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Dear Mr. Williams:

Enclosed for filing are the orig

for Exemption in the above-captioned
$4,700.00, are also enclosed to cover th

roceeding. Two checks, each in the amount of
e filing fees. Finally, I am enclosing the original and ten

copies of a draft Federal Register notice along with a computer diskette compatible with the
Board's current word processing capabilities. I would appreciate your acknowledgment of receipt

of these documents by stamping the exf
enclosed self-addressed stamped envelg
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ra enclosed copy of this letter and returning it to me in the
pe.

Very truly yours,
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Natalie S. Rosenberg
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BEFORE THE

|

SURF@CE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

DOCKET
DOCKET

NO. AB-565 (SUB-NO. 11X)
NO. AR-55 (SUB-NO. 617X)

i a1 —

NEW YORK CENTRAL LINES, LLC
ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION

CsX

TRANSPORTATION, INC.

DISCONTINUANCE OF SERVICE

- IN LAKE COUNTY, OHIO

!

PETITTIOIN FOR EXEMPTTION

New York Centrdgdl Lines, LLC (“NYC”) and CSX

Transportation, Inc. ("CSKT") propose to abandon and discontinue

service over,’ respective

lly, that portion of the Western Region,

Great Lakes Division, Chigago Line Subdivision, extending from the

former B&0O Valuation Statjon 2535440 to the end of track at former

Conrail Valuation Station||45+01, a distance of 2%56 miles between

Painesville and Grand River, Lake County, Ohio, (hereinafter

"In this Petition, the term ab
abandonment and discontinuance

apdonment is used to refer to both the
sought, unless otherwise stated.
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“the ling

States Postal Service ZF

l

pet
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referred to as

trackage proposed Zor al

are attached to this

this petition under 49
provisions of 49 U.S.C. |1

abandonment. In supporf

|

following:

1. NYC and CSXT g

|
|

|
.

the Western Region, Grea

Subdivision, extending f
to the end of track at £
between Painesville and

a. The Traffic
operation.

There are two rail-s
three potential customers

America (new owners of th

Il)‘
P Codes 44077 and 44045.
andonment and discontinuance

ition as Exhibit A.

2

The line traverses through United
Maps showing the
of service,
file

NYC and CSXT

10502 for an exemption from the
08€3, with regard to the proposed

of their petition, NYC and CSXT state the

ropose to abandon a 2.56 mile portion of

Lakes Division, Chicago Line
om former B&0O Valuation Station 2535+40

rmer Conrail Valuation Station 45+01

|
%rand River, Lake County, Ohio.

gn the line does not cover the cost of

erved facilities located on the line and

on the line: Morton Salt, Carmeuse North

=3

former LTV Steel facility on the line),

and Allegheny Niagara (co

the facility formerly own

* CSX Corporation, CSXT's pare
jointly acquired control of Co
Consolidated Rail Corporation
certain assets of Conrail have
of Conrail, to be exclusively d
agreement. The line to be aban
operated by CSXT pursuant to tH

Llectively the “Customers”).

Although

cd by LTV Steel has been located on the

company, and Norfolk Southern Corporation
rail, Inc. and its wholly owned subsidiary,
"Conrail®™). As a result of such acquisition,

erated by CSXT pursuant to an operating
cned is included among the property being
NYC operating agreement.

een assigned to NYC, a wholly owned subsidiary



line for some years,

at this location.

A

Therefore,

Steel did not utilize rail transportation

the only traffic on the line in the

recent past includes a jandful of shipments by Morton Salt and the

traffic of Allegheny Nie

the former LTV Steel fag

gara, a shipper of by~produ&t produced\at

ility.

i. Mordon Salt

Morton Salt operate

a rock salt facility at Painesville,
i

The majority of the outbound shipments from the Morton Salt

facility are transported

salt has been used only

The recent rail traffic
Year 2000

Year 2001
Year 2002 to date

via truck. Rail service for outbound
ery infrequently over the past few years.
istory for Morton Salt is set out below:
4 cars

6 cars
1 car

A verified traffic statement is attached hereto as Exhibit E.

ii. Carm

\

| o .
cuse North America

International Steel

former LTV lime facility

with the LTV bankruptcy proceeding.

(“Carmeusge”) ,

former LTIV facility on thi

operations.

Although Carmeuse recently

utilized truck service to

in turn, pupchased the facility from ISG.

roup (“ISG”) recently purchased the
n the line in Painesville in accordance
Carmeuse North America

The

line supplied lime to various LTV steel

The lime facility was shut down in December of 2001.

reopened the facility, Carmeuse has

transport the lime. Likewise, when LTV
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operated the facility, LTV did not utilize rail trénsporcation at
all. The recent rail t%affic histcry for the former LTV facility
is set out below:

Year 2000 \ 0 cars

Year 2001 ‘ 0 cars
Year 2002 to date 0 cars

Clearly, the former LTV |lime facility did not rely on rail

transportation despite s availability. From conversations with

Carmeuse, it does not appear that Carmeuse intends to make use of

direct rail service for the transportaticn of lime. Carmeuse has

not chosen to ship any lime by rail to date and Carmeuse has been
unwilling to make any type of commitment to ship any set level of
lime by rail in the futuye.

iii. Allegheny Niagara

]

Finally, in 2000 and 2001, Allegheny Niagara shipped a lime

by-product via rail from {the LTV facility. When the LTV facility

shut down in December, 20‘1, however, the operation of Allegheny

Niagara likewise ceased. ||As a result, Allegheny Niagara did not

utilize the line during the shutdown period. The rail traffic

|

history for Alleghény Niagara is set out below:

Year 2000 88 cars
Year 2001 71 cars
Year 2002 to date 0 cars

The lack of rail traffic im 2002 is a direct result of the closure

of the LTV facility. Howewer, it should be noted that the




facility has been reopened by Carmeuse and Allegheny Niagara is

still not making use of|lrail transportation. NYC and CSXT are

unaware of any intentio

by Carmeuse to allow Allegheny Niagara to

the lime facility.

recommence operations a

Allegheny Niagara does not own a facility on the line. Their

lime by-product operatign was totally dependent upon the cperation
of the LTV lime facilit During the relevant period when the LTV
facility was operationall, Allegheny Niagara did utilize the

available rail transportlation. As will be discussed more fully

below, however, Allegheny Niagara would have other transportation

options available to it ghould Carmeuse permit their continued

operation at the Carmeuse facility.

Prior to the closurd of the LTV facility, a three-man crew

would serve the line app

iv. Financial Analysis

The traffic of the Clstomers does not cover the cost of

operation. Ellen Preslar, the Senior Manager - Costing, in the

Cost & Economic Analysis department of CSXT prepared and verified

revenue and cost data for |the Line in conformity with 49 CFR

§1152.36. This analysis (See Exhibit F) shows the following:




Revenues Attributable
Avoidable Costs
Subgsidization Costs
Return on Value
Avoidable Loss
Avoidable Loss/Opportuni
Subsidy Year Loss

it

In the Base Year (7/01—6‘

il

%

return on value will tota

$16,642.00 as a result o

projected that for the F

Year loss will be $22,87]
traffic from Carmeuse or
reopened the former LTV f
intention to utilize rail
or lime by-product.
b. The Customer

options avai

Morton Salt has been
outbound shipments. The
Alternative transportatig
inciude continued use of
the rail team tracks locd

approximately 3 miles fro

&llegheny

-

LE

Base Forecast Subs:idy
Year Year Year
$ 61,325 $ "6,654 § 6,848
$ 77,967 $ 25,506 $ 25,540
- - $ -
- $ 4,177 § 4,177
S 16,642 S 18,852 $ 18,654
y Costs - $ 23,029 -
- - S 22,871
02), CSXT showed an avoidable loss of
the operation of the Line. It is
recast Year, CSXT’s avoidable loss and

1 $23,029.00, and the estimated Subsidy

.00. The forecasts necessarily assume no

Niagara. Since Carmeuse
cility, it has not indicated an

service for the transportation of lime

have alternative transportation
able.

utilizing truck transportation for
ine is conveniently located near US 2.
options available to Morton Salt

%ruck transportation as well as use of

?ed in the CSXT Painesville vard

K the line. A representative for Morton
|




Salt has been made awan

A copy of this filing 1

—

Prior to the shut-

(0L

 —

all products via truck 1

has exclusively used tri
Alternative transportati
continued use of truck t
tracks located in the (S8
for Carmeuse has been ma

A

forthcoming. copy of

In the event that A
at the former iTV facili
Niagara would have truck
Allegheny Niagara would !
located in CSXT’'s Painest
operation could be easily

operation. NYC and CSXT
Allegheny Niagara was alx
distance within the forme
cars. Although Allegheny
by-product a further dist
it would alter their oper

for Allegheny Niagara has

KT Painesville vyard.

|

I

that this abandonment was forthcoming.
being served on Morton Salt.

own, the LTV/Carmeuse facility shipped

ransportation. Since reopening, Carmeuse

cks to meet its transportation needs.

lon options available to Carmeuse are

ransportation or use of the rail team

A repreésentative

e aware that this abandonment was

his filing is being served on Carmeuse.
legheny Niagara recommences operations
.y at some ppint in the future, Allegheny
transportation available. Additionally,
be permitted to utilize the team tracks

|

ille yard. Seemingly, this team track
integrated into Allegheny Niagara'’s
nderstand that prior to the shut-down,
ady truéking the by-product a short
LTV facility prior to loading the rail
Niagara would be requiréd to truck the
nce, NYC and CSXT do not believe that
tion significantly. A representative

been made aware that this abandonment

10




filing was forthcomingl A copy cf this filing is being served on

Allegheny Niagara.
As information, t City of Painesville is not oppcsed to

the abandonment of the [line. Attached to the Environmental

Report/Exhibit B is a lptter from the City Engineer to CSXT

noting that “the abandonment would not alter the City's master

Comprehensive Plan.” The City Engineer went on to say “In fact,

should the City be able|tc obtain title to noted portiocns of the

abandoned line, it would enhance the City’s ability to meet our

planning goals.”?
c. Safety Considerations
Abandonment of the Jine will result in the elimination of 6

public road crossings. s such, the likelihood of a collisicon
between a train and a motior vehicle at those 6 crossings would be

completely eliminated. e elimination of at-grade rail crossings

is an important safety p %SUlt at CSXT.

Additionally, the lilhe runs through a recreaticnal area.® As

seen in the photographs aftached to the Historic Report/Exhibit C,

een expressed. The Lake County Planning

3 some opposition, however, has
Eand River have expressed opposition to the
|

Commission and the Village of

proposed abandonment on behalf
development. NYC and CSXT are
development on the line and ha
increased traffic from the ind

f the industries and potential future

naware of any viable plans for future

been unable to procure any commitments of
istries as indicated in the letters from the
aforementioned opponents which mre attached to the Environmental Report.

“As such, the City has expressefl an interest in utilizing the line for trail
purposes along with other non-rhkil uses.

11
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several close clearance
of the line will elimin

2. Under 49 U.S.
without the prior appro
the Board must

10502, el

when it finds that (1)

L«

provisions is not necess

policy of 49 U.S.C. 101(
limited scope or regulat
from the abuse of market
squarely within the staty

3

The rail

U.S.C. 10101 requires, a

regulatory authority, th
regulatory control over

regulation is necessary,

decisions;

economic conditiong and e
operation of transportati
detriment to the public h

transportation system mesg

national defense.

%al of the

reduce barriei

points exist along the line. Abandonment
te these close clearance points.
line cannot be abandoned

10903, a rail

Roard. However, under 49 U.S.C.
cemmpt a rall transaction from regulation
pplication of the pertinent statutory

ary to carry out the rail transportation

|

1; and (2) either the transaction is of
ion is unnecessary to protect shippers
power. The proposed abandonment falls.
tory standards requiring exemptiom.
ransportation policy set forth in 49
relevant here, that in exercising its

? Board will minimize the need for Federal
éhe rail transportation system and, when
render fair and expeditious regulatory

is to exit from the industry; foster sound
:ncourage efficient management; ensure the
on facilities aﬁd equipment without

alth and safety; and promote a sound

ing the needs of the public and the
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Exemption of th

of these elements of the rail policy.

the regulatory expenée anag
application, exemption wil
reduce regulatory barriers
sound economic conditions

earlier indicaﬁed, three p

and encourage efficient management.

otential Customers on the

proposed abandonment well serves all
Specifically,‘by minimizing

time lag inherent in a full abandonment

1 expedite regulatory decisions and

to exit. Exemption will also fostexr
As

line make

minimal use of the line anmd already utilize viable transportation

alternatives. As indicate
avoidable losses upon cont
Accordingly, the proposed
from the costs of owning 3§

railroad.

The‘line doeg ng

this fact,
abandonment is necessary £
NYC and CSXT have served a

Traffic Management Command

national defense concerns gbout the line. i

In short,
to carry out any of the rel
elements of 49 U.S.C.

competitors or communities

d earlier,

t serve a military facility.

br the national defense.

1010%L.

CSXT will likely incur

inued operation over the line. .
abandonment will relieve NYC and CSXT

nd maintaining an under-utilized line of

Given

it seems very uglikely that the line proposed for

Nevertheless,
copy of this petition on the Military ;

which shall advise the Board of any

full apandonment proceedings are unnecessary

evant rail transportation policy
No vital interest of shippers,

will be adversely affected, and the

13 J



abandonment exemption NY

the burdens associated w

and CSXT seek here will free them from

ith ownership and maintenance of the line.

4. The EnviroLmental Report regquired by 49 C.F.R.
Section 1105.7 and the Historic Report required by 49 C.F.R.
1105.8 are attached as Exhibits B and C, respectively, to this

petition for exemption.
showing NYC’s and CSXT’s
5. NYC and C

labor protective conditi

- - Abandonment

requirements of 49 U.S.C.

~
o .

The Custo

minimal use of rail trang

Furthermore,

transportation options av

use of those options.

abandonment presents no o

Further,

involves only 2.56 miles

-- Goshen,

the Customer

It

the proposed aban

Attached as Exhibit D is a certificate
compliance with 49 C.F.R. 1105.11.
SXT understand that the Board will impose

ns as stated in Oregon Shoxrt Line Co.

360 I.C.C. S1 (1979), to satisfy the -

10502 (g) .

ers located on the line have made
(ortatiog in the past few years.

I have at least two alternative
rilable aﬁd generally have been making
is therefore clear that the proposed
lportunity for an abuse of market power.

donment is of limited scope, because it

J

9f trackage.

14




7. All commun

should be directed to:

Natal

Couns
500 W
Jacks
(504)

Louils
Ball
1455
Washi
(202)

8.

doesg not contain federally

documentation in petitione

promptly to those requesti

9.

was to be published in the

October 10, 2002.
will be forwarded to the ¥

NYC and CSXT ac
an exemption from the prov
to the proposed abandonmer
portion of the Western Reg
Subdivision,

2535+40 to the end of the

Based on inf

The newspap¢

An Affi

extending frg

ications with respect to this petition

ie S. Rosenberg
el

ater Street - JL50
onville, Florida
359-1253

32202

and

E. Gitomer, Esqg.
Tanik, LLP

B Street, NW, Suite 225
ngtonn, DC 20005
638-3307

ormation in our possession, the line

7 granted right-of-way. 2aAny

D

r's possession will be made available

ng it.
r notice required by 49 C.F.R. 1105.12
The News-Herald, Painesville, OH, on

davit of publication from the newspaper

toard as soon as it is received by CSXT.

ordingly request that the Board grant

isions of 49 U.S.C. 10903, with regard

b

it and discontinuance of service of that

ion, Great Lakes Division, Chicago Line
m the former R&0O Valuation Station

track at former Conrail Valuation

15




Station 45+01, & distance|of 2.56 miles between Painesville and

Grand River, Lake County,| Ohio.

Respectfully submitted,

Nl // S
Sty Lpgon bir
NATALIE S. ROSENBERG

500 Water Street
Jacksonville, Florida 32202
Counsel for

CSX Transportation, Inc.

Dated: October 11, 2002

16
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1 BEGIN ABANDONMENT
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of 2.56 Miles
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EXHIBIT B

E

v

VIRONMENTAL REPORT

NEW YORK CENTRAL LINES, LLC

@ROPOSED ABANDONMENT
'DQCKET AB-565 (SUB-NO. 11X)

and

CBX TRANSPORTATION, INC.
PROPOSED DISCONTINUANCE OF SERVICE
DOCKET AB-55 (SUB-NO. 617X)

The following information is pra

vided in accordance with 48 C.F.R. Section 1105.7:

Describe the proposet
disposition (if any) of
and any possible ch
Also describe any rea

1 action, including commodities transported, the planned
any rail line and other structures that may be involved,

anges in current operations or maintenance practices.

sonable alternatives to the proposed action. Include a

readable, detailed mag and drawings clearly delineating the project.

MNew York Cé

CSX Transg
service over
Painesville 2
referenced 2
Track, begin
along the G
industrial to

ntral Lines, LLC (“NYC”) proposes to abandon and
ortation, Inc. ("“CSXT") proposes to discontinue
approximately 2.56 miles of its rail line between
nd Grand River, Lake County, Ohio. The above-
56-mile line, known as the Morton Sait Industrial
s in our Painesville, Ohio Yard and runs north
rand River through an area that changes from
recreational use to serve one customer located at

~ the end of thle track who is active but has generated minimal

originating a
Principal com
lime and limsg

Abandonmen
crossties, and

nd terminating traffic during the past two years.
nmodities transported over the line have been salt,
stone products.

i of this line will result in the removal of the rail,
possibly the upper layer of ballast, subsequently

operations and maintenance of this line will cease. The City of
Painesville has expressed an interest in acquiring a portion of the

line to add to

their adjacent property ownership and enhance their

19




Zavironmental Regort

" New York Central Lines, LLC ~ Docket AB-565 (Sub. No. 11X)
CSX Transportation, Inc. — Docket AB-55 (Sub. No. 517X)
Page Zof 8

planning goals. In addition, Lake Metro Parks for Nerthezast Ohic
has expresséd ar interest in acquiring the entire line for a trail.

The only alternative would be not to abandon and to pass the
operating loss and capital costs of retaining the line to all other
NYC/CSXT gustomers. This would not be a prudent utilization of
carrier resoufces. '

Two maps which delineate the proposed project are attached.
(See Attachments 1 and 2.) :

PANSPORTATION SYSTEN

Describe the effects ﬂfthe proposed action on regional or local transportation

systems and patterns.

Estimate the amount of traffic (passenger or freight)

that will be diverted to|other transportation systems or modes as a resuit of the

propesed action.

B

(it)

There is no|NYC/CSXT passenger traffic on this line. Freight
traffic on the|line will be served by motor camiers that serve the
area. :

Based on consuliation with local and/or regional planning agencies
andfor a re\;ﬂzw of the official planning documents prepared by such
agencies, te whether the proposed action is consistent with
existing land use plans. Describe any inconsistencies.

nts have received responses to their inquires of

iB, 2002 to the Lake County Planning Commission

( Village of Grand River Planning Commission
requesting information regarding this statement. On July 2,
2002, the Lake County Planning Commission responded
that “[they] would like to go on record as opposing the
abandgnment of the rail line between Painesville and Grand
River Village...” in order to preserve existing and future rail

" access|(See Attachments 3). The Village of Grand River
sent a\response on August 8, 2002, also opposing the
abandanment' (See Aftachment 4). On May 1, 2002, the
City of Painesville responded that “The abandonment would
not alter the City’s master Comprehensive Plan. In fact,
should|the City be able to obtain title to noted portions of the
abandaned line, it would enhance the City’s ability to meet
our plapining goals.” (See Attachment 5.)

Based on gpnsultation with the Natural Resources Conservation

20
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Environmental Recort

New York Central Lines, LLC ~ Docket AB-565 (Sub. No. 11X)
CS8X Trarispertation, Inc. — Docket AB-35 {Sub. No. 517X}
Page 3of 3

Service, stz}e the effect of the proposed action on any prime
agricultural jand.

|

Applicants have nct received a response to their inquiry of
Aprl 18, 2002 to the U. S. Department of Agriculture,
Naturaj Resources Conservation Service for-Allen County,
Chic r [questing information regarding this statement. (See
Attachment 8.)

Applicénts do not anticipate that the abandcnment will have
any acyerse impact on prime agriculturai land because the
line is jocated primarily in industrial and recreational areas.

(iii) if the action affects land or water uses within a designated coastal
zone, include the coastal zone information required by 1105.9.

On Apnil 25, 2002, Applicants received electronic mail from
the OHio Department of Natural Resources, Division of Real
Estate||and Land Management advising, “The project is
Jocated in the designated coastal zone area of Lake Ere
and aplpears consistent with the Ohic Coastal Management
Progrgm..” (See Attachment 7.)

(iv) If the proposed action is an abandonment, state whether or not the
right of way| is suitable for alternative public use under 49 U.S.C.
10906 and explain why. ~

The pioperty proposed to be abandoned may be suitable
for other public purposes, but may be subject to
reversionary interests that may affect transfer of title for
other fthan rail purposes. The City of Painesvile has
expregsed an interest in purchasing sections of the right of
way tc‘ enhance their ability to meet planning goals, and
Lake Metro Parks for Northeast Ohio has expressed an
interest in acquiring the entire line for a trail.

] Describe tite effect of the proposed action on transportation of
energy resources.

The proposed action will have no effect on the
transpgrtation of energy resources.

(i) Describe the effect of the proposed action on recyclable commod-
ities.

21




(iii)

B

(ii)

(iii)

The pr
and/or,

State wheth
decrease in

Sovircnmental Report
New York Central Lines, LLC - Docket AB-565 (Sub. No. 11X)

- CSX Transportation, Inc. — Docket AB-55 {Sub. No. §17X)
Paged4of 8

oposed action will have no effect on the meovement
recovery of recyclable commodities.

er the proposed action will resuit in an increase or
overall energy efficiency and explain why.

The proposed action will nct result in an increase or
decrease in overall energy efficiency.

If the proposed action will cause diversions from rail to motor

carriage of more than: (A) 1,000 rail carloads a vear; or (B) an
average. of 50 rail carloads per mile per year for any part of the
affected ling, quantify the resulting net change in energy
consumption] and show the data and methodology used to arrive at
the figure giyen. :
There will be no diversion of rail traffic to motor camiage in
excess|of the above thresholds.

if the propoéed action will resuit in either: (A) an increase in rail
traffic of at least 100% ({measured in gross ton miles annuaily) or an

increase of gt least eight trains a day on any segment of rail line
affected by the proposal, or (B} an increase in rail yard activity of at
least 100% (imeasured by carload activity), or (C) an average increase
in truck traffic of more than 10% of the average daily traffic or 50

vehiclesad
effect on air

on any affected road segment, quantify the anticipated
missions.

The ablve thresholds will not be exceeded.

if the propos

traffic of a

Fd action affects a class | or non-attainment area under

st 50% (measured in gross ton miles annually) or an

the Clean Az% Act; and will it result in either: (A) an increase in rail

increase of g
(B) an incre
cariload aciiy
than 10% of
road segmern
are within th
Plan.

The abg

and freon) is|

ase in rail yard activity of a least 20% (measured by
ity), or (C) an average increase in truck traffic of more
the average daily traffic or 50 vehicles a day on a given
i, then state whether any expected increased emissions
e parameters established by the State Implementation

ve thresholds will not be exceeded.

contemplated, identify: the materials and quantity, the

If transportaTon of ozone depleting materials {such as nitrogen oxide

least three trains a day on any segment of rail line, or’
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frequency of service; safety practices (inciuding any speed
restriction); the apgplicant's safety record (to the extent available) on
derailments, accidents and spiils; contingency plans to deal with
accidental spills; and the likelihocd of an accidental release of czone
depleting|materials in the event of a collision or derailment.

~

Not japplicable.

If any of the thresholds identified in item (5)(i) of this section are surpassed,
state whether the proposed action will cause: (i) an incremental increase in
noise levels of three decibels Ldn or morg, or (ii) an increase to a noise level of
85 decibels Ldn or|greater. If so, identify sensitive receptors {e.g., schocls;
libraries, hospitals, fesidences, retirement communities, and nursing homes) in
the project area, apd quantify the noise increase for these receptors if the

threshoids are surpassed.

(i®)

(iii)

The abovelthresholds will not be exceeded.

Describe sjmy effects of the proposed action on public health and

safety {including vehicle delay time at railroad grade crossings).

TherL will be no adverse impact on public health and safety.
In fagt, as traffic over the line will cease, public health and
safety will be improved by the elimination of 6 public and
private grade crossings in addition to eliminating train
movgment through a potentially dangerous area of
trackside boats, restaurants and close clearance points
through the Village of Grand River.

If hazardo is materials are expected to be transported, identify: the
materials and quantity; the frequency of service; whether chemicals
are being|/transported that, i mixed, couid react to form more
hazardous|| compounds; safety practices (including any speed
restriction 1); the applicant's safety record (to the extent available) on
derailments, accidenis and hazardous spills; the contingency plans
to deal accidental spills; and the likelihood of an accidental

release of hazardous materials.

Not applicable.

if there are any known hazardous waste sites or sites where there
have been| known hazardous material spills on the right of way,
identify the location of those sites and the types of hazardous

T
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nts' records do not indicate any hazardous waste
r sites where there have been hazardous material
n this line segment.

(i)

Based on cg

whether the
or threatene
so, describe

On Mg
of the
Ohio,

the rar

nsultation with the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, state
proposed action is likely to adversely affect endangered
d species or areas designated as a critical habitat, and if
the effects.

y 21, 2002, and June 7, 2002, the U. S. Department
Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service, Reynoldsburg,

advised that the proposed abandonment lies within

ge of the Indiana bat (a Federally-listed endangered

specieg), the piping plover (a Federaliy-listed endangered
specieg), and the bald eagle (a Federally-listed threatened

species

Based

matens

do ng

endang

During
any ad

State wheth
or forests wi

Based
within
Parks
locateg

). (See Attachment 8.)

upon Applicants’ intention to remove only the track
| and possibly the upper layer of ballast, Applicants
t anticipate that abandonment will affect any
ered or threatened species or crtical habitats.
salvage operations, due care will be taken to avoid
erse impact to the above-listed species.

=r wildlife sanctuaries or refuges, Mational or State parks

i be affected, and describe any effects.

upon Applicants’ review of the area, the line is not
any wildlife sanctuaries or refuges, National or State
or Forests. The Headlands State Beach Park is
north of the proposed abandonment.

®

Based on cg
the propose
local water g

Applica

April 1
Protect

sultation with State water quality officials, state whether
action is consistent with applicable Federal, State or
ality standards. Describe any inconsistencies.

nts have not received a response to their inquiry of
, 2002, to the State of OChio’s Environmental
jon Agency at Columbus, Ohio, requesting

information regarding this statement. (See Attachment 9.)
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Appligants do not contemplate any action known to be
inconsistent with Federal, State and/or local water quality
standards. Any necessary pemits or applications will be
obtaijed as well as compliance with conditions or
procedures required by regulatory agencies.

-

Based on gonsuitation with the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, state
whether pefmits under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C.
1344) are |required for the proposed action and whether any
designated | wetlands or 100-year flood plains will be affected.
‘Describe the effects.

The U. S. Army Corps of Engineers at Cincinnati, Ohio,
responded on July 30, 2002, stating that “...the information

* which|| accompanied your application indicates that the
propoged work will not involve a discharge of dredged or fill
materials into ‘Waters of the United States.” Therefore, |
have |determined that we have no jurisdiction over the
proposal and a Department of the Army permit is not
required.” (See Attachment 10.)

Applicants are riot aware of any designated wetlands or
100-year flood plains within the proposed project.

Upon receiving abandonment authority, removal of material
will be|laccomplished by use of the right of way for access,
along with existing public and private crossings, and no new
accesg roads are contemplated. We do not intend to
disturbj| any of the underlying roadbed or perform any
activitigs that would cause sedimentation or erosion of the
soil, and do not anticipate any dredging or use of fil in the
removgl of the track material. The crossties and/or other
debris will be transported away from the rail line and will not
be discarded along the right of way nor be placed or left in
streamﬁ or wetlands, or along the banks of such waterways.
Also, during track removal, appropriate measures will be
implemented to prevent or control spills from fuels,
lubricants or any other pollutant materials from entering any
waterways.

Based |upon this course of action, Applicants do not befieve
a permit under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act will be
requireqd.

State whether permits under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act (33
U.S.C. 1342} are required for the proposed action. (Applicants
shouid contact the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency or the




Environmental Repert

New York Central Lines. LLC - Docket AB-565 (Sub. No. 11X}
CSX Transportation, Inc. — Docket AB-55 (Sub. No. 517X)
Page8cf3

i

\

\

|

\

state er\vvironmental protection or equivalent agency if they are
“unsure whether such permits are required).

Achlicants have not received a response to their inquiry of
Apfl 19, 2002, to the U. S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region 5, in Chicago, and the State of Ohio
Enyironmental Protection Agency in Columbus requesting
infd tmation regarding this statement. (See Attachment 9.)

~ Hoyvever, based upon the course of action described in
Se Lon § (i), Applicants do not believe a permit under
SecTion 402 of the Clean Water Act will be required.

Describe any actiéns that are proposed to mitigate adverse environmential
impacts, indicating/why the proposed mitigation is appropriate.

There will| be no adverse environmental impacts in the project
area as a|resuit of this abandonment; therefore, mitigating action
will not be\necessary.
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LAKE COUNTY PLANNING (

Thomas C. Fitzmaurice. Chairman

Nancy B. Reynolds

CSX Transportation
Manager Line Transactions
500 Water Street — J200
Jacksonvilie, FL 32202

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

The Lake County Planning

the abandonment of the rail line b

County, Ohio. This line presentl
Inc. mining operations in Painesy
Grand River lime facilities of ISG
have expressed a desire and the ne
they have made proposals to CSX

In addition to the needs of
industrial land that could be devela

would expand the transportation of

we would strongly encourage your|
of this facility and leave this facili
area.

Copy:

Surface Transportation Board
Section of Environmental Analysis
1925 “K” Street NW — Suite 534
Washington, DC 20423 - 0001

Ms. Natalie S. Rosenberg, Counsel
CSXT

500 Water Street —J150
Jacksonville, FL, 32202

TG
EXHIBIT B

OMMISSION

ATTACHMENT 3

-

July 2,200

Commission would like to go on record as opposing
etween Painesville and Grand River Village in Lake
services Morton Salt Division Morton International
lle Township north of Grand River Village and the
Warren Inc. in Grand River Village. Both companies
=d to expand their use of this rail facility. In addition?
I'ransportation to increase their shipments by rail.

hese two companies, there are several areas of vacant
ped. Rail services to this acreage would be a plus and
tions of future industries. Based on these conditions,
working with the existing industries to increase usage

ty available for future industries that will locate in the

. -
Sincerely, 7

aireil C. Websier
Director

-

Darrell C. Webster
Director

Telephone: 440-350-2740
Fax: 440-350-2606

27 lepe@ncweb.com

125 East Erie Street, Painesville, Ohio 44077



CSX Corporation

Nancy B. Reynolds
Manager Line Transactions
Asset Management

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

As you are aware Grand River w

discontinued service through our

from the industries directly affeg

At that time LTV Steel owned th
bankruptcy and cease productio

The operation of the plant has n¢
Group of Pittsburgh. The new n4
Operations.

They have stated that they want
River, which would have an econ
would increase property values o

developed in our industrial sectio

evaluate the economic lose to oux

I have been in contact with Mr. ]
Commissien who is also now opp
contacted Mr. Lee Bodnar Paine
actions of CSX.

ATTACHMENT 4
TO

~05 Sinc EXHIBIT B

205 sing

Granau iver, Unio 44u4>
Mayor Alan J. DiLiberto

Phone: 440 357-5222
Fax: 440 639-8008

August 9, 2002

as not opposing the abandonment and
Village based on the fact there was no objection
ed.

e Grand River Lime Plant and had filed for
at this facility.

w been taken over by Carmeuse North America
me of the plant is Carmeous Lime Grand River

I

to increase the use of the rail service though Grand
mic impact and benefits for our village. This

n the areas of the village that are yet to be

n. Once removed it would be impossible to

commpunity.

Darrell Webster of the Lake County Planning
osed to the removal of this service. I have also
ville Twp. Administrator who was not aware of the

19
N
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I have also been told that Mortgn Salt in Painesville Twp. has reservation about the
removal of the service. B

Based on this new information ] oppose any removal by CSX Corporation of rail
service though Grand River at this time without a joint meeting between all
community and industry representatives

Sincerely,

7 ” ) /

Alan J. DiLiberto Mayor
Grand River Village

Capy:
Surface Transportation Board
Section of Environment Analysis

Bob McCormick
Carmeuse Lime Grand River Operations

Darrell Webster ‘
Lake County Planning Commission

Lee Bodnar
Administrator Painesville Twp.

Rita McVMahon
Manager Painesville City

29




l

ITY OF

Painesville

ATTACHMENT &
TC
EXHIBIT B

7 Richmond Street » PO. Box 001
May 1, 2002

CSX Transportation Corp.
Aitn: Ms. Heidi Bash, Director/Assg
300 Water Street - J200
Jacksoenviile, FL 32202

Re: CSX Right-of Way Abanda
Between Painesville and G

Dear Ms. Bash:

We have reviewed ycur proposal {
Grand River, Ohio. The abandonm

Painesville. Ohio 44077 « 210,352,930 « www painesviile.com

t Management

ament

fand River, Ohic

0 abandon the CSX's Right-of-Way between Painasville and”
ent would not alter the City's master Comprehensive Plan. In

fact, should the City be able to optain title to noted portions of the abandoned ling, it would

enhance the City's ability to mesat g
purchasing the sections of the Righ
enclosed with your notification.

After the City has accomplished thg

prepare and forward a formal offer
continued cooperation in this matteq

if you have any questions, please fg

Sincerely,

City Engineer/Service Director

cc Rita C. McMahon, City Manager

GAP\sw

ur planning goals. More specifically, the City is interested in
-of-Way depicted by the yellow-shaded area on the map you

required evaluations and appraisals of the properties, | will
or the desired sections. Thank you for your consideration and

el free to call me at (440) 639-4819.

30




ATTACHMENT 8

500 % TO
. Jack EXHIBIT B
Phot
TRANSPORTATION FAX (904) 359-1111

E-Mail: Nancy_Reynoldsdcax.com

Nancy B. Reynolds
Manager Line Transactions
Asset Management

April 19, 2002

Mr. Al Bonnis, Dist. Conservatonist (lake County)
Natural Resources Conservation Service ‘

C/o The Ashtabula Soil & Water Conservation Dist.
33 Grand Valley Avenue
Orwell, OH 44076

Dear Mr. Bonmnis:
Please be advised that New York Central Lines, LLC (*NYC”) is considering abandonment and
CSX Transportation, Inc. (“CSXT”) is| considering discontinuance of service over a portion of

their rail line between Painesville agid Grand River, Lake County, Ohio, as depicted én the
attached map.

This action requires Surface Transpontation Board approval and Federal Regulations 49 C.F.R.
1105.7(3)(ii) require that we develop alresponse to the following statement:

“Based on censultation with the|Natural Rescurces Conservation Service,
state the effect of the proposed attion on any prime agricultural land.”

Please advise if any of the land contiglious to the rail line in the project area is classified
as prime agriculture land.

Sincerely,

Attachment

31




ATTACHMENT 7
L TC
EXHIBIT B
From: Baker, Kim [Kim|Baker@dnr.state.oh.us]
Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2002 12:26 PM
To: Reynolds, Nancy| ‘
Subject: New York Central Lines abandonment & CSX Transportation discontin uance, Painesville

and Grand River||Lake County, Ohio

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

The Ohio Department of Natural Regources (ODNR) has comple
the above referenced project. Thiy email serves as offi

ODNR. These comments were generaged by an inter-discip
consultation with the Division of|Wildlife and other divis
Department. These comments have feen prepared under the a
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Acyg (16 U.3.C. 661 et seqg.),
Environmental Policy Act and otney applicable laws and regul

Nel

Provided the project is implementsg
documentation, it should not resul
resources of concern to the Depart
designated coastal zone area of La
Ohio Coastal Management Program.

described in the projec
in significant adverse imp
The project is locate
rie and appears consiste

§ ot (L
fu
S

w
o o
3

ODNR appreciates the opportunity tlo provide these comments. If you have any
questions, please call me at 614/2€5-6411.

Kim

Kim Baker, Environmental Administrator

Ohio Department of Natural Rescurges
Division of Real Estate and Land Management
1952 Belcher Drive, Bldg. C-2
Columbus, OH 43224-1386
Phone 614/265-6411

FAX 614/267-2981

email: <mailto:kim.baker@dnr.state.oh.us>
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Ms. Nancy Reynolds
CSX Transportation
300 Water St.—J200
Jacksonville, FL 32202

Dear Ms. Reynolds:
This is in response to your April 19, 2003
occurrence or possible occurrence of Fed
the proposed site. The project involves t}
the CSX Transportation rail’line between|
of the rail material will be accomplished
roadbeds will be disturbed. There will bg

ENDANGERED SPECIES COMMENTY
Federally listed endangered species. Su
the following are thought to be of import

1. Dead trees and snags (especially thosg
areas along riparian corridors.
)n\

5

. Live trees (such as shagbark hickory

3. Stream corridors, riparian areas, and

5 Departmentof the Interior

K
N

T0

ATTACHMENT 3

EXHIBITB'

H AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Ecalogical Services
) Americana Parkway, Suite H

sinoldsburg. Ohio 43068-4127

(614 469-6923
Fax: (614) 469-6919

May 21,2002

letter requesting information we may have regarding the
rally-listed threatened or endangered species within the vicinity of
e abandonment and discontinuance of service over a portion of
Painesville and Grand River, Lake County, Ohio. The removal

by use of the right of way for access. None of the underlying

no impact to streams or wetlands.

: The proposed project lies within the range of the Indiana bat, a
mer habitat requirements for the species are not well defined but
nce:

with exfoliating bark) which may be used as maternity roost

l

end that if rees with exfoliating bark (which could be potential

hich have exfoliating bark.

arby woodlots which provide forage sites.

Considering the above items, we recomuy
roost trees) are encountered on the propo
cut, they should not be cut between April

If desirable trees are present and if the ab
should be conducted to determine if bats
coordination with the endangered species
June or July since the bats would only be
September 15.

sed site; they should be saved wherever possible. If they must be
15 and September 15.

ve time restriction is unacceptable, mist net or other surveys
re present. The survey should be designed and conducted in
coordinator for this office. The survey should be conducted in
expected in the project area from approximately April 15 to

%

The project lies within the range of the b
that you contact the Ohio Division of Wi
nests are located within % mile of the pr
nest is active, we recommend that work a
pre-nesting activities, incubation, and rai

The proposed project lies within the rangj
to the project type and location, the proje
this species, this precludes the need for fi
Species Act, as amended. Should the pro
indicates listed or proposed species may

Id eagle, a Federally-listed threatened species. We recommend
life for the location(s) of the eagle nest(s) in the county. If any
ect site, further coordination with this office is necessary. If the
the site be restricted from mid-January through July to allow
ing of the young.

of the piping plover, a Federally listed endangered species. Due
t, as proposed, will have no effect on this species. Relative to
irther action on this project as required by the 1973 Endangered
ect be modified or new information become available that

e affected, consultation should be initiated.

33




This technical assistance fetter is submitted in accdrdance with provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended: 16 U.S.C.661 et seq.). the Endangered Species Act of 1973,
as amended, and is consistent with the infent of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, and the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Mitigation Policy. ’

[f vou have questions, or if we may be of]further assistance in this matter. please contact Megan Sullivan at
b 1 B p g

extension 16 in this otfice.

Sincerely.

Mary M. Knapp
Supervisor

cc: DOW, Wildlite Environmental Sectign. Columbus, OH
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United Stat

es Department of the Interior
ISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Eeological Services

6950 Americana Parkway, Suite H

Ms. Nancy Reynolds

CSX Transportation, Inc.
500 Water Street, Suite J200
Jacksonville. Florida 32202

Dear Ms. Revnolds:

This is in response to your May 10, 2
oceurrence or possible occurrence of §
vicinity of the proposed site. The prop
Central Lines LLC and termination of
line between Painseville and Grand Ri
wildlife refuges within the vicinity of
tederally endangered species, exists w
this area.

ENDANGERED SPECIES COMMEN
{(Haliaeetus leucocephalus), a Federall
Ohio Division of Wildlife for the locat
within %2 mile of the project site, furthe
we recommend that work at the site be
activities, incubation, and raising of the

5

The proposed project lies within the ran
(Charadrius melodus), Federally listed
project, as proposed, will have no effec
this project as required by the 1973 End
modified or new information become aj
‘consultation should be initiated.

This technical assistance letter is submi

Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amer
as amendsd, and is consistent with the 11

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Mitiga

If you have questions, or if we may be o

at extension 13 in this office.

cc: DOW, Wildlife Environmental Secti

Revnoldsburg, Ohio 43068-4127

(614) 469-6923
Fax: (614) 469-6919

June 7, 2002

&)2, letter requesting information we may have regarding the
ederally-listed threatened or endangered species within the

sed project involves discontinuance of service by New York
ervice by CSX Transportation, Inc. on a 2.56-mile segment of rail
er, Lake County, Ohio. There are no Federal wilderness areas or
is project. Designated Critical Habitat for the piping plover, a
hin Lake County, however the project is not expected to impact

TS: The project area lies within the ranbge of the bald eagle

-listed threatened species. We recommend that you contact the
n(s) of the eagle nest(s) in the county. If any nests are located
coordination with this office is necessary. If the nest is active,
estricted from mid-January through July to allow pre-nesting
young.

e of the Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and piping plover
endangered species. Due to the project type and location, the

on these species. This precludes the need for further action on
ngered Species Act, as amended. Should the project be

ilable that indicates listed or proposed species may be affected,

ed in accordance with provisions of the Fish and Wildlife

ed; 16 U.S.C.661 et seq.), the Endangered Species Act of 1973,
tent of the Nationa! Environmental Policy Act of 1969, and the
ion Policy.

further assistance in this matter, please contact Myra Miyoshi

Sincerely,

Mary M. Kﬁ WW/
Supervisor

n, Columbus, OH
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ATTACHMENT 9
500 Wat TO
Jacksa EXHIBIT B
. 2 “/ Phone:
TRANSPORTATION FAX: (904)339-1111

E-Mail: Nancy_Reynoldsdcsx.com
Nancy B. Reymolds
Manager Line Transactions
Asset Management

April 19, 2002
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency Mr. Tom Harcarik
Region S Ohio Dept. of Environmental "rotecuon
77 West Jackson Blvd. Lazarus Government Center
Chicago, IL 60604-3507 P.O. Box 1049

Columbus, OH 43216-1049

Gentlemen:

Please be advised that New York Central Lines, LLC (*NYC”) is considering abandonment and
CSX Transportaton, Inc. (*CSXT7)|is considering discontinuance of service over a portion of
their rail line between Painesville|and Grand River, Lake County, Ohio, as depicted on the
attached map.

This action requires Surface Transportation Board approval and Federal Regulations 49 C.F.R.
1105.7 (9) (i) and (iii) require that we develop a response to the following statements:
(1) “Based on consultation] with State Water quality officials, state

whether the proposed fction is consistent with applicable Federal,

State or local water quality standards. Describe any inconsistencies.”

(iif) “State whether permitgjunder Section 402 of the Clean Water Act 33
U.S.C. 1342 are required for the proposed action.”

There are no refueling or maintenance areas within the project area. The removal of the rail
material will be accomplished by use of the right of way for access, along with existing public
and private crossings, and no new dccess roads are contemplated. We do not intend to disturb
any of the underlying roadbeds and|do not anticipate any dredging or use of fill in the removal
of the track material. The crossties|and/or other debris will be transported away from the rail
line and will not be discarded aldng the right of way, nor be placed or left in streams or
wetlands, or along the banks of such waterways. During track removal, appropriate measures
will be implemented to prevent or ontrol spills from fuels, lubricants or any other pollutant
materials from entering any watercqurses.

Based upon the above described acfions, we would appreciate receiving your concurrence with
NYC’s and CSXT’s position that the proposed project is consistent with applicable Federal,
State and local water quality standdrds, and that no permits under Section 402 are required at
this time. .

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,
Aoy T3, @qﬂ/@w
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DEH
BUFF|
REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF:
Regulatory Branch
U3JECT: Determination

2002-01573(0)

Nancy B. Reynolds
CSX Transportation, Inc|
5C0 Water Street J200
Jacksonville, Florida 37

Ms.

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

This pertains to vo
approximately 2.56 miles
of Grand River, located
Lake County, Ohio.

The Corps of Engine
Section 404 of the Clean
the discharge of dredged
United States, including

which accompanied vour alj

work will not involve a
into "Waters of the Unit
that we have no jurisdic
of the Army permit is no

Should you modify v
dredged or fill material
must contact this office
reqguirements.

Although a permit i
measures be taken to pre
entering any wetlands or

You are encouraged
local governmental agenci
Protection Agency (OEPA)
complies with their requ:

Division of Surface Watex

Questions pertaining

PARTMENT OF THE ARMY

I
[

TO
EXHIBIT B

ATTACHMENT 10

ALO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
1776 NIAGARA STREET
UFFALO, NEW YORK 14207-3199

July 30, 2002

of No Jurisdiction for Application No.

ur proposal to abandon and dismantle
of an existing rail line in the vicinity
in Painesville & Grand River Townships,

ers regulatory responsibilities under
Water Act establishes jurisdicticn over
or f£ill material into waters of the
wetlands. However, the information
oplication indicates that the proposed
discharge of dredged or £ill material

=d States." Therefore, I have determined
cion over the proposal and a Department
required.

bur proposal to entail a discharge of
into a "Water of the United States" you
regarding Department of the Army permit

not required, we reguest that proper
rent unintentional discharges from
waterways. ‘

I

o contact the appropriate state and
es, including the Ohio Environmental
to insure that the proposed work
rements. You can reach the QEPA
at (614) 644-2001.

4

¥ to this matter should be directed to me
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Regulatory 3Branch
SURBRJECT: Determination 9
2002-01579(0)

at {716) 879-4363, by wri
Corps of Engineers, 1776
14207-3199, or by e-mail

Enclosures

I

£ No Jurisdiction for Application No.

2t

ting to the following address: U.S. Army
Niagara Street, Buffalo, New York

Elizabeth.W.StoneGusace.army.mil
Sincerely,
N 2 2 T

L (_J P {i% C\ Q\’) V’/-(_(__ FARS—

Elizabeth W. Stone
Biologist
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1105.7(e)(1)

PROPOSED ACTION

EXHIBIT C

HISTORIC REPORT

NE]}

: C
PROPOSE
DOCKET AB-55 (SUB-NO. 617X)

W YORK CENTRAL LINES, LLC
ROPOSED ABANDONMENT
DOCKET AB-565 (SUB-NO. 11X)

AND

5X TRANSPORTATION, INC.
‘D DISCONTINUANCE OF SERVICE

action, including com
of any rail line and o

changes in current ope
reasonable alternatives|
map and drawings clea

N AND ALTERNATIVES. Describe the proposed

odities transported, the planned disposition (if any)
r structures that may be involved, and any possible
rations or maintenance practices. Also describe any
to the proposed action. Include a readable detailed
rly delineating the project.

New Yotk Central Lines, LLC (“NYC”) proposes to abandon and

CSX Transportatig
over approximatel]
Grand Ruver, Lakd
line, known as th

Painesville, Ohio

through an area th

serve one custom
but has generate
during the past
over the line have

Abandonment of
crossties, and po

n, Inc. (“CSXT”) proposes to discontinue service
v 2.56 miles of its rail line between Painesville and
County, Ohio. The above-referenced 2.56-mile
le Morton Salt Industrial Track, begins in our
Yard and runs north along the Grand River
1at changes from industrial to recreational use to
er located at the end of the track who is active
d minimal originating and terminating traffic
two years. Principal commodities transported
been salt, lime and limestone products.

this line will result in the removal of the rail,
ssibly the upper layer of ballast; subsequently
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HISTORIC REPORT
New York Central Lines. LLC — Docket No. AB-585 (Sub-No. 11X)

CSX Transportation, inc. —~ Docket No. AB-55 (Sub-No. §17X)
Page2of 6

operations and magntenance of this line will cease. The City of
Painesville has expressed an interest in acquiring a portion of the line
to add to their adjacent property ownership and enhance their
planning goals. In|addition, Lake Metro Parks for Northeast Ohio
has expressed an inferest in acquiring the entire line for a trad.

The only alternative would be not to abandon and to pass the
operating loss and||capital costs of retaining the line to all other
NYC/CSXT customers. This would not be a prudent utilization of
cartier tesources. :

Two maps, which delineate the proposed project, are attached.
(See Attachments 1 fand 2.)

1105.8(d)

(1) A US.G.S. topographic map (or an alternate map drawn to scale and
sufficiently detailed to show buildings and other structures in the
vicinity of the pro-rﬁosed action) showing the location of the proposed
action, and the locations and approximate dimensions of railroad
structures that are|50 years old or older and are part of the proposed
action,

Attached is|a copy of the 1963 (Revised 1992) Mentor
Quadrangle | topographic map prepared by the U. S.
Department |of Interior Geological Survey. The line to be
abandoned |has been identified by a heavy black and
white diagonal line. (See Attachment 3.) There are no
CSXT-owned structures that are 50 years old or older that are
patt of the proposed action.

Also attached is a copy of an undated rasroad map showing
the line from beginning to end and identifying separate
segments of [the right of way as being former B&O Railroad
and former (Jonrail. (See Attachment 4.)

Further attaghed is an aetial map showing the line proposed
for abandonment . (See Attachment 5.)
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A written descrip

HISTCRIC REPORT

New York Central Lines, LLC — Docket No. AB-565 {Sub-No. 11X)

CSX Transportation, Inc. — Docket No. AB-55 (Sub-No. §17X)
Page 3 of 6

stion of the right of way (including approximate

rural characteristi

of the surrounding area:

widths, to the extFnt known), and the topography and urban and/or

The right of way widths along this line vary between 25 feet

and 100 feet from the centerline of track. The line originates

m CSXT’s I
Avenue at R
notth along
and the Vilj
of track at !
through an

use. As ti

ainesville Yard, beginning 200 feet south of Stage
ailroad Valuation Station 2535 + 40, and travels
the Grand River through the City of Painesville
ge of Grand River, Lake County, Ohio to the end

Yailroad Valuation Station 45 + 01. The line runs

area that changes from industrial to recreational
(ffic over the line will cease, six (6) public and

private grad
eliminating
area of track
through

photograph

mmmediate
(3) disks

photographs.

Good quality
photocopies) of 1

e crossings will be eliminated, in additon to
train movement through a potentially dangerous
;side boats, restaurants and close clearance points
e Vilage of Grand River.  Attached are
s taken along the right of way showing the
ea. (See Attachment 6.) Also enclosed are three
containing  electronic copies of those digital

photographs (actual photographic prints, not

ailroad structures on the property that are 50 years

old or older and of the immediately surrounding area:

There are no railroad structures on the property that are 50

years old ot

The date(s) of ¢
extent of any m
known:

older.

snstruction of the structure(s), and the date(s) and
ajor alterations, to the extent such information is

Not applicable.

A brief narrative
explanation of wj

history of carrier operations in the area, and an
hat, if any, changes are contemplated as a result of
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HISTORIC REPORT
New York Central Lines, LLC — Docket No. AB-565 {Sub-No. 11X)

CSX Transportation, Inc. ~ Docket No. AB-55 (Sub-No. §17X)
Page 4 of 6

the proposed actjon:

The land f

& Youngtt
I

1874 and
Radway Co

The P&Y
subsequent
1886.

The PP&F
of Ohio on
Ohio Rail K

The B&O
special  lay
constructio
Balttmore 4

with as man

The Gener
confirmed

company th

!

r this line segment was acquired br Painesville
wn Raillway Company (P&Y Rwrv.) between
877 and the Pittsburg, Painesville & Fatrport
mpany (PP&F Rwy.) between 1887 and 1898.

Ry. was sold at foreclosure June 3, 1886, and
y conveyed to PP&F by deed dated October 18,

Rwy. was incorporated under the general Laws
May 7, 1887, and acquired by the Baltimore and
oad Company (B&O) on October 15, 1915.

was incorporated February 28, 1827 under a
 of Maryland for the purpose of "the
1 and repair of a rallroad from the city of
o some suitable point on the Ohio River * * *
ly sets of tracks” as might be deemed necessary.
1 Assembly of Virginia, by act of March 8, 1827
the act of Maryland and granted the new
le same rights and privileges as are granted to

i

A

them withing the territory of Maryland.

On Februar

y 26, 1973, the Chessie System Inc. was formed,

and Chessie System Ratlroads was adopted as the new

corporate id

November
Chessie Sys
On Aprl 3

was merged

entity for the C&O, B&O, and WM railroads. On
1, 1980, Seaboard Coast Line Industties, Inc. and
em Inc. merged and became CSX Corporation.

, 1987, the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Company
into the Chesapeake and Ohio Rallway Company.

b

The Chesap
- CSX Transg

cake and Ohio Raitway Company was merged mto
ortation on September 2, 1987.

¢

On Deceml
for abandon

er 31, 1985, the B&O sold the line segment proposed
ment to Consolidated Rail Company (Conrail).
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HISTORIC REPORT

New York Central Lines, LLC — Docket No. AB-865 (Sub-No. 11X)
CSX Transportation, Inc. - Docket No. AB-55 (Sub-No. 617X)
Page 5 of 6

In 1999, CSY Corporation, CSX Transportation’s (CSXT)
parent company, and Norfolk Southern Corperation (NS)
jointly acquirad control of Conrail Inc., and its wholly owned
subsidiary, Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrall). As a
result of that Jacquisition, certain assets of Conrail have been
assigned to ;cw Yotk Central Lines, LLC (NYC), a wholly
owned subsidiary of Conrail, to be exclusively operated by
CSXT pursyant to an operating agreement. Lhe line
proposed fosjjabandonment and discontinuance of service 1s
included ampng the property being operated by CSXT
pursuant to the NYC operating agreement.

ving abandonment authorty, Applicant's

Upon  rece
'h maintenance over this line will cease.

. operations

: (6) A brief summary f documents in the carrier’'s possession, such as
Pl engineering drawings that might be useful in documenting 2
structure that is found to be historic:

Not applicable.

(7) An opinion (based on readily available information in the railroad's
possession) as 1o W
for listing on the Iy
and whether ther
other previously unknown historic properties in the project area, and

| ‘ the basis for thege opinions (including any consultations with the

State Historic Freservaton Office, local historical sccieties or

universities):

ow of any archeological resources or any other
own historic properties in the project area.

| (8) A description (ba
possession) of as

ed on readily available information in the railroad's
known prior subsurface ground disturbance or fill,
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. HISTCORIC REPCRT

Néew York Central Lines, LLC ~ Docket No. AB-585 (Sub-No. 11X)
C$X Transportation, nc. ~ Docket No. AB-55 (Sub-No. 617X)
Page 6 of §

environmental copditions (naturally occurring or man-made) that
might affect the archeological recovery of resources (such as swampy
conditions or the |presence of toxic wastes), and the surrounding
terrain.

The line was ¢listurbed during construction by cuts and fill and
any archeological resources. that may have been located in the
proposed project area would have been affected at that time
versus duting|the proposed salvage operations associated with
rail removal. || Our records do not indicate that any swampy
conditions exist, or that any hazardous material spils have
occurred within the project area.
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City: Painesville
County: Lake

State: Ohio
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Scale: 1" =1400'
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CERTIFI&ATE QF COMPLIANCE

WITH NQTICE REQUIREMENTS OF

In accordange with 49 C.F.R.. § 1105.7(b), I hereby

49 C.F.R 1105.11

EXHIBIT D

certify that on May 10, 2002, a copy of the Environmental Report

was served upon the below listed parties, by first-class mail,

postage prepaid:

Mrs. Rita C.

McMahon, City Manager

City of Painesville Planning Commission
7 Richmond Street

Painesville,

Mr. Alan J.
Village of G
406 Everett
Grand River,

Mr. Darrell
Lake County
125 East Eri
Painesville,

Ms. Mary M.

CH 44077

DiLiberto, Chairman

rand River Planning Commission
Street,; P.0O. Box 432

OH 44045

Webster

Planning Commission
g Street

OH 44077

Knapp, Supervisor

U.S. Department of the Interior

Fish & Wildl
6950-H Ameri
Reynoldsburg

Regional Dir
National Par

ife Service
cana Parkway — Suite H
, OH 43068-4132

cctor — Midwest Region
k Service

1709 Jackson| Street

Omaha, NE 68

Ms. Kim, Bake

102

, Environmental Adm.

Ohic Coastal|Management Program

Ohio Dept. o

Natural Resources

Office of Real Estate & Land Management
1952 Belcher Drive - Building C-2
Columbus, OH| 43224 - 1386
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Mr. Tom Harcari
State of Ohio
Lazarus Governy
P.0O. Box 1049
Columbus, CH

19
Ju!

U.S. Environmen
Region 5
77 West Jackson
Chicago, IL 60¢

U.S. Army Corps
Great Lakes and
Buffalo Distric
1776 Niagara St
Buffalo, NY 14

Mr. Al Bonnis,
Natural Resourd
c/o Ashtabula S
33 Grand Valley
Orwell, OH 440

Northeast Ohic
Ohio Clearinghag
1299 Superior A
Cleveland, OH 4

Mr. Edward J. M
Chief Spatial R
DOC/NOAA
National Geodet
1315 East West
Silver Spring,

Mr. Louis A. Jz
Ohio Department
Ohio Rail Devel
Lincoln-Levequs
50 W. Broad Str
Columbus, OH 4

!

e

Y

K ‘
nvironmental Protection Agency
ent Center

216-1049
tal Protection Agency

iBoulevard
04-3507

of Engineers

Ohio River Division
T
reet
207

Dist. Conservationist (Lake Co.)
es Conservation Service

0il & Water Conservation Dist.
Avenue

76

Areawide Coordinating Agency
use for Lake County

venue

4114

IcKay

eference System Division
ic Survey N/NGS2
ighway, Room 8813
D 20910-3282

nnazo, Bureau-in Chief—Rail Planners
of Transportation

cpment Commission

Tower

et ~ 15" Floor

3215
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that on May 10,2002, a
the below listed party, by first-class mail, postage prepaid:

October 11,

In accordanc

Mr. Mark Eps
Resource Pro
State Histor
The Ohio His

567 East Huds

Columbus, CH

2002

> with 49 C.F.R. 1105.8(c), I hereby cs
copy of the Historic Report was served

i
i

tein, Department Head
tection and Review

ic Preservation Officer
torical Society

on Street

43211-1030

Natalie S. Rosenberg
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Ccroper o, kuue

Ms. Natalie Rosenberg - J150

RE: OH-305 - NYC and CSXT Proposed Abandonment and Discontinuance of Servic
Western Region, Great Lakes Division, Chicago Line Subdivision, the Morton $ait
industrial Track from formér B&O Valuation Station 2535+40 to the end of track at

former Conrail Yaluation Station 45+01, a distance of 2.56 miles between
Painesville and Grand River, Lake County, OH
NYC Docket No. AB-585 (Sub-No. 11X)
CSXT Docket No. AB-B5 {Siub-No. 617X)
in preparation for filing a Petition f r Exemptxon on the above-referenced line segment, lisied
below are the carloads handled over the line for the years 2000, 2001, and 2002 year-to-date:
CARLOADS
PATRON STATION COMMODITY 2000 2001 2002 {ytdh
Morton Salt Painesville salt 4 8 1
Mr. Alan H. Kruse ‘
Manager, Rail Transportation
Morton Sait Group
123 North Wacker Drive
Chicago, IL 60606-1743
(312) 807-2543 -
|
Carmeuse Pain%vme lime 0 0 0
{formerly owned by LTV Steel/ISG)
Carmeuse North America
Attn: Transportation Manager
11 Stanwix Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15222 !
(412) 995-5500 ‘
Aliegheny Niagara  Pain jsville limeflimestone 88 71 O

Mr. Terry McHugh i
Traffic Manager 5
Allegheny Niagara

P. 0. Box 1101

Mentor, OH 44061-1101

(440) 974-9402 ‘,

Morton Salt operates a rock salt fa'cility at Painesville. This patron shipped only 4 cutbound
carloads in 2000, 6 outbound carl&‘ads in 2001, and 1 outbound car in 2002. The majority of
their cutbound shipments are shipped via truck. Transportation options available to Morton
Salt include utilizing motor carriers|that already serve their facility and the rail team tracks| that
are located in the Painesville yard épproxxmately 3 miles away.

Carmeuse North America recent!: bought the former LTV lime plant in Painesville from the
International Steel Group (ISG). The plant has been reactivated after being shut down since
December 2001. Prior to the shutdown, the LTV lime plant did not ship any products via frail in
2000 and 2001. All products wer ‘Shlpped via truck. Carmeuse is not currently utilizing rail.
“Their shipments are also being moved via truck. Transportation options available to Carmeuse
include continued use of motor carriers in the area and the rail team tracks that are located in
the Painesville yard approximate! t miles away.
| N

Allegheny Niagara does not own &:ropeﬁy adjacent to the line proposed for abandonment.
Prior to the shutdown of the LTV facility, Allegheny Niagara shipped a by-product of the lime
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|

plant operation from a location wit'jin the LTV facility. The by-product was trucked a short
distance within the facility and then transloaded into rail cars. Assuming Carmeuse would
permit Allegheny Niagara to resume such operation, transportation options available to
Allegheny Niagara include use of motor carriers in the area and the rail team tracks that are
located in the Painesville yard approximately 3 miles away.

There are no defense installations [served by this line or in the immediate vicinity.

1/ ('m&
Heidi|D. Bash—
Director Asset Management
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CSXT / Finance (EP)
Qctober 9, 2002

CSX Transportation, Inc.

Line Segment: Painesville to Grand River, OH

Revenues Aftributable

Hoon =

Avoidable Costs

5.

8.

7.

Subsidization Costs
8.

9.
10.
11.

Return on Value
12.

13.
14,
15.
16.
17.

18.

19.

Freight Originated &/cr Terminated
Bridge Traffic
Al Other Revenue and Income

Total Revenues Attributable (Lines 1/t

Total On-Branch Costs (Lines 5a thrii

Transportation
Joint Facilities i
Deacheading, Taxi and Hotel||
Overhead Movement |

~T@ -0 00T

Return on Value - Freight Car
Revenue Taxes
Property Taxes

Falhead

Total Off-Branch Costs (Lines 6a and
a. Off-Branch Costs (0/t Return ¢

b. Return on Value - Freight Carsl

Total Avoidable Costs (Lines 5 and 8 ‘

Rehabilitation
Administration Costs
Casualty Reserve Account

Un Branch

hru 3)

5k)

Maintenance of Way and Stryctures
Maintenance of Equipment - Liocomotives

Freight Car Costs (o/t Return 5n Freight Cars)
Return on Value - Locomotives
4

6b)
n Freight Cars)

Total Subsidization Costs {Lines 8 thrli 10)

Valuation of Property (Lines 12a thru
a. Working Capital
b. Income Tax Consequences
c. Net Liquidation Value

Nominal Rate of Return
Nominal Return on Value (Line 12 * Li

Total Return on Value (Line 14 less Li

Holding Gain {Loss) T

Avoidable Loss from Operations (Line

2c)

ne 13)
e 15)

|
7 less Line 4)

|
Estimated Forecast Year Loss from Og ‘Lerations

{Lines 7 and 16 less Line 4)

Estimated Subsidy Year Loss from Op
(Lines 7, 11 and 16 less Line 4)

| E—

rations

68

CNTIBINE
Prejected
Base Year Forecast Year Subsidy Year
(07/01 - 06/02) (Begin 10/01i02) (End 12/31/03)
[ ascL [ 7cL | [ [ 7ct
S 61.265 ' $ 6,584 $ 8,786
60 &0 60
S 61.325 3 6,654 S 6,846
$ 59,007 $ 21,123 $ 21,145
17,500 10.000 10,000
6,140 1,524 1,530
24,704 8.517 6,532
- - | -
5085 515 516
10,063 2.472 2,472
95 ( 95 95
$ 18,960 $ 4,383 3 4,385
18,767 4,180 4,202
193 193 193
$ 77,987 $ 25,506 3 25,540
XXXX OO -
200X XX -
oKX XX =
300X X0 3 -
300CK $ 43,959 $ 43,960
200K 706 707
YOO (25,403) (25,403)
XX 68,656 68,656
300X 14.5% 14.5%
0K 6,374 6,374
XXXX 2,197 2,187
00K 3 4177 $ 4,177
$ 16,642 $ 18,852 3 18,694
$ 23,029
$ 22,871




|
|

CSX Transportation, inc. l
Line Segment: Painesville to Grand River, OH -

Notes to Exhibit 1:
Carloads | ‘
Carléad count is actual for the base year pericd (tweive months ending June 2002). The
carload counts for the forecast and subsidy year periods reflect base-year counts for
Morion Salt only (6 carfoads in year 2001, 1 carload year-to-date 2002). Allegheny Niagara
is nollonger shipping from this location (71 carloads in year 2001, none year-totdate 2002).
Line 1 Freight Revenues - Baseglyear = total CSXT waybill revenues; Forecast/ Subsidy year = applicable|base year
revenues with potential increase (3.0% per year) as identified by CSXT marketing
personnel.
Line 3 Ali Other Revenue and  Demurrage revenue. |
Income |
|
Line 5 Avoidable On-branch Costs for the base-year period are developed from year 2001 unit costs indexed to the
Costs base|year period, except as noted below. The forecast year and subsidy year costs reflect
indexing adjustments.
|
Line 5a Maintenance of Way The base year includes costs for a rebuilt road crossing and tie work. For the forecast year
& Structures and s&bsidy year periods, the maintenance expenses are estimated at $10,000 fof the
segment per CSXT engineering personnel:
|
Line 6 Off-branch Costs . CSX 12000 URCS indexed to the base year, forecast year, and subsidy year paricds.
Line 12 Valuation of Property The ngt liquidation value is based on a calculation of average land value ($54,540) and net

salvage value of track provided by CSXT Engineering Department ($14,118). Income tax

CSXT / Finance (EP)
October 9, 2002
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VERIFIED STATEMENT OF ELLEN M. PRESLAR

I am Ellen M. Preslar, Senior Manager - Costing in th

Cost & Economic Analysis department of CSX Transportation,

|

Inc. 1In this job, I|am responsible for the preparation of

costing analyses, in iuding those required for abandonment
under 49 CFR Subpart D. I have prepared the attached
revenue and cost statément in accordance with my

understanding of the iules in 49 CFR'Subpart D.

true and correct. Fu
and authorized to fil

‘ther, I certify that I am qualified
' this Verified Statement.

Executed October ﬂ , bOOZ

Ellen M. Preslar

|
|

|
|
F
|
|




STB No. AB-565 (Sub-No. 11X) /
STB No.| AB-55 (Sub-No. 617X)
Notice of Petition for Exemption to Abandon

On October 11, 2002, |[New York Central Lines, LLC and CSX /

Transportation, Inc. filed with the Surface Transportation Boa#d,

Washington, DC 20423, a petition for exemption for the ) /
v,

a portion of the line of #ailroad in the Western Region, Greaj
r

abandonment of and disco #inuance of service over, respectivel

Lakes Division, Chicago Lﬁne Subdivision, extending from form

B&0O Valuation Station 25J5+4O to the end of track at former

Conrail Valuation Statio# 45+01, a distance of 2.56 miles between
|

Painesville and Grand Riﬁer, Lake County, Ohio. The line

traverses through UnitedNStates Postal -Service ZIP Codes 4407(
I :
and 44045. The line for|which the abandonment/discontinuance
: |

exemption request was filled includes nc stations.
\

J
The line does not qontain federally granted rights-of-way

available promptly to t?ose reguesting it.

the

I
Any documentation in th frailroad’s possession will be made
The interest of ra#lroad employees will be protected by

labor protective conditjons imposed in Oregon Short Line R. Co. -

|
Abandonment - Goshen, Bfo I.C.C. 91 (1979).

Any Jdffer of fina &ial assistance will be due no later fthan
] ,

I

10 days after service of a decision granting the petition for

exemption. i /

J -



e

All interested persoTs should be aware that following /

abandonment of rail servige and salvage of the line, the line Tay

be suitable for other public use, including interim trail use.

Any request for a pu%lic use condition and any reqguest for

trail use/rail banking w#ll be due no later than 20 days afte4

notice of the filing of the petition for exemption is publish#d

in the Federal Register.

Persons seeking further information concerning abandonment

I
procedures may contact tﬁe Surface Transportation Board or reLer

|

|
to the full abandonmentjor discontinuance regulations at
49 C.F.R. part 1152. Q éstions concerning environmental issues

I
may be directed to the Board's Section of Environmental Analysis.

|

An environmental assessment (EA) (or environmental impact

statement (EIS), if nec$ssary) prepared by the Section of

i

vill be served upon all parties.of record

Environmental Analysis
f
and upon any agencies og

preparation. Any otherfpersons who would like to obtain a chy

other persons who commented during fits

of the EA (or EIS) may bontact the Section of Environmental
r
{
abandonment proceedings normally will be

Analysis. EAs in thes
|
i

made available within TO days of the filing of the petition,| "The
i
deadline for submissio%
!

of comments on the EA will generall% be

within 30 days of its sgervice.

— =y
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