Comments on Draft EIS, Docket #35087

The environmental study did only a cursory job of looking at the impact to the affected areas. 
It did not address the overall impact after the initial purchase.  CN’s website goes into detail for its stockholders regarding their ultimate plan which is to take traffic away from US ports in the Northwest and route their traffic across Canada and down through their lines in Chicago.  Not just the newly acquired EJ&E line but BOTH lines.  At substantially elevated traffic rates.  You are not being given all of the facts by CN.  How can you base your report on numbers provided by them?  Of course, they will provide information to support THEIR position.
The only support to this purchase is by municipalities and citizens who are being promised an immediate drop in the number of trains through their areas.  They are ignoring or not aware of CN’s plans to add trains back onto the inner loop.  Once CN controls both of these lines there is no reason for them not to add trains to both.

The EIS reaches contradictory capacity conclusions and the interference to other railroads, commuter service, and vehicular traffic is based on assumptions provided by CN and suspect assumptions as to the train speed and traffic distribution during a 24 hour period (i.e. they are assumed to be distributed uniformly).  The EIS assumes a uniform distribution and then states later that “freight train schedules vary widely.”

How can you justify moving a problem merely from one location to another?  CN’s own figures show the increases in travel distance, fuel usage, and pollution.  The numbers of cities and towns seeing a potential decrease in train traffic is often cited but the actual decreases to the majority of municipalities is very small.
There is no benefit to US taxpayers.  The only benefit is to a Canadian company and their shareholders.  We will have to pay for this acquisition in increased hazard and danger to our lives, environment, and water supplies, lost property values, decreased quality of life, and a potential loss of jobs to US workers in northwest ports.
None of the traffic is destined for the Chicago-area.  We are sacrificing all of this for a faster transit through our area helping only CN, not fuel usage, not air pollution.

How can this acquisition be approved when mitigation is spelled out in your report and there is absolutely no money in local, state, or federal budgets to meet this?  I understand your role is not to find funding but it would be irresponsible to approve this acquisition knowing that there is no money to fund the mitigation noted in your own report.

Property value impact – How can your report justify limiting property value impacts to only within 250 feet from EJ&E?  If you were looking at buying a home in our area would you stop at 250 feet?  What is the dollar impact expected to homeowners, how many homes are affected?  None of these were studied in the EIS.
Domestic well contamination -  CN’s current route goes through areas provided by municipal water supplies.  EJ&E’s route does not.  Wells contaminated by hazardous spills = years of litigation and costly cleanup.
Barrington will lose its quiet zone status after the taxpayers have footed the bill to equip the crossings and get this approved.
