
August 11, 2017 

Mr. Nate'Scheblo 
10854 N'atur,e Trail Drive ~pt 311 
Fishers, IN 46-038 
natescheblo@gmaii.com 

Ms. Cynthia T. Br-own 

Chief, Section of Administration 

Office-of f>r-aceeding~ S-urfae:e Transportation. Board 

39S E Street, S.W., Room 1034 

Washington, DC 20024 

Re: Docket No. FD 36137 

City.of Fishers, City of Noblewille., ,and Hamilton C.ounty. Indiana 

Petition for Partial Revocation of Exemption 

Dear Ms. Brown: 

Enclosed for filing to the above-captioned proceeding are an original and ten copies of written 

comment regarding the "P·etition for p·artial Revocation,of Exemption"' filed on Augu.st 1, 2017 with the 

Surface Transµortation Bo·ard (the "Board .. ). A copy of this comment has also, been. served on the 

attorney, Robert A. Wimbishr, wlw is represeming the collecti~e owt;1ers, City of Eishens, City of 

Noblesville, and Hamilton County (the "Owners"), of a railroad line in Indiana. 

I am a civil engineer with an extreme interest in the transportation systems of Indiana. I do not 

see the benefit to r_ailbank1ng 'th·is ·rail ·corridor, as the r.ail infr:astrocture 1s still in -oper:ational condition 

with financial ~eports to support the -continued operation ,of r.a'il tr.affic. I ,am .a brand n.ew-resident of 

Fishers, -1N wishing to express my opposition to the proposed rai'tbanking and interim trai'I use of the 

subject railroad 'lihe (the " t:ine'Tfrom milepost I- Z:ITat'ihdianapolis, Indiana, tb milepost'i:39:69"at' 

Tipton,_ Indiana. The Owners have petitioned the Board requesting partial revocation extending "only so 

far as is necessary to facilitate the Ownei".s objectives"'in order to per-mit th.em to expedLtean.d simplify 

the process of railbanking the U'ne a-Ad converting it to.a trail for interi ra; use. Allowing the Owners to 

circumvent the full process of revocation, abandonment, and railbanking proceedings could potentially 

diminish the public's role and effect in this case. The city and county residents have not been afforded 

adequate opportun1ty to engage't'Ae Owners 1n genulr,ie .discuss1on or feeclbac'k re,gar-d1r:,.g'the pfan to 

railbank this publidy owned Line. I have .attended several publ1c meetings held regarding the future of 

this r.eil lrne, and they a11,expr-'€5sly idenioo thie cha·nce for pub tic comments. The Owners iof t'he rme are 
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not acting in the best interest of the public good, and should not be awarded the request for 

railbanking. It is widely known that the area surrounding this Line has experienced exponential growth 

fn rece_nt years., and the hrghway systems. rn the area are j'am mecfdarl'y. Thrs ll'ne has the potential to 

serve as an alternate mode of commuter transportation now and in the future. The leaders. of the 

Owning, bodies..of the Line Piave silerrce-cl'tneir opposition as much as possible, and'·cnoose to ignore the 

growing group of people who want to save the rail. Allowing rail banking to occur on the Line wou ld be a 

mistake, as it is currently a well maintained line with ample support for future use and growth. The 

ra'Mroad has not seen any r;all ·tr.affic 'in nearly two years, not because ·of a lack of support, but due to the 

pol'rtical games be'ing played to try and make the line.a tr,a'i l. The·Owner.s have wanted to make this Line 

a tr.ail for years. the tra1! has be.en in the works whil~ tr.ains st111 r:an and ·carri'ed paying,customers. The 

Owners should be using other routes to build trails to connect the cities. The STB should take a long 

look at this case before making a decision. The Owners are carelessly playing with public transportation 

fnfrastructure, ancfblatantly show a df's.reg.ard"for pubti'c inv-0ti.tement. 

A general s.ens.e of the support for retaining_the rail !:an also· be obta ined bv viewing various. 

on line support platforms:, most nota!Jte of wh fch is the ontine petition h-o-s.ted at ww.w.chang.e.org under 

"Save the Nickel Plate Road" and directly accessible via https://goo.gl/mkFQ4s. This petition contains 

over 6,200 signatures at the authoring of this letter. In addition, there are nearly 800 paper petition 

signatures collected directly within the affected commun1ties. The raftbanicirig ,decislon should be guided 

by the residents since the Line 'is a public a:sset. Ra11ro-ads petition the Board for an aoandonment 

exemption when service on th-err tine proves to ·be firranciaHy uns·ostainabl€. 'HoweverJ ·in this unique 

situation, the railroad is owned by municipal bodies and was operated by a third-party, non-profit 

railroad operator as a heritage ra ilway. The rail road was sustained and maintained almost exclusively by 

ticket revenue and donatrons-. While there is- not presently a, p-h'tsle:al'conn.ectron to the n-atfonal railroad' 

network,. it is believed that the necessary R:i'g.!'tt-of-Way still exists to· easily re.connect the. Line with 

Norfolk Southern to the North' or CSX to the South. The Owners, being gmt€rnmental bodi:es, have not 

demonstrated a genuine interest or intent to consider the concerns and feedback of their residents or 

other ra il service providers regarding the desires and intent for the future of this Line. It is my request 

that'the .Board .not .all.ow .any action that woulcl encumber or otherw1Se· dimin'lsh th.e -eff.ect of pLibl1c 

participation in the ·exemption revocation or<event.ua l ·aban:donment proceedings. 

Sincerely, 

UbvJi 
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