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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.”


AssenzaA
Text Box
EI-25328
Part 1 of 5
A to C


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 82,220 square miles have lived in uncertainty about the future of their homes,
farms and liveltihood.

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 mvolved
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

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 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
finanecial 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 0/\ )
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Amanda Alderfer
628 S State Road 2
Hebron, IN 46341

708-567-2911
Amandaalderfer@yahoo.com
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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 letier 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 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 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 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.

Jacqueline Alderfer
628 S State Road 2
Hebron, IN 46341

708-567-0617
mjalderfer@sbeglobal.net
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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 ! 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

- 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
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.

Signature %?a AZ /,5 ~

Max Alderfer
628 S State Road 2
Hebron, IN 46341

708-5567-8053
mjalderfer@sbcglobal.net
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mzr. 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 Transportatien 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. Ellict, 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 fedexal, 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 rait line to decument 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 Suxface
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 interegted 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 alsc 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 io 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

- 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 wards) 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 $iling 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 hine 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 bex 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 1 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 Countys Deparment 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

- 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 erinent 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 goéd
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.

- QLB 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.

e A M

Name Laurie A e
| 55 35 Prirﬁ)of“”f d.
Address City b ris | L o450
?

State and Zip Phone ( €15 ) Y J4 71271

Email



Lanrie  Allen

mm@ m D \ q:@uo ﬁ\T & . TN B Mgt S
Morvis, T4 (0450 s Gy s

s,

x &%ﬁ?m M. szﬁki
| Sweface \ﬂﬁPSm%olﬁtoj Poord Docket No.

Fb 55952
295 E. Staut, SW Washin n, D

204az-0cel

2OAZTOOOL L O T T L 1T T TP WY PR




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 1 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.

- MTr. 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
Jfreight 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
OWNETS.

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 toil 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 July 8,2016

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.
Eltiot, 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 Departiment 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).
[t 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.

futd

Earl Arrowood

1833 N Tarrant Road
Milton, WI 53563
608-436-3565
flyboyatjvl@yahoo.com
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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,

- 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



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: Dacket # 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 2 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 frexght pinch points and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promotedevelopment.”



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

Mz, 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. Tt 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 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
promotedevelopment.”



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 GL.B proposed plan using all options available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature /j@@@] W%\
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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, 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 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 Scuthern 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 transporiation
Dblan 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 toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project will have only their own
finanecial 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 alt 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 Chicage 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 Corporaticn’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
Depariment of Transportation and Highways is proceeding with a long range transporiation
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 publiec convenience.

- Opposition te 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 ight 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, 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 1t interested in using the proposed rail. It also states that no information about current
rail movements or traﬁic volumes was provided for the GLB broject. This raises the question
whether there are any “non-disclosure agreements” at all. It also’*makes ¥ne 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 Transpprtation 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 pars 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 pmsch pgints and _possible solitions. 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 hivelihood.

- 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 soi} 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 C! ,Qj 3 .
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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 netification 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.

- 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 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. Fer 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 commereial 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 transporiation
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

- T 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
praject, 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 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 Cock 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 solutien 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 preduction 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 204283-0001

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. Furthermore, 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 Envircnmental 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 is 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 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 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, 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

- 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
stax:ting 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 1s 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

Mzr. Navecky -

Surface Trransportation 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. Furthermore, 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 - ig 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. i

- 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 Naticnal invested heavily in their own Chicago bypass by purchasing the Elgin, Joliet
and Eastern Railway line and is 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 productlon for a speculative for-profit pro;ect
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 ava.ﬂable,
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 - i 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, IL, 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, necesgity 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
Fransportation Board’s (STB) jurisdiction to approve a utility corridor is also in question.

- Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southers 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 lifie and are thérefore less likely to usethe proposed GLBtoltrail————— -

- 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 raiges 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 rait - 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 fieid
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
finanecial 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 wil! 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 Iéss likely to use the proposed GEB toltrail—— —

- 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.

- Mxr. 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 June 10, 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 Gr_eat Lakes Basin. (GLB) rail project, it is
my opinion that the proposed GLB project has failed to sufﬁcien?ly prqv:de flocumentat'lo.n that supports public
convenience and necessity. Further more [ believe that fast tracking this project and waiving the six month
-d was an error on the part of the STB. For the following reasons I respectfully reapest that.the.

5 -3 S R Py

notific-

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
manageria] 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.

- Goverr® ~* has spend millions of tax dollars preserving farmtand, woodlands and promoting good

Yetin - Far—ers spend thousands of dollars on 50il conscivatiun praviives: Tile prUpUSEQ il
: ~+ouictive to these efforts.

- Home ai..:and 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 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.

- 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 raif 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

- Iind 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 livetihood.

- 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
agriculturai 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 witl 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.

(s Byteo
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 June 10, 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 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 H Z .
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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, 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 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 rai! 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 startin g 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, 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 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 rai! - 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

Name Lance B)Umc er
Address City 950 I (9r’]5rm}//

PJ. ' ﬂochene

_95)-4¥328
State and Zip Phone T~ | L)ob8 - __g;{ 757/ ¥

Email ‘qnceb)ymeye}-@/q}) oU., c oM



Lavee fRlumeyenr
3960 CrrsT 1)) RY. CARTL STRES
Cocher/e, 2. {1068

&

2 AIM 2046

# s
Ariw » Docker = FPIST5 2
MR. pave cKy <
SoRF Ace TRAN Spor 7m Zoon BOARD Docker ¥ FP 3595
295 E. S Treeq
Sw K\\R\c;\w 3(:\ DC 20917y —000 )/
FONEI-TON _____:_w_u._z___,r_.__s_w_H.a__..k..._,_wmw._.w._:___._E_u._._.%W

J
Fvibweasg, o s !
~
e T — - w— - - - — B S — ——— T ——— e . e ——— e —— -




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 1 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 Rail Line will, at best, only
address a very small part of the region's freight congestion. Cook Countys 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
lo 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 conventence.
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 Countys 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
{o 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. | 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.
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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 Transpertation 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 projeci.

- Mr. John Yonan, P. E., Superintendent of the Cock County Department of Transportation and
Highways writes the following in his letter to the 8STB; “ 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 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 dangercus (due to farm fieid
crossings) to manage. Productivity of the land will decrease due to construction of the rail, odd
shaped parcels and inereased 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, 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 ne 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 pricritize 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
Clncago 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 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
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided information is what led me to the conciusion 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 cptions available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature

Elne D12 okt

Name Elarme Mare B0h /
Address G35 /Map/e Lane

-City /M anFeno

StateandZip _// (0 750

Phone $/5 — Y¢G§ - 7096
Email



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
praoject.

NEED

- The Chicage 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 15,600 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 Noxfolk-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 gll. 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.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE
I find no evidence that the proposed GLB Chicago bypass has been identified as a solution to the
ChJcago 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 wili 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 so0il 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.

Siemature Dt dei I Bodd
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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 decument 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 transporiation
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 & public
convenience. Taking highly productive tand 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

Lottt S~ Bodl

Name Rober? John Dohl
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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 informaticn 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 dees 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.

- Mz. 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, 2616

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 Transpartation 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-Scuthern 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
Dplan 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 Chicage bypass has been identified as & 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 alt 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 tdentify 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 sclution 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
preject, 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 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 poinis 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 streas 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 propesed 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

Mo B s
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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, IT, indicate the CREATE Dproject,
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 documentatior 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 Norfoik 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. Tt 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 poasibly 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 aptions available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature

Mike Bowdr—

Name M kfr 6 aucﬂ»‘t av

Address qfé} N qoa

agrd

City G-"M\P KM

Statesnd Zip L&

0997

Phone g5 741 bq?ﬂ

Email



CHAMPAIGN IL G618

02 JUN 2016 PM 2T

M&\N&Pm\ &\Q%Q\.Nm%uoxf ,,

gt 35957,
395 & Sheel Qo 3

%

EQ MS\xo; Dc. &lo YA3- OOQ\\Q:ZZv

]
o~
-

BOAEEROONE L TUTL U LI 1T B R T U R P TR P T A 1



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. Furthermore 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
15, 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, nor 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 8TB; “The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Line will, at best, only address a very small pari 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 spent 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 L S

Michael E Bourgerie
6804 Montague Rd
Rockford Illinois 61102

815-964-8842
Tr184or@yahoo.com
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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
promotedevelopment.”



P

UBLIC 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.

Al
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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 reasens 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 leiter 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 logul department (filed as EI-22974 under

FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disclosure agreement with GLB,
nor ig 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 alsc 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 preductive 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. ' o

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. Elkiot, 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 buginess 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 fo 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 Scuthern Cotporation’slegal department (filed-as EI-22974-under
FD-35952) states that Norfolk-Southern does not have a non-disciosure 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 ‘IQZZZW 6/1%?,

Neme "} ¢ Riciq ﬂBRQdL&‘/
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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
collaboratien 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
18, 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 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
bromote 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 dengercus (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 scil 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 & group, I will fight the GLB proposed plan using all aptions available,
including Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature

Name ’ma/m _iju
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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.
Furthermore 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

e 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.

e 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 rai! 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.

e 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.

e 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.

e 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-
disciosure agreement with GLB, nor s 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 aiso 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



i

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 fieid 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 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 resoiutions 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 Iand 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,

JWE/
" Daniel Breyne D

25950 W. Hafenrichter Rd.
Plainfield, IL 60585
630-820-7282



Jodeen Breyne
25950 W. Hafenrichter Road

Plainfield, L 60585-7898
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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.
Furthermore, 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

e 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.

e 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.

e 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.

e 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.

e 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 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

e 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.

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.

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 spent 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.

o 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.

e The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be
considered a public convenience. Taking highly productive iand 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. 1
respectfully request that the STB cease work on this project.

Sincerely,

Jodeen Breyne

25950 W. Hafenrichter Rd.
Plainfield, IL 60585
630-820-7282
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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, a2 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

Name David Brockman
Address 4825 S Gonnam Rd
City Verona

State and Zip || 60479
Phone 815-287-2163

Email dbrock@csky.net
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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.

- Mzr. 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 %«»4- {1 cz”%'ﬁ&—/éhw

Name [Anmele 3 Brockmmn
Address 4825 S. Gonnam Kead
City Verone_

Stateand Zip T ¢ Ley? 7
Phone gys57 2837.2/03

Email g, o0k @2 Csky. net



Mr. and Mrs. Dave Brockman
4825 5. Gonnam Rd.
Verona, IL 60479
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Michael C. Bryant

7505 E. 181% Avenue

Hebron, IN 46341

Telephone: (219) 789-5390
Email: mbryant33309@gmail.com

June 16, 2016

Mr. David Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Re: Docket # FD 35952
Dear 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. Furthermore I believe that fast-tracking this project and waiving the six

month notification period was an error on the part of the Surface Transportation Board (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 Chairman of the STB Daniel Elliot 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, nor 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 STB’s jurisdiction to approve a utility
corridor also is in question.

Union Pacific and Norfolk-Southern have publicly stated that they are not interested in the proposed
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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 therefore are less likely to use the proposed GLB toll rail.

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

John Yonan, Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways writes
the following in a 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.”

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

PUBLIC IMPACT

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 route of the proposed rail will change the lives of people in an area of over 32,220 square miles.
We live in uncertainty about the future of the homes, farms and livelihood. The threat of the use of

eminent domain by a consortium of private investors to acquire the land to make a profit has increased

stress for property, farm and business 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 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. Property
tax revenues in turn will decrease.

GLB intends to be a toll railroad. Investors in this proposed project have only their own financial
interest in mind, not public benefit.
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The loss of thousands of acres of prime farmland cannot possibly be considered a public benefit.
Taking highly productive land out of production for a speculative for-profit project is not in the
publics’ best interest

The points outlined above are what lead me to the conclusion that the proposed GLB project is
economically unnecessary and would be a detriment to the public. It was vetted insufficiently 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.

Respectfully yours,

Michael C. Bryant
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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. Furthermore, 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, neceasity 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 is 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 seil 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.

Signature
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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 Lakées Basin (GL.B) 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 faederal government - is in the process of
implementing physical and manegerial improvements to make the rail system in Chicago more
efficient in order to decrease delays. Letters from the Claas I rail lines in response to the July
183, 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, neceasity or benefits.

. GLB documentation does not describe a need for the 50 foot utility easement (beyond stating
that it is a potential revanue 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 ron=disclosure-agreement wittr GELB,—- ———
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 S8TB; “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
agserts). It is a business proposai 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 livelil:ood.

- 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 resclutions 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 &’7 ﬁ"%
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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 (GLEB) 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, S y .

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
18, 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 availabhle business plan for the proposed rail line to document public
convenience, heceasity 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 ir 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 mon-disclosure agreement withr GBB, ——- - ———— -~

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 prcjects to address freight congestion and
promote development.” ; i



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- Ifind no evidence that the p;oposed GLB Chlcago bypass has been 1dent1ﬁed 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 aréa of over 82,220 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 Iand
and property owners,

- Farm fieids divided by the proposed rail will be more difficult and dangerous (due to farm ﬁeld
crossings) to manage. 'Productnnty 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 promotmg
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 posgibly 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 & 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 (’ i z 3

Name Ga /aMZ{J’

Address ,;2[8} Al Lfs-(LM

city [ efand
StateandZip  TL (00S>/
Phone 2,5' 22&307 .73/-

Email J—



we&%
282 zﬁf&

Lelard, 1L 405D) A3 I S FHEL
1

B SLIBLIRER B S0 -

M- Noue
Sun )it \M\rm:mﬂs.—mmwj Aol -
Dotk No FD 595 >

245 ¢ . SH IO
(st De 20423000 |

\D\%/gk ﬂo wm.\@@fw EOSETO0GE ?._____.;::.:.t:::L.:-::-::.:t:-&:::?rr-




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. T i .

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 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 alse 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 ave 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) rtates that Notfolk-Southern-does not have a ron-disclosure agreement with: GLEB,—-
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

- 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, wocdlands 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 posgibly 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 reasens 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 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 (Gue 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,
inchuding 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 Washmgton
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 propoged (LB project has failed to sufficiently provide documentation that supports public
convenience and necessity. Fiirther 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 tol! 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 iransportation 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 thé 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. €ostly 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 conservaxlon gractlces 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 pubhc 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 prbposed 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 availabie, 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, 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 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 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 atoll 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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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 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.

- 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

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 propesed rail line to document publie
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 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 dees 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.

- Mz, 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 hational 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 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 agricultursal 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
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 ight 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 alse 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 lo 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 sclution to the
Chmago 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 doHars preserving farmland, woodlands and promoting
good agricultural practices. Farmers spend thousands of dollars on s0il conservation practices.
The proposed rail line is counter-productive to these efforts.

- Home and land cwners near the propesed 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 preduction 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 respectfuily 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 /&/n/ Crps-Gre
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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 EI1-22974 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 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
is not in the publics’ best interest

The above provided informaticn 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 hox and the judicial system.

signature (g ner) Logrer_/
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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 supperts 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 Transpertation Efficiency (CREATE) program - a
collaboration between rail companies, local, state and federal government - is in the process of
1mplementing 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 & 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 transporiation
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
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
damsaged 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 rait 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 oppesing 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 Wﬂ/ d«f?,o_/
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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 hottleneck, 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
finanecial 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 %
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ATTN: Dacket # FD 35952 May 31, 2016

Mr. Navecky

Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952

395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Mr. Navecky,

project.

- Mr. John Yopan, P.E., Superintendent of the Cook County Department of Transportation and
nghwayswzitestheﬁ)llowinginhislettertotheS'l‘B; “The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail
Lim’mrill,atbest,onlyaddressaverysm.allpartoftheregiou’sﬁ'eightcongestioa~ Cook County’s
Department of Transportation and Highways is proceeding witk a long range traasportation
phaﬁumbﬁsmmmm#dghpmmmdposﬁbkm Those
studies will yield @ more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
Dpromotedevelopment.”



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 eminept domain - has increased stress for land
and property owners.

Farm fields divided by the proposed rail will be more difficuli 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 ine 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 railvoad. 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. Furthermore [ 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 spent 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. [nvestors 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.

Signature

s thooale 662006

Lucia Chwala

138 E Pine View Ct.
Edgerton, WI 53534

lucichwala@yahoo.com
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 June 5, 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, 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 Pactfic 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. 1t 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, [ will fight the GLB proposed plan using all options available, including
Congress, my vote at the ballot box and the judicial system.

Signature

st Ohala

Sue Chwala

138 E Pine View Ct.
Edgerton, WI 53534
scaschw(@gmail.com
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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. Furthermore [ 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 raii 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 tol| 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

Ppinch 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 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 spent 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.

Signature
William Chwala

138 E Pine View Ct.
Edgerton, WI 53534

chwalas@centurytel.net
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ATTN: Docket # FD 35952 July 7, 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 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
A

il 1 |
/ ﬂﬁ’”’

b e
Christina Clampitt

4077 E 2975t St
Sheridan, IL 60551
LaSalle County
clampitts@sbeglobal.net

815-695-5686
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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.

Signature W %

Name Benjamin Clausing
Address 549 Pinegar Road
City Garden Prairie

State and Zip  |llinois, 61038
Phone

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

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 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 GL3B,
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

- 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. 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 guestion.

- 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 sclution 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 (Mx. 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 so0il 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
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.

Signature

Name: W argarek Collins
Address 1_470 5. Rearett Rd.
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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 strietly 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 2lso 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 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 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 poinis and possible solutions. Those
studies will yield a more comprehensive range of projects to address freight congestion and
promote development.”



PUBLIC CONVENIENCE

- T 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 resclutions 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 - 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
18, 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.

- Mzr. 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

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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