades be made to the existing rail lines It is not 
clear to what extent rail line improvements are contemplated as part of the acquisition, but. 



again, I believe it is essential, and I urge that this also be made an explicit part of the EIS and the 
acquisition documents. 

I appreciate having the opportunity to comment on these matters. 

BARNEY FRANK 

BF/pk 
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cmr ATTORKtY 

CITY OF RICHMOND 
OFFICu OF THE CITY ATTORNEY 
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August 6, 1997 

DAVID B KEARNEY 
ASSISTANT c m r ATTORNFY 

BY FACSIMILE (202) 56 5-9000 AND REGULAR MAIL 

Office ofthe Secretary 
Case Control Unit j 
STB Finance Docket No. 2|3388 
Suriace Transpoxtadoa Boju-d 
1925 K Street, N. W. [ 
Washington, D.C. 20423-booi 

Attention: Elaine K. Kaiscjr, Chief 
Section of Enviroomental ̂ afysis 
Environmental Filing 

Notice of & tent to Prepare an En\'ironmental Impact Statement (EIS) and 
Request for Comnvints on Proposed EIS Scope in STB Finance Docket 
No. 33388J CSX Corporation and CSX TransportaUon, Inc., Norfolk 
Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway Company - Control 
and Operadng Leases/Agreements-Conrail. Inc, and Consolidated Rail 
Corporatior^ 

Dear Ms. Kaiser; 

This letter rê ondsj on behalf of the City of Richmond, Virginia (the "City") to the 
Surface Tran^orution Boird's Request for Comments on Proposed EIS in the above 
docket. 

Die City asks that ttc scope ofthe proposed EIS inchide a discusaon ofthe 
potential mipacts ofthe proposed traasaction in each ofthe proposed scope topic areas 
(tran^ortation system, lan9 water resources, cultural and historic resources, etc.) 
regardless ofthe cause of tie potential iotpacts, so long as the potential inpacts could 
resuh from the proposed txi msaction. Several ofthe proposed EIS scope topic areas 
appear to focus only on pkjned construction and abandonment activities. However, 
impacts within all ofthe sccpe topic areas in a given locality could be caused by other 
aspects ofthe |>ropo6ied traisaction. For instance, anticipated increases or decreases in 
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Attention: Elaine K Kaisejr 
August 6, 1997 
Page 2 

rail trafBc in a particular lopality could affect local biological, water, or cultural and 
historic resources. | 

The City asks that me EIS address any eavironmental issue otvMcliihe applicants 
become aware and that is rtlevant to the appfication, even if the issue is not within the 
current scope. 

PAGE 03 

As a matter of ci 
Report in this docket iajpn 
Richmond imder the 
Part 2, Sections 22.1.1 & 
of local government, tn 

;lari jcation. 

iheadiig 

Wei 
Tlie City is interest^ 

opportunity to comment, 
requisite hard copies to 
any questions conceming 

the Railroad Control ̂ pUcation's Environmental 
(|perly discusses potentiaLair quality inqiacts within the City of 

"bq>act Analysis by County" {see Environmental Report, 
p. 1.1.1.8). Unlike most other states, under the Virginia form 

"w dependent" dty, such as Richmond, is not a part of any county. 

in the q)phcation and the EIS, and appreciates this 
are forwarding these comments by &csimile, with the 

foUow by mail Please don't hesitate to contaa me if you have 
City's comments. tlLe< 

Sincerely, 

1^^^^ Ef^M-^uzzziZ^ 
David B. Kearney 
Assistant City Attorney 

cc: Robert C. Bobb 
Charles T. Peters, 
Vicktoria Badger 



AKRON METROPOLITAN AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY 
806 CitiCenter / 146 South High Street / Akron, OH 44308-1423 
330) 37.S-2436 FAX (330) 375-2275 

Augusts, 1997 
ENVIRONMENTAL 

DOCUMENT 

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

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

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

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

1. Sqfety. 

The EIS will: 

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

2. Transportation System. 

The EIS will: 

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

Cooperative Ifansport^t.on planning by the v illage. City and County governments o( Portage and Summit Countie* and the Chippewa 
Township area of Wayne County; in conjunction with the t S Department ot Transportation, federal Highway Administration, 
federal Transit Administration, and the Oh io Department ot Transportation 
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AMATS recommends that the wording of these sections be amended as follows: 

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

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

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

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

1. Access Ohio, the state's long range multi-modal transportation plan, includes 
specific recommendations for passenger rail service improvements using rail lines 
affected by this proposed merger. Several of these recommended routes would 
serve the AMATS area. 

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

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

F̂ ch of the rail fxissenger studies cited above were supported by federal (and non-federal) public 
funds. In addition, o'/er $10 million in federal funds have been appropriated to purchase, preserve 
and improve rail lines in this region in anticipation of their eventual use for commuter and/or 
intercity rail passenger services. These federal funds have been appropriated and sjient with the 
understanding that successful implementation of the planned passenger rail services will require 
access to one or more of the Conrail lines now to be acquired by CSX or Norfolk-Southem. 
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Jail me '̂ "̂̂  comments will be appreciated. If you have you have any questions, please 

Yours truly. 

Kenneth A. Hanson, P.E. 
Technical Director 

KAH:lmw 


