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e are writig to make comments to the STB on the proposed {CNiacquisit
expresses ofr opinion and reiterates our disapproval of what ig being sugge
paragraphy, ve would like to emphasize that you hold the destiny of many p
power is the pbility to ruin a community and give profits to a foreign company B

itizenship. This is worse than eminent domain because an entirevillage
American ordanization. School children, emergency services, $afety, the e
establishmergs, the economy of our town, and much more will be affected. A
hriving comrpunity will become a ghost town. Our specific comments follow: | |

eneral Flaws in the:DEIS:

No Review of Alternatives: The DEIS completely elimihated CREAT &
proposed acduisition based on a very narrow reading of CN's stateiment of puri
STB. CN's slated purpose in its application is to: (1) improve it operations, (2
in Chicago, ahd (3) develop closer relationships with companiep and industri

N'’s public sjatements have focused consistently on emphasizing that its rat
improve its oferational efficiencies, it would seem that the latter twp stated p
an STB revie of alternatives such as CREATE. This seems to belan examp!
review systerh by incorporating such narrow statements of purgosd that no othig
easible. [f agcess to the Kirk Yard (the only rail yard CN does pot currently h
now served by the EJ&E are so important to CN, the DEIS shoyld Have made
of these purpbses before rejecting the CREATE alternative. It is a particular!
public-privatgregional freight management plan that has already béen partial
envisions thaj a substantial public investment is needed to mitigate|the enviror
ould have i the region. : i

2. Failuge to Assess Likelihood of Taxpayer Investment in|Mitigation Op
‘15 Highway/Rail Grade Crossings in the Study Area that requite niitigation d
action” and pipvides a range of mitigation options for consideration, in the fi
grade crossings would need mitigation. But, if we accept that only these 15 crbBsi
grade separafions are the only realistic approach. At an average cost of $35 1

@ minimum cgst of $525 million for just the 15 crossings identified in the DEIS
Environmentd Analysis (SEA) wouid consider recommending that the Board
50% of these posts, it is a failure of the DEIS that SEA did not inves! igate the
ederal govergment, state governments, and localities actually Have the taxpa
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ity Examination Based on Applicant's Operating
he DEIS stges that CN's operating plan would have the EJ&R
z ddltlonal traps beyond CN’s current pro;ectlons is unlikely :Iti is clear wh 5!

Plan Rather tha %g a FulljROW
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growth in frei§ht traffic as projected by the U.S. Department of Tra sportatloni
Association of Railroads’ White Paper that presses for public investment in fr %
infrastructure] It is interesting to note that SEA's forecast of freight traffic grow
about 2% annually (Attachment B, Appendix B, page 2 of 12) désp e an admlw
hrough the Chicago freight hub. It seems that the railroads are i
to support their industry, but want the opportunity
when it better serves their interests. A valid DE
bption:
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t to Current CN Line Communities Accepted at Face Value: Md Eh
hat the envirgnmental “benefits” to communities currently on CN rail lines wo E
ommunities plong the EJ&E. This:is based on the unsubstantifite -assumptios OF
mean a permgnent reduction in freight traffic along those current lines of opera bn . Gﬁ
Chicago, it seems inevitable that at least a portion af that freigh é ncrea
these currentCN lines. As a result, the DEIS analysis is flawed in that it fails G
oreseeable rgality that the negative environmental impacts willjactually be comp und
hroughout the greater Chicagoland area as a result of this transaction. §

ithat € ,

. Beneft to the Region is Accepted Without Proof: Onceithe ’allacy of ‘Wihner
@s the “bait arJd switch” maneuver that it is, it is difficult to find ahy real benefit ! that the
egion will deffve from this transaction. In its application, CN states that rail i ]o wnllb
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5 that are not immediately. adjacent to the EJ&E rail li
proader examination of air quality impacts, and (2

Air quality imgacts: It can be argued that this transaction will. n igatively lmpac Qir
hicago Metrp regaon and thata cumulatlve impact assessment needs 1o be df)

anada. In 2P04, CN acquired Great Lakes Transportation, the

Duluth, Missabe and Iron Range Railway, and the Plttsburgh C
other things, gllowed CN to close an ownership gap in Duluth,
to Chlcago roftings: The Siurface Transportat;on Board did noti
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1. Currdnt Metra Commuter Rail Service Will Likely Be Dlruted The ta_ s not
of the DEIS tfat there are six at-grade crossmg where Metra trgins will i it

fat can’t keep track of the number of at-grade crossi o
his slipsho analysis then goes on-to serve as the foundation for $EA to condl

service. Meahwhile, other parts of the DEIS conclude that “On ese line seg
the train numpers reflected in the Applicants’ Operating Plan, f: the Applicant E roth
rackage-righ operations or to ensure non- mterference of Applica ts trains with the f

of other raiiro

12.  Northpvestern Indiana’s Expansion of Commuter Rail Servige is Ignor
planned expahsion of existing Northern Indiana commuter rail service “wasn

ave commutpr rails crossing the EJ&E at-grade in Griffith, Maynand, and Dyel

ongressiond Field Hearing on this transaction, the Northwestern nd:ana Redql
NIRPC) strefuously objected to that dismissal stating, “State Iegislation to helliffi
passed one Hpuse of the Indiana Legislature this past spring, ahd 3 bill to sec
expected to bg reintroduced




flock Analysis Flaws:

f Substantially Affected Crossings Fatally Flawedé
pnd the potentlal for vehlcular delays at grade cros

4 r freight tra,cthat i u
ndercounte ADTs, amﬂmally short trainlengths, and the ovetly ptlmlstlcd ; regarg :

glogy for
g dvent
: nclu&

bdlcé i '

tla e with affe ed mu

: s {o negotiat
mgatlon the STB could i impose on CN. Inits En iro mental J

First Responder Issues:




ogy for assb ing f
_igratiqnale Todejs
lys:‘ :

he “right’ side of the tracks if-a subsequent call comes in: Co; paunding th:Q 3l
of the more gopulated areas along current CN lines, communities long the S :
making it mge dlfﬂcult for first responders to travel expedmou 'ly
medical facil '

bd outon
: th;s
transport

' pncy medical facility.” It seems astounding that SE
hospatal guickly is not a “cntlcal action”; when iffact tlmely a

atenal rele§se would remain remote because of the regulatot)
additional confort, SEA added, “In addition, the CN rail lines (¢
areas than ¥ areas along the EJ&E rail line, where hazardou :

moved through the region by CN.is through terrain that is quali ,;
he EJ&E. URlike communities along current CN lines that enjdy atc ke
he collar corpmunities along the EJ&E depend upon a shallow aq jifer system
ater. Somejcommunities have no existing infrastructure to d gliver
; i
9 ]
any of the geas along the EJ&E line are environmentally sensitivie ould t .
to clean up efpeditiously as it is surrounded by wetlands, lakes, and marshes ! he ty ¥ B
EJRE in areag would make it exceedingly difficult for a hazmat Ie;up crew 1€ 4 ‘cces ing
addressing af  emergency. The disastrous reality of what comrunities alongz
derailed and fesulted in a hazmat spill cannot be overstated. 1th

increase in hgzardous cargo loads, this risk is very real. |ncre;
ompoundedpy CN’s deplorable /

dse in

safety record fn Canada that has led to intense scrutiny by the Ganadian gover
hat SEA deqded not to look at CN’s Canadian safety record irl de eloping th
unfathomablejand needs to be rectified, as Canada has concluded much of C
culture of fegy” that CN has created for employees who try to report safety-relgi

hilling perspgctive for communities along the EJ &E as it point

A November 29, 2007 Globe and Mail Update feature aticle on{E. Hunter H:ar?: :
5 to the flaws o



icplarly problematic given the state of today’s hous; hg _arket and
jthe EJ&E has been recent. An August 2008 Ziligw re

iRty situations if their values drop by a sugmf cant perc ftage? T
] ijlity when the federal government is enacting expensi e progranﬁ o pre

induced - wogld be in the rail industry, and that the 280 rail jOb osses would 5
hicagoland pconomy. This overly narrow focus on business impdcts camplq‘ i
osses that will likely occur in communities along the EJ&E. If ¢ o

. hese busmesses Wlll close in the communities ad A

ommunities Bnd create commercial ghost towns along the EJ E This analy
rectified in th¢ FEIS. -

| - is used to suppfh
irst respondey capabilities in the region. The fallure of the DEIS toicalculate the
reduction in I¢cal business activity and property values, and then assess how
Hocalities will §ave Iong -term consequences for the people wholliv inthese ¢
to come. ThgqDEIS is wholly madequate in examining the socig

long the EJ&E if this transaction is approved. *

0. Contzdlctory Data Used: The Operational Air Emissiohs lethodology ihdi
wo sets of ergissions estimates.. One is based on the original, published fuel ige
igi inates” throughout the DEIS) and the other is based on suppleme

By 23, 2008 filing (referred to as “revised estimatds”.) The DEIS &
eneral Confrmity emissions thresholds (100 tons/year for all Bffected polluta el S

acknowledgeq that NOx is the “criteria pollutant of greatest congern with respegtito the
4.9-10). For NDx the increase net change in emissions based ol o ginal estm‘} les |s
which could ppse a barrier to metropolitan Chicago’s efforts to ,




umbers are not substantnated to the degree that the ongmal
008 flimg the May 23, 2008  filing, brief qualltatlve assumgl :

emissions.

arbon Footprint Issues:

21. Incrde
uel use and btates that an additional 723,684 gailons of fuel (r 2,669, 889 ge
ould be usgd under CN's proposed action in the year 2015 Gontrast this
improving fug
onsumptionfleads to emissions of greenhouse gases a subje t
hatis given ghort shrift in the DEIS. The DEIS seems to question whether hy
are realiy mugh of a concern. It states that there are many other factors affec|
2 minor contbutor to the greenhouse effect in comparison to watef vapor an
approach to glimate change is out-of-date and out of step with the osmon
overwhelming§, worldwide scientific consensus. President Geoj ge W. Bush
States takes fhis issue seriously” and would be supporting the goa 'of reduc
percent by 2450. The DEIS fails to analyze the cumulative effects pf greenho
% cent count qecisions dlrectm -agencies to prepare such anal se as
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