
172 E. STATE SffiEET 

5<JITE 300 
COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215 

(614) 224-4010 
FAX (614) 228-5637 

February I 0, 2022 

By E-.Filing 

Cynthia T. Brown 
Chief of the ection of Administration 
Office of Proceeding 
Surface Transpo1tation Board 
395 E Street SW 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Re: Gulf Coast Passenger Service Between cw Orleans and Mobile (STB Finance Docket No. 36496) 

Dear Ms. Brown: 

The Ohio Railroad Association (ORA), rites to expre our concern regarding the impact on freight rail ervice 
resulting from Amtrak·s proposed Gulf Coast passenger service between ev Orleans, Louisiana and Mobile, 
Alabama a a number of Ohio companies rely on freight rail ervice along this corridor. Ohio ha one of the 
nation ' s mo t den e freight rail network , with o er 5, I 00 mile of track and near! 5,800 grade crossing . Ohio's 
geography and topography have made it one of the most heavily utilized rail state ' in America, with hundred of 
freight train operating over Ohio corridors on a daily basis. Ohio rail corridors include some of the bu iest in the 
nation. Adding pa enger trains into this mix would require significant and expen ive improvements. The Gulf 
Coa t freight corridor also require careful con ideration of the effects and needs of adding passenger trains. 

To be clear, the ORA doe not oppose Gulf Coa t, or any other pas enger service and expresses no opinion on the 
general merit of an passenger rail ser ice. Howe er it is critically impo1tant the introduction ofthi , and any 
other passenger ser ice, does not: (a) decrease the quality of freight ervice pro ided by freight railroad ; (b) does 
not increa e the operating and ongoing maintenance costs for the corridor borne by the operating railroad, thereby 
increa ing the cost that mu t be hared by rail hipper ; and (c) a oid a detailed review and implementation of 
risk control measures (including but not limited to safety devices, infrastructure needs, communication , and teps 
taken to reduce conflict with affected communities). 

As discussion in Ohio grows regarding the potential for new Amtrak service on multiple freight rail corridors, we 
believe it is unfair for Amtrak to insist on operating pa enger ervice without regard to the railroads, ho own the 
corridor,\ ho operate train serving rail customers (trains with whom it will share the corridor's capacity 
limitation ) and the rail cu tomer them elves. lf Amtrak is permitted to commence pa nger r ice, ithout 
paying for and completing required infra tructure, safety, and capacity enhancem nt , the cost of those neces ities 
will ine itabl fall on the boulders of freight railroad and, thereby, their Ohio customer . Thi would be 
manifestly unfair and costly to both the railroads and their customers. 
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Furthermore, the Board·s review process in the Gulf Coast proposal could set a new precedent for future 
passenger rail development, including here in Ohio. It is our view that the Board has an obligation to protect the 
interests of all parties that rely on the national freight rail network, not just those of passenger rail. 

Amtrak·s desire for access to any fre ight rail corridor must fo llow an established process to identify and complete 
all infrastructure, safety, and rai l capacity improvements prior to implementation of passenger rail service, 
whether it be along the Gulf Coast or here in Ohio. 

Thank you for your consideration of our position. 

Sincerely, 
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Executive Director 

cc: FD 36496 Service List 




