Electronic Comments may be submitted to www.stb.dot.gov . Click on the ?E-Filing?link and then click
on ?Environmental Comments.?

You may pose questions when writing STB comments

Please note scoping comments are DUE BY June 15

ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016Mr. NaveckySurface Transportation BoardDocket No. FD
35952395 E Street, SWWashington, DC 20423-0001Mr. Navecky,After reviewing the available
information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) railproject, it is my opinion that the proposed
GLB project has failed to sufficiently providedocumentation that supports public convenience and
necessity. Further more | believe that fasttracking this project and waiving the six month notification
period was an error on the part of theSTB. For the following reasons | respectfully request that the STB
cease any further action on thisproject.

NEED- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program -
acollaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process
ofimplementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago moreefficient
in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class | rail lines in response to the July13, 2015 letter by
the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, Il indicate the CREATE project,aithough not completed, is
improving the delays in Chicago.- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE
program.- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project
isnot part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial ventureby a for-
profit company.- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document
publicconvenience, necessity or benefits.- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot
utility easement (beyond statingthat it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed
15,000 acre Kankakee railterminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The
SurfaceTransportation Board?s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.- Union
Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in theproposed GLB
project. instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.- Canadian National invested
heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Jolietand Eastern Railway line and are
therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation?s
legat department {filed as EI-22974 underFD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-
disclosure agreement with GLB,nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no
information about currentrail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This



raises the questionwhether there are any ?non-disclosure agreements? at all. It also makes one wonder
about themarket research that was done, or not done, for this project.- Mr. John Yonan, P. E.,
Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation andHighways writes the following in
his letter to the STB; ? The proposed Great Lakes Basin RailLine will, at best, only address a very small
part of the region?s freight congestion. Cook County?sDepartment of Transportation and Highways is
proceeding with a long range transportationplan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch
points and possible solutions. Thosestudies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address
freight congestion andpromote development.?

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as
a solution to theChicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr.
Pattonasserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.- Due to the fact that the route of the
proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton?s words) peopiein an area of over 32,220 square miles have
lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,farms and livelihood.- The potential for unwanted
rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for landand property owners.- Farm fields
divided by the proposed rail will be more difficuit and dangerous (due to farm fieldcrossings) to manage.
Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, oddshaped parcels and increased
compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will bedamaged and rendered useless.-
Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promotinggood
agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.The proposed
rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see
their home and land vaiues reduced.- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project
will have only their ownfinancial interest in mind, not the public convenience.- Opposition to the
proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involvedhave passed resolutions
opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take fand byeminent domain if the proposed
project is approved.- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmiand cannot possibly be considered a
publicconvenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit projectis
not in the publics? best interestThe above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that
the proposed GLBproject is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently
vetted beforestarting the approval process. | respectfully request that the STB cease work on this
project.individually, or as part of a group, 1 will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options
available,including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature g)("( d-’y &OE i/ﬁ L

Name /¢ 0/% ‘DO'C?C/@’C"

address ~/380 W é;a Fhmor
City Alorris

State and Zip /L~ é:u 0’7‘50



Phone S//é—’ G2 - *5—7 7
Email /@t% omme Fost @ Yret. coms



\ﬁc..., .Onv\cr\q\

Y350 W Boal? b am ov 4
HUore 5 L1 AR 4 30 R 2026 FMIL

S SUBURBAN IL &0

Dol E 5 p 35152

My, \.\Avﬁn.\ﬂ\ St fac< ﬁv»rw\vvjpﬂ_«_... For vt M. F2 35757

395 K JTreec T
5w, _\\auA;\ TE~ v <

ptu e Winfepgglei i lhngblidio il g iniis




Electronic Comments may be submitted to www.sth.dot.gov . Click on the ?E-Filing?link and then click
on ?Environmental Comments.?

You may pose questions when writing STB comments

Please note scoping comments are DUE BY June 15

ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016Mr. NaveckySurface Transportation BoardDocket No. FD
35952395 E Street, SWWashington, DC 20423-0001Mr. Navecky, After reviewing the available
information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) railproject, it is my opinion that the proposed
GLB project has failed to sufficiently providedocumentation that supports public convenience and
necessity. Further more | believe that fasttracking this project and waiving the six month notification
period was an error on the part of theSTB. For the following reasons | respectfully request that the STB
cease any further action on thisproject.

NEED- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program -
acollaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process
ofimplementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago moreefficient
in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class 1 rait lines in response to the Julyi3, 2015 letter by
the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, it, indicate the CREATE project,although not completed, is
improving the delays in Chicago.- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE
program.- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project
isnot part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial ventureby a for-
profit company.- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document
publicconvenience, necessity or benefits.- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot
utility easement {beyond statingthat it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed
15,000 acre Kankakee railterminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The
SurfaceTransportation Board?s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.- Union
Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in theproposed GLB
project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.- Canadian National invested
heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Jolietand Eastern Railway line and are
therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation?s
legal department {filed as E1-22974 underFD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-
disclosure agreement with GLB,nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no
information about currentrail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This



raises the questionwhether there are any ?non-disclosure agreements? at all. It also makes one wonder
about themarket research that was done, or not done, for this project.- Mr. John Yonan, P. E.,
Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation andHighways writes the following in
his letter to the STB; ? The proposed Great Lakes Basin RailLine will, at best, only address a very small
part of the region?s freight congestion. Cook County?sDepartment of Transportation and Highways is
proceeding with a long range transportationplan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch
points and possible solutions. Thosestudies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address
freight congestion andpromote development.?

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE- | find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as
a solution to theChicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr.
Pattonasserts). it is a business proposal by a for-profit company.- Due to the fact that the route of the
proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton?s words) peoplein an area of over 32,220 square miles have
lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,farms and livelihood.- The potential for unwanted
rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for landand property owners.- Farm fields
divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm fieldcrossings) to manage.
Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, oddshaped parcels and increased
compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will bedamaged and rendered useless.-
Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promotinggood
agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.The proposed
rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see
their home and land values reduced.- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project
will have only their ownfinancial interest in mind, not the public convenience.- Opposition to the
proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involvedhave passed resolutions
opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land byeminent domain if the proposed
project is approved.- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a
publicconvenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit projectis
not in the publics? best interestThe above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that
the proposed GLBproject is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently
vetted beforestarting the approval process. | respectfully request that the STB cease work on this
project.Individually, or as part of a group, | will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options
avaitable,including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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Electronic Comments may be submitted to www.stb.dot.gov . Click on the ?E-Filing?
link and then click on ?Environmental Comments.?

You may pose gquestions when writing STB comments

Please note scoping comments are DUE BY June 15

ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016Mr. NaveckySurface Transportation BoardDocket No.
FD 35952395 E Street, SWWashington, DC 20423-0001Mr. Navecky,After reviewing the
available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLE) railproject, it is
my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently
providedocumentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I
believe that fasttracking this project and waiving the six month notification period
was an error on the part of theSTB. For the following reasons I respectfully request
that the STB cease any further action on thisproject.

NEED- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program
- acollaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in
the process ofimplementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail
system in Chicago moreefficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I
rail lines in response to the Julyl3, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Danijel
R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,although not ccmpleted, .is improving the
delays in Chicago.- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE
program.- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The
proposed project isnot part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It
is strictly a commercial ventureby a for-profit company.- There is no publicly
available business plan for the propesed rail line to document publicconvenience,
necessity or benefits.- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot
utility easement (beyond statingthat it is a potential revenue source)}, or the need
for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee railterminal, which is five times larger than
the largest rail yard in the world. The SurfaceTransportation Board?s (STB)
jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.- Union Pacific and
Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in theproposed GLB
project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.~- Canadian
National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin,
Jolietand Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB
toll rail.- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation?s legal department (filed as
EI-22974 underFD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure
agreement with GLB,nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states
that no information about currentrail movements or traffic volumes was provided for
the GLB project. This raises the questionwhether there are any 7?non-disclosure
agreements? at all. It also makes one wonder about themarket research that was done,
or not done, for this project.- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook
County Department of Transportation andHighways writes the following in his letter to
the STB; ? The proposed Great Lakes Basin Railline will, at best, only address a very
small part of the region?s freight congestion. Cook County?sDepartment of
Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportationplan and an
analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions.
Thosestudies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight
congestion andpromote development.?

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been
identified as a solution to theChicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a
national transportation priority (as Mr. Pattonasserts). It is a business proposal by
a for-profit company.- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will
likely change (Mr. Patton?s words) peoplein an area of over 32,220 square miles have
lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.- The
potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress
for landand property owners.- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more
difficult and dangerous (due to farm fieldcrossings) to manage. Productivity of the
land will decrease due to construction of the rail, oddshaped parcels and increased
compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will bedamaged and rendered



atltl PLrooernygygool dgriuleudiadl Yrallteos. LAdLllels Sl viuusdaauds QL el ildls O 3011
conservation practices.The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these
efforts.- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land
values reduced.- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed
project will have only their ownfinancial interest in mind, not the public
convenience.- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of
eleven counties involvedhave passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has
stated that he will take land byeminent domain if the proposed project is approved. -
The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a
publicconvenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative
for-profit projectis not in the publics? best interestThe above provided information
is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLBproject is inconsistent with
the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted beforestarting the
approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this
project.Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using
all options available, including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judlClal
system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35052 May 31. 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street. SW
Washington. DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky.

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project. it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed 10 sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more | believe that [ast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification perio¢ was an erroron the part of the
STB. For the following reasons [ respect fully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Eavironmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies. local, state and lederal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient. in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response (o the July
13. 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot. 1I. indicate the CREATE project.
although not. completed. is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary. or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any lederal, state or local leng-term freight plan. I is strictly a commercial veniure
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document publie
convenience. necessity or benefits.

- (GL.B documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source). or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal. which is {ive times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board's (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer 1o work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therelore less likely 10 use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB.
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at. all. 1t also makes one wonder aboul. the
market research that was done. or not done. for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E.. Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB: “The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook Couniy’s
Departent of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch poinis and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promole developmend.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- T find no evitlence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck. a public convenience. or a national transportation priority (as Mr. PPatton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Palton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes.
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - antl the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners,

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construetion of the rail. odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Governmenl. has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmliand. woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of doliars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- llome and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLBintends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind. not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the propesed project has been overwhelming. seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he wili take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot pessibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is nol in the publics’ best interest.

The above provided information is what led me (o the conclusion that the propesed GIL.B
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. 1t was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request thar the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part ofa group. I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress. my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. ¥D 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- 'The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is alsc in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studtes will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promotle development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and iand owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individuaily, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

\
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, I1, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projecis to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 -
June 6, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC

20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin
(GLB) rail project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently
provide documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I
believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was
an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the
STB cease any further action on this project.

NEED

« The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the
process of implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail
system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I
rail lines in response to the July 13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R.
Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays
in Chicago.

e The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

» The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed
project is not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a
commercial venture by a for-profit company.

e There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to
document public convenience, necessity or benefits.

e GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement
(beyond stating that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed
15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail
yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve
a utility corridor is also in question.

¢ Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not
interested in the proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the
CREATE program in Chicago.

¢ Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the
Elgin, Joliet and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed
GLB toll rail.

¢ The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974
under FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southermn does not have a non-disclosure
agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that
no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the
GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder



« Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of
Transportation and Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; " The
proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only address a very small part of
the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s Department of Transportation and
Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to
identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will
yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

¢ I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a
solution to the Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation
priority (as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

s Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s
words) people in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about
the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.

e The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased
stress for land and property owners.

e Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to
farm field crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to
construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly
irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.

e Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmiand, woodlands and
promoting good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil
conservation practices. The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

¢ Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values
reduced.

e GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only
their own financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

e Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties
involved have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he
will take land by eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

o The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a
public convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative
for-profit project is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed
GLB project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently
vetted before starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease
work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using ali options
available, including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

) cpaco . Dav's
Signature Bw\ﬂ—a,uz/ . Sa/u-u.v’ Rachace M. lVa
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42W735 Star Lane, Sugar Grove, Illinois 60554
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board Docket No.
FD 35952

395 E Street, SW Washington,

DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is

my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public
convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month
notification period was an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the
STB cease any further action on this project.

NEED

The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a coliaboration
between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and
managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays.
Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July 13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel
R. Elliot, I, indicate the CREATE project, aithough not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is not part of
any federal, state or local long-term freight pian. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.
There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public

convenience, necessity or benefits.

GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating that itis a
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five
times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction

to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed

GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952)

states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in
using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes
was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question

whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at atl. It also makes one wonder about the market research
that was done, or not done, for this project.

Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways
writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only
address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County s Department of Transportation
and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize
freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projecis
to address freight congestion and promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business
proposal by a for-profit company.

Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (M. Patton’s words) people in an area of
over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.
The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
owners.

Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field crossings)
to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and
increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.
Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting good
agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail
line is counter-productive to these efforts.

Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial
interest in mind, not the public convenience. .

Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the
proposed project is approved.

The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public convenience.
Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best
interest

The above provided information js what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB project is

inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before starting the approval
process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available, including
Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mzr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, IT, indicate the CREATE project,
although not compieted, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe & need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department {filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information.about, cyrrent
rail movements or traﬂic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements™at all. It also'makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transpartation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address frelght cpngestwn and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton's words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been cverwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is incongistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 K Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project,

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Damel R. Elliot, IT, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago. :

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The propoesed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with o long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangercus {(due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- 'The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
18 not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail

. terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a tol! railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative, The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that 1t 1s a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE
- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the

Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GL.B
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,

farms and livelihood.
- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land

and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.

The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr, Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, If, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not deseribe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GL.B project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Scuthern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those

- studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- 1find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmiand, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GL.B proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board Docket No.
FD 35952

395 E Street, SW Washington,

DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is
my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public
convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month
notification period was an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons [ respectfully request that the
STB cease any further action on this project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a collaboration
between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and
managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays.
Letters from the Class I rail lines in Tesponse to the July 13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel
R. Elliot, TI, indicate the CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program,

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is not part of
any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating that it is a
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five
times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) Jjurisdiction
to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

= Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed
GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952)
states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in
using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes
was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the market research
that was done, or not done, for this project.

and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize
Jreight pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects
10 address freight congestion and promote development. ”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I'find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business
proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people in an area of
over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field Crossings)
to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and
increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting good
agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail
line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial
interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the
proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public convenience.
Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best
interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB project is
inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before starting the approval
process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available, including
Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the Jjudicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board Docket No.
FD 35952

395 E Street, SW Washington,

DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is
my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public
convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month
notification period was an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the
STB cease any further action on this project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a collaboration
between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and
managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays.
Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July 13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel
R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is not part of
any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement {beyond stating that it is a
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five
times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction
to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed
GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952)
states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in
using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes
was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the market research
that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways
writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only
address a very small part of the region’s Jfreight congestion. Cook County’s Department of Transportation
and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize
Jreight pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will Yield a more comprehensive range of projects
to address freight congestion and promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Tf{ind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business
proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people in an area of
over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficalt and dangerous (due to farm field crossings)
to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and
increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting good
agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail
line is counter-productive to these efforts,

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial
interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the
proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public convenience.
Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best
interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB project is
inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before starting the approval
process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Individually, or as part of a group, [ will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available, including
Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the Judicial system.

Name O/lUiCL L DOQC(
Address City ol N "(/O/e S
State and Zip Phone = GO PSS ST UP 2~ oR 5

Email
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board Docket No.
FD 35952

395 E Street, SW Washington,

DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is
my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public
convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month
notification period was an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the
STB cease any further action on this project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a collaboration
between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and
managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays.
Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July 13,2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel
R. Elliot, I, indicate the CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

~ The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is not part of
any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating that it is a
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five
times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction
to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

= Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed
GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail,

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952)
states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in
using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes
was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the market research
that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways
writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only
address a very small part of the region’s Jreight congestion. Cook County’s Department of Transportation
and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize
Jreight pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will Yield a more comprehensive range of projects
1o address freight congestion and promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I'find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority {(as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business
proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people in an area of
over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
owners.

~ Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficuit and dangerous (due to farm field crossings)
to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and
increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting good
agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail
line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial
interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the
proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmliand cannot possibly be considered a public convenience.
Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best
interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB project is
inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before starting the approval
process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available, including
Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Sig\n::l%lr‘/i&;é 4 %}du’//

Neme Quth A Do ud ~
AddessCity 7 7 pl, MAPLE — MoM Eda &
State and Zip Phone - £ - bDf 5'9[

Email Ao A5



David Doud CHAMBSESH TL S8
<X 10544W 5000 N Rd.

Bonfield, Illinois 60913 BE WM 20 PRE e L

30 REIRREANREIS S R .&..,.?..m_.w.
SRS S ﬁ?@
b AT " LA
NS S S S S S
NI E S %ﬁ,.@%?. S
N N N N e N N a.q;%.q&.@% .%.x.m,

e h S

NN SR )
N ,,...a.%.@.%. A A A R SRR .ﬂm..w.w ,.q.

W R PR R AR AR

g .....n ._. : UG S L~

EOGBE-OG T L O O P T M -




ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mz. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FI) 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, IT, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor 1s it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promole development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr, Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature / Wl/d— D=

Name JACKSON A DUNN
Address 6404 S DUNN RD
City CLINTON

State and Zip WI 53525

Phone  g0g_676-4973
Email
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature /- //:/ pr

s

Name JAMES A DUNN

Address §404 S DUNN RD CLINTON WI 53525

City cLINTON WI 53525
State and Zip

Phone g45.676-4973
Email
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response fo the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the

proposed GLB project. Instead fer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.
- Canadian Nationa_ 'n_Chicago bypass bgg el rohasineg the Elgin. Jolie*
and Easte» Railw, e theref‘ore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail,
The letter rom Nor 8 legal department (filed as EI-22974 under

FD-35952) states thay Nu.  ws-Goueizern uoes not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook Couniy’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those

studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



: CONVENIENCE

no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
go bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
:8). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.
3 the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
and livelihood.
otential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
roperty owners.

fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
ngs) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
d parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
ged and rendered useless.
mment has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
igricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
roposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.
ntends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
’ial interest in mind, not the public convenience.
sition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
sassed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
mnt domain if the proposed project is approved.
)ss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
nience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
in the publics’ best interest

"he above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB

s inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

1ally, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,

g Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

re

) .»'5& eSS m

JUDITH L DUNN
6438 S DUNN RD

CLINTON
wdZip WI 53525

608-676-4467
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Electrenic Comments may be submitted to www.stb.dot.gov . Click on the ?E-Filing?
link and then click on ?Environmental Comments.? - 0

You may pose guestions when writing STB comments

Please note scoping comments are DUE BY June 15

ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016Mr. NaveckySurface Transportation BoardDocket No.
FD 35952395 E Street, SWwWashington, DC 20423-0001Mr. Navecky,After reviewing the
available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLE) railproject, it is
my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently
providedocumentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I
believe that fasttracking this project and waiving the six month notification period
was an error on the part of theSTB. For the following reasons I respectfully request
ttheﬂBmmemyﬁﬁMrmﬂmonmmmﬁ%L

NEED- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) progzam
- acollaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in
the process ofimplementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail
system in Chicago moreefficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I
rail lines in response to the Julyl3, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel
R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,although not completed, .is improving the
delays in Chicago.~ The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE
program.- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The
proposed project isnot part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It
is strictly a commercial ventureby a for-profit company.— There is no publicly
available business plan for the proposed rail line to document publicconvenience,
necessity or benefits.- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot
utility easement (beyond statingthat it is a potential revenue source), or the need
for the propeosed 15,000 acre Kankakee railterminal, which is five times larger than
the largest rail yard in the world. The SurfaceTransportation Board?s {STB)
jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in guestion.- Union Pacific and
Norfolk~-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in theproposed GLB
project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.- Canadian
National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin,
Jolietand Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB
toll rail.- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation?s legal department (filed as
EI-22974 underFD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure
agreement with GLB,nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states
that no information about currentrail movements or traffic volumes was provided for
the GLB project. This raises the questionwhether there are any ?non-disclosure
agreements? at all. It also makes one wonder about themarket research that was done,
or not done, for this project.- Mz. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook
County Department of Transportation andHighways writes the following in his letter to
the STB; ? The proposed Great Lakes Basin Railline will, at best, only address a very
small part of the region?s freight congéstion. Cook County?sDepartment of
Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportationplan and an
analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions.
Thosestudies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight
congestion andpromote development.?

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been
identified as a solution to theChicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a
national transportation priority (as Mr. Pattonasserts). It is a business proposal by
a for-profit company.- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will
likely change (Mr. Patton?s words) peoplein an area of over 32,220 square miles have
lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.- The
potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress
for landand property owners.- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more
difficult and dangercus (due to farm fieldcrossings) to manage. Productivity of the
land will decrease due to construction of the rail, oddshaped parcels and increased
compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will bedamaged and rendered
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and promotinggood agricultural practices. Farmerg spend thousands of dollars on soil
conservation p*ac;;cas The proposed rail line is counter-productive to thase
efforts.- Home and lahd owners near the proposed rail will sse their home and land
values reduced.- GLRE intends to be a2 toll railrcad. Investors in this proposed
project will have only their ownfinancial interest in mind, not the public
convenience.— Oppesition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of
eleven counties involvedhave passed resolutions opposing the GLE rail. Mr. Patton has
stated that he will take land byeminent domein if the propesed project is approved.-
The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannct possibly be considered a
publicconvenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative
for-profit projectis not in the publics? best interestThe above provided information
is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLBproject is incomsistent with
the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted beforestarting the
approval process. T respectfully request that the STB cease work on this
project.Individually, or e 3 part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using
all options available, including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the 3ud1c1al
system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35352 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits,

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements”™ at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The propoesed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, al best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and priovitize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE
I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chlcago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. [ respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project,

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits,

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I'find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience, Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world, The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners,

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,

including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mzr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further mdre I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, IT, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB propoesed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- 'There is no publicly availabie business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 undex
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mzr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Coock County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and ar analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE
I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton's words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed preject will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- 'The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publies’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 Juneb,, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 ¥ Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documeniation that supports public convenience and necessity. T uriher more I believe ihal rasi
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
profect.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE)
program - a collaboration beiween rail companies, Jocal, state and lfederal government - 1s in
the process of implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in
Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in
response to the July 13, 2015 letler by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate
the CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or coliaborative. The propesed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no pWblicly available business plan for the propused rail line w document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement
(beyond staiing that it is-a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed
15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail
yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a
utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not
interested in the proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the
CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin,
Joliet and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.
- The letter from Norfolk Southern Cerporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974
under FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure
agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no
information about current rail movements or traffic velumes was provided for the GLB project.
This raises the question whether there are any *non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes
one wonder about the market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of
Transportation and Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “The
proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only address a very small part of
the regiorn’s freight congestion. Cook Couniy’s Department of Transportation and
Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to
identify and prioritize freight pinch points-and possible solutions. Those studies will
yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promotie development.”




PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased
stress for land and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due
to farm field crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to
construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly
irrigation.and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spent millions of tax dollars preserving formland, woodlands and
promoting good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil
conservation practices. The proposed rail line is counter-productiveto these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values

reduced as local real estate appraisers confirm.
- GLB intends to be a toll railread. Investors in this proposed project will have only

their own financial interest in mind. not the public convenience. )

- Opposition to the proposed praoject has been overwhelming, seven of eleven
counties involved have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mv. Frank
Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the proposed project
is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest. US Farmers need to increase crop production (more acres)
to feed the growing population worldwide.

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individuaily, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all optiohs available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system. My grandparents, parents
and I have worked very hard all our lives for these generational farms GLB RR wishes to destroy
and I will have years of lost income in losing my inherited family generational farms. Farmers
have practiced good environmental stewardship for decades long before it was a movement. A
derailment will destroy surrounding farmland, homes, land values and water ways which in the
country we depend on Well water, which a toxie spill in a derailment will permanently destroy and
cause health issues and deaths for humans and livestock from toxins.

Signatiire for HARRY L. ERICKSON
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 ' June 6, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board Docket No.
FD 35952

395 E Street, SW Washington,

DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is
my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public
convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month
notification period was an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons 1 respectfully request that the
STB cease any further action on this project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a collaboration
between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and
managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays.
Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July 13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R.
Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or coliaborative. The proposed project is not part of any
federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public convenience,
necessity or benefits.

. GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating that itisa
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five
times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction
to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed GLB
project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952) states
that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in using the
proposed rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes was
provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the market research
that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways
writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only
address avery small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County s Department of Transportation and
Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize  freight
pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to
address freight congestion and promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottieneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business
proposal by a for-profit company. .

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people in an area of
over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood,

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field crossings) to
manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and
increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting good
agricultural practices, Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail
line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial
interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the
proposed project is approved. . ,

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public convenience. Taking
highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB project is
inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before starting the approval
process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available, including
Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 June 6, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board Docket No.
FD 35952

395 E Street, SW Washington,

DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is
my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public
convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month
notification period was an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the
STB cease any further action on this project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a collaboration
between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and
managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays.
Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July 13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R.
Elliot, I, indicate the CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is not part of any
federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public convenience,
necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating that it is a
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five
times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction
to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed GLB
project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952) states
that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in using the
proposed rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes was
provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the market research
that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways
writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only
address avery small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s Department of Transportation and
Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight
pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to
address freight congestion and promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business
proposal by a for-profit company. '

~ Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people in an area of
over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
owners,

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field crossings) to
manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and
increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmiand, woodlands and promoting good
agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail
line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial
interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the
proposed project is approved. . _

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public convenience. Taking
highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB project is
inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before starting the approval
process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available, including
Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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June 2, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board

395 E Street,

SW Washington DC, 20423-0001

ATTN: Docket# FS 35952
Mr, Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is my
opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public convenience
and necessity. Further more I believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an
error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this

project.

NEED

® The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a collaboration between
rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and managerial
improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class
I rail lines in response to the July 13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, I, indicate the
CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

¢ The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

¢ The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is not part of any
federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.

® There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public convenience,
necessity or benefits.

® GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating that it is a
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five times
larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a
utility corridor is also in question.

¢ Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southem have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed GLB
project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

¢ Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

® The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952) states that
Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in using the proposed
rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB
project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements™ at all. It also makes one wonder about the market research that
was done, or not done, for this project.

¢ Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways writes the
following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only address a very
small part of the region's freight congestion. Cook County's Department of Transportation and Highways is
proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and
possible solutions. Those studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion
and promote development.”

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE
® | find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business



proposal by a for-profit company.

e Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people in an area of over
32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.

® The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
owners.

¢ Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field crossings) to
manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and increased
compaction, Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.

e Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting good agricultural
practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail line is counter-
productive to these efforts.

e Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

* GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial interest
in mind, not the public convenience.

® Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the proposed
project is approved.

® The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public convenience. Taking
highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best interest

The proposed GLB project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Sincerely,

27 Lynwood -
Plano, IL. 60545
630-552-3730
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June 2, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board

395 E Street,

SW Washington DC, 20423-0001

ATTN: Docket # FS 35952
Mr, Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is my
opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public convenience
and necessity. Further more I believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an
error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

® The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a collaboration between
rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and managerial
improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class
1 rail lines in response to the July 13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the
CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

e The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

o The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is not part of any
federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.

® There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public convenience,
necessity or benefits.

e GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility casement (beyond stating that it is a
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five times
larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a
utility corridor is also in question.

® Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed GLB
project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

o Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

¢ The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952) states that
Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in using the proposed
rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB
project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements™ at all. It also makes one wonder about the market research that
was done, or not done, for this project.

e Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways writes the
following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only address a very
small part of the regions freight congestion. Cock County’s Department of Transportation and Highways is
proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and
possible solutions. Those studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion
and promote development.”

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE
o | find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr, Patton asserts). It is a business



proposal by a for-profit company.

® Duc to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people in an area of over
32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.

¢ The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
owners.

¢ Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field crossings) to
manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and increased
compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.

¢ Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting good agricultural
practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail line is counter-
productive to these efforts.

® Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

¢ GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial interest
in mind, not the public convenience.

¢ Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the proposed
project is approved.

® The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public convenience. Taking
highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best interest

The proposed GLB project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Sincerely,

W%&/ﬁd/

Marmae Evans
27 Lynwood
Plano, IL. 60545
630-552-3730
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin {GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully requestihat the STB cogse apz-fuxtbsy aciion on this

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail Jines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, IT, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is 1mproving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visio » or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating

proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s Teﬁ’départméﬁ"(ﬁléd as BEI-22973under -
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not dane, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P_E,, Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

. 1 find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass bas been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

. Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous {due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and repdered usel Wz

. Government has spend millions of tax dolT&s preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting

good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.

The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions oppoesing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has gtated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

. The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land uction i -profit project

s not in the publicé best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request-that the STB cease aryfusihes acijon on this
project. ’

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department {filed as EL-2297tunder
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the guestion
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E, Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottieneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mz. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless. _ _

- Government has spend millions of tax dollazs preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project 18 inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transpertation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, I1, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E,, Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioriiize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millicns of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 20186

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opindon that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully reguest that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board's (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 20186

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opindon that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully reguest that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board's (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 K Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source}, or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor iz it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority {as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail wil] likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or henefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. I also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- 1 find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FI) 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the propesed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits,

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- 1find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Cstly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollass preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spendihousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed mil will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was msufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this

project.

NEED

. The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class 1 rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

. The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

. GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

. Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

. Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Departmeni of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch poinis and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects Lo address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). If is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience,

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
ineluding Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, I1, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s Jegal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr, Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangercus (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useiess.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
ineluding Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project, ' & '

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Sauthern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield @ more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE
- 1find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless,

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr, Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public eonvenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 S May 31,2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board Docket No.
FD 35952

395 E Street, SW Washington,

DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is

my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public
convenience and necessity. Further more [ believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month
notification period was an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the
STB cease any further action on this project.

NEED

The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a collaboration
between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and
managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays.
Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July 13,2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R.
Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is not part of any
federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.
There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public convenience,
necessity or benefits.

GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating that it is a
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five
times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction

to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed GLB
project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952) states
that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in using the
proposed rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes was

provided for the GLB project. This raises the question

whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the market research
that was done, or not done, for this project.

Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways
writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only
address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s Department of Tt ransportation and
Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight
pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will yield a more comprehensive range of prajects to
address freight congestion and promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business
proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people in an area of
over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field crossings) to
manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and
increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting good
agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail
line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a foll railroad. investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial
interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the
proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public convenience. Taking
highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB project is
inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before starting the approval
process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available, including
Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

-~
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31,2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board Docket No.
FD 35952

395 E Street, SW Washington,

DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is

my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public
convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month
notification period was an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the
STB cease any further action on this project.

NEED

The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a collaboration
between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and
managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays.
Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July 13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R.
Elliot, I1, indicate the CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is not part of any
federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.

There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public convenience,
necessity or benefits.

GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating that it is a
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five
times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction

to approve a utility corridor is also in question,

Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed GLB
project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952) states
that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in using the
proposed rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes was

provided for the GLB project. This raises the question

whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the market research
that was done, or not done, for this project.

Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways
writes the following in his letter to the STB; * The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only
address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s Department of Transportation and
Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize Jreight
pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will y:eld a more comprehensive range of projects to
address freight congestion and promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business
proposal by a for-profit company.

Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people in an area of
over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.

The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
owners.

Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field crossings) to
manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and
increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.
Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting good
agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail
line is counter-productive to these efforts.

Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial

interest in mind, not the public copvenience.

Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the
proposed project is approved.

The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public convenience. Taking
highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB project is

inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before starting the approval
process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available, including
Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature

-

Name yopryuerrr e £ Fowleg

Address City & 2 5 REELDS C R Ss S F2Y

BLmL vt pepe=

Stateand ZipPhone 7 /. (/00§

Email s



/9350 Reeds Crossing Rd: =v< &1 w0000 i
" Belvidere, IL 61008 .

€Y IR DN M

M. Nk

fici hadepiiltin. Bk Mot 2
FO 35952 o
395 F. Mewt; 50 weskoglo
DC FOHzag-pgaof




ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31,2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board Docket No.
FD 35952

395 E Street, SW Washington,

DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is
my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public
convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month
notification period was an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the
STB cease any further action on this project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a collaboration
between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and
managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays.
Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July 13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R.
Elliot, I, indicate the CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is not part of any
federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public convenience,
necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating that it is a
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five
times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction
to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed GLB
project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rait.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952) states
that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in using the
proposed rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes was
provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the market research
that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways
writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only
address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s Department of Transportation and
Highways is proceeding with a long range wransportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight
pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to
address freight congestion and promote development. "'



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business
proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people in an area of
over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field crossings) to
manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and
increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting good
agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail
line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial
interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the
proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public convenience. Taking
highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB project is
inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before starting the approval
process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available, including
Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STE Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department {filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is 1t interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, cdd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GL.B rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
ig not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided infermation is what led me to the conclugion that the propesed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-6001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, I1, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail wil! likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. ¥D 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, 11, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypase by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

. The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE
I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chlcago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, I1, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE
I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature %w ﬂ Mf
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 June 6, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board Docket No.
FD 35952

395 E Street, SW Washington,

DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail project, it is
my opinion that the proposed GL.B project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public
convenience and necessity. Further more [ believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month
notification period was an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the
STB cease any further action on this project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a collaboration
between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of implementing physical and
managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more efficient in order to decrease delays.
Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July 13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R.
Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project, although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is not part of any
federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public convenience,
necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating that it is a
potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail terminal, which is five
times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction
to approve a utilify corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed GLB
project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern
Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under FD-35952) states
that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB, nor is it interested in using the
proposed rail. It also states that no information about current rail movements or traffic volumes was
provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements™ at all. It also makes one wonder about the market research
that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways
writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only
address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County's Department of Transportation and
Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight
pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to
address freight congestion and promote development. ”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

[ find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the Chicago
bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton asserts). It is a business
proposal by a for-profit company.

Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people in an area of
over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes, farms and livelihood.

The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land and property
OWners.

Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field crossings) to
manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd shaped parcels and
increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be damaged and rendered useless.
Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting good
agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices. The proposed rail
line is counter-productive to these efforts.

Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own financial

interest in mind, not the public convenience.

Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved have passed
resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by eminent domain if the
proposed project is approved.

The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public convenience. Taking
highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB project is

inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before starting the approval
process. 1 respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available, including
Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Sigttature m l g e
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mzr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company. ;

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. THe Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also i question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements ot traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-distlosure ‘agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project. -

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at bést, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Departmentof Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I'find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties invelved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature //) . f ‘ZK’ ‘”‘%’z
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, I, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question,

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the guestion
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield @ more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project wiil have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
1s not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - 2
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Eiliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield @ more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- 'The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (heyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB: “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more com prehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promotedevelopment.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- 'The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FI» 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, hecessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
assgerts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky Couciins 6///// &

Surface Transportation Board ‘ )
Docket No. FD 35952 SS9% fA1/; %

395 E Street, SW ////fé /////// /4 Vel
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, I1, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toli railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
i8 not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program,

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board's (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and en analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promotedevelopment.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, 11, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Ruil
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- 1find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced.

- GLB intends to be a toli railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Myr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

My, Navecky,

After reviewing the available information about the proposed Great Lakes Basin (GLB) rail
project, it is my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufficiently provide
documentation that supports public convenience and necessity. Further more I believe that fast
tracking this project and waiving the six month notification period was an error on the part of the
STB. For the following reasons I respectfully request that the STB cease any further action on this
project.

NEED

- The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and managerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Class I rail lines in response to the July
13, 2015 letter by the Chairman of the STB Daniel R. Elliot, II, indicate the CREATE project,
although not completed, is improving the delays in Chicago.

- The GLB proposed project undermines and subverts the CREATE program.

- The GLB project is neither comprehensive, visionary, or collaborative. The proposed project is
not part of any federal, state or local long-term freight plan. It is strictly a commercial venture
by a for-profit company.

- There is no publicly available business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, necessity or benefits.

- GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revenue source), or the need for the proposed 15,000 acre Kankakee rail
terminal, which is five times larger than the largest rail yard in the world. The Surface
Transportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the
proposed GLB project. Instead they prefer to work with the CREATE program in Chicago.

- Canadian National invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and are therefore less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

- The letter from Norfolk Southern Corporation’s legal department (filed as EI-22974 under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor is it interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traffic volumes was provided for the GLB project. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also makes one wonder about the
market research that was done, or not done, for this project.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the STB; “ The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transportation
plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
Chicago bottleneck, a public convenience, or a national transportation priority (as Mr. Patton
asserts). It is a business proposal by a for-profit company.

- Due to the fact that the route of the proposed rail will likely change (Mr. Patton’s words) people
in an area of over 32,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and livelihood.

- The potential for unwanted rail - and the use of eminent domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

- Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm field
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and increased compaction. Costly irrigation and tiling infrastructure will be
damaged and rendered useless.

- Government has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on soil conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land owners near the proposed rail will see their home and land values reduced,

- GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
financial interest in mind, not the public convenience.

- Opposition to the proposed project has been overwhelming, seven of eleven counties involved
have passed resolutions opposing the GLB rail. Mr. Patton has stated that he will take land by
eminent domain if the proposed project is approved.

- The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public
convenience. Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB
project is inconsistent with the public convenience and necessity. It was insufficiently vetted before
starting the approval process. I respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.
Individually, or as part of a group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available,

including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.
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