Michele L. Barbin

PO Box 142 • Snow Shoe, PA 16874-0142

814-387-4509 • mlb10@verizon.net

15 September 2010

Surface Transportation Board

395 E Street, SW

Washington, DC 20423

Attention: Danielle Gosselin

Section of Environmental Analysis

Environmental Filing FD 35116

RE:  Environmental Filing FD 35116

Dear Ms. Gosselin:

I am disappointed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) submitted to the public for review.  The DEIS does not adequately address the following issues: 

1.  Connected Action

The primary purpose of this rail line is to run trash trains from large New York and New Jersey cities to a giant landfill proposed by RRLLC.  The funding source and co-petitioner of this rail line is RRLLC.  In fact, without RRLLC’s initiative and funding there would be no petition before the Surface Transportation Board (STB). 

RRLLC’s successive attempts to get the proposed landfill permitted by the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) have failed.  From 2004, when RRLLC first announced plans for the landfill, primary access was to be by a new I-80 interchange complemented with rail service in the future.  Although RRLLC proposed to fund and build the new I-80 interchange, they failed to get the necessary approvals needed from Centre County Commissioners, Planning Office, Metropolitan Planning Organization; PennDOT; and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).  As a result, DEP suspended the RRLLC landfill permit application in October 2006 until RRLLC could provide proof of adequate access to their proposed landfill site.  RRLLC’s needs this rail line approval to prove access to the site to satisfy DEP’s requirements, thus approval of the rail line will trigger a larger action.

During the review process for the I-80 interchange, the FHWA of the U.S. Department of Transportation considered the proposed interchange and the proposed landfill as a connected action.  How can the Surface Transportation Board (STB), an agency under the same U.S. Department of Transportation umbrella, fail to recognize a rail line that would serve the same purpose (access) for the same proposed landfill as a connected action?  

To provide a truly fair and thorough Environmental Impact Statement, alternative landfill sites should be explored.

2.  The DEIS Does Not Address the Need for Intermodal Competition

How will the requirement for intermodal competition be met with regards to this project?  Based on comments in the Point of Access Study referenced in the DEIS, it is quite clear that the local road system is inadequate for the volume and size of vehicles projected for the proposed landfill.  Without local road upgrades, the rail line lacks intermodal competition. 

3. The DEIS Fails to Adequately Assess Environmental and Economic Impacts 

The DEIS fails to recognize our local existing economic base that depends on the undeveloped environmental strengths that will be irreparably degraded by the proposed industrialization.  The seemingly superficial rather than careful deliberative analysis of impacts to rural and remote outdoor recreation will cost our local communities economically and business-wise much more than our communities could possibly gain in the short-term from a full-time landfill and a part-time railroad.  

Because the proposed landfill “benefits” are projected (and highly exaggerated), the harms to our outdoor recreation economy should be adequately and accurately projected based on historical growth, and given equal weight and should include loss of revenue to all the mom-and-pop businesses that cater to the area’s visitors.  To date, the only local attraction the DEIS recognized is 9.3 miles of the Snow Shoe Rail-Trail.  That indicates a severe flaw and deep misunderstanding of this region’s economy by those who compiled the DEIS!

The DEIS must adequately address the environmental and economic impacts including, but not limited to:

· All residences, seasonal, and recreational properties within five miles of train horns, ingress and egress of roads that will carry “support” traffic, and industrial noise produced by a fully divulged single and complete proposed industrialization – not just the “foot in the door” landfill and/or gas industry. The noise is industrial and negatively affects the aesthetics and psychological feel of rural properties.
Impacts on businesses, residences, and seasonal properties, including loss of wilderness aesthetics and sense of remoteness from road “improvements,” track and horn noise, odors, emissions, and other proposed industrial activities. All property owners – especially those who live in this area -- deserve respect – especially because the proposed industrialization by RRLLC (an outside developer) is not consistent with local zoning and land use planning. Additionally, seasonal property owners pay full property taxes to our schools and require little to no support services, such as police and fire. Unlike industrial development, seasonal property owners are low-impact, part-time residents.

· All traditional recreation activities and events that bring visitors to this region, including but not limited to:

Snow Shoe Rail-Trail visitor revenues and investments, especially the loss of ATV rider revenue. This well-managed and well-recognized Rail-Trial is unique in the fact that it is a multi-use trail with over 3,000 members who support and maintain the trail. ATV use is highly restricted in Pennsylvania—this is one of the rare linear park locations where registered ATVs are legal, which makes the loss of half the 19-mile trail even more detrimental.  Motorized users spend more money per capita than walkers, birders, hikers and bikers. Many of our small businesses will lose a significant source of income if connectivity and mileage is sacrificed for this proposed rail line. This aspect of reactivation has yet to be considered an impact in this low-income region.

Red Mo Downriver Race (est 1967) is a nationally recognized qualifier race for Junior Olympics and destination for other recreational paddlesport on the Great Moshannon Creek. This rail line will loom over it, degrading the remote wilderness aspects and attractiveness of this destination. Nonmotorized boaters and floaters utilize local caterers and facilities.

Impacts on wildlife, including game and nongame species and interior forest inhabitants, including availability of foraging, breeding and migration. It has already been determined that the landfill will be detrimental to existing timber rattlesnake populations and hibernicula. Timber rattlesnakes require undeveloped areas to successfully breed, forage and hibernate.

Impacts on anglers. The Black Moshannon is a HQ-CWF with a WILD trout population and is a fishing mecca. Any proposed development along the rail line beyond the Peale Tunnel will adversely impact the Black Moshannon watershed – one of the few remaining fishing streams not affected by acid mine drainage (AMD) in this area.

Seasonal Properties (mentioned above with residential properties)

Hikers, bikers, walkers, backpackers, birders and others who visit and utilize not only the Rail-Trail, but have invested time and energy in the Allegheny Front Trail, Black Moshannon Park, and the adjacent Moshannon State Forest.

This short list is merely the tip of the iceberg – and it supports the argument for a much more holistic approach to the DEIS. The loss of dependable long-term outdoor recreation revenues to this region as a result of industrial degradation facilitated by approval of the proposed rail line will easily out distance any short-term proposed landfill–rail line “job” projections. 

There is a need, and demand, for rural recreation opportunities so people can unwind and enjoy nature, escape the stresses of civilization and industrialization, get exercise and have the opportunity to enjoy solitude. This environment is part of our past, our present, and our key to a bright future.

The DEIS has overlooked the majority of our communities’ natural heritage, historic and cultural aspects, aesthetics, existing land use, land-use planning, rural economic strengths and how much our communities depend on the undeveloped environment. 

This proposed landfill–rail line–industrialization is not the best interest of our rural communities.  We have already discovered our community, environmental, and economic strengths in the absence of such development.  Another site for the proposed landfill activities, closer to the producer of the waste, as opposed to our prime, highly valued, recreational and wild areas should be selected.  This contiguous forest and wild area provides an existing, ideal setting for our communities’ substantial and rapidly growing, outdoor recreation-based business economy.  

Respectfully submitted this 28th day of September 2010 via email,
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