Mr. Dave Navecky
Surface Transportation Board
Docket No. FD 35952
395 E. Street SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Dear Surface Transportation Board,
Thank you for considering public input. 
I believe the Great Lakes Basin Transportation environmental impact study public hearing is unfair to the landowners for the following reasons.

[bookmark: _GoBack]1.  90 days is too small of a window for public input and could not come at a more difficult time for the very people this railroad will impact. As farmers, we are still putting in 15-18 hour days and to take time to try and learn any factual information on this procedure and railroad proposal has been exhausting, while leaving little time for writing a submittal.  I know of many farmers still struggling to find time for their input.  The normal six-month window would of given us certain down time to better prepare our submittals.

2.  The pre-scoping process is not fair because landowners were not notified directly.  Many landowners are unaware that this project will impact their land and therefore will not submit comments.  There could be significant environmental concerns that your board should be aware of, but will not since landowners were not given individual notice.  A public notice does not reach absentee landowners.  In any local zoning procedure notice each potentially impacted landowner is directly contacted. Why is that not a rule with a federal project?  I am requesting for the second round of the environmental impact study that all landowners in the selected route must be notified.

3. Because there is no formal application with a signature verifying its truth and GLBT stories keep evolving, it is hard to know what all our concerns should be.   The initial story was to ease the congestion in Chicago and help our agriculture economy.  But now we can see GLBT is avoiding all our industrial areas that potentially could of benefitted from a rail spur and instead one of their stated main goals was to avoid population centers.  We now understand the hazardous content of the train needs to be moved away from significant populations so evacuation and insurance issues are lessened.  This is a frightening thought that it is acceptable to GLBT to endanger our water, our land, our livestock and our very lives because we are fewer in number.  How does this pass the environmental justice category? 

Julie Newhouse 
Capron, IL

