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1925 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20423-0001

Re: Docket No. AB-290 (Sub-No. 223X), Norfolk Southern Railway
Company - Abandonment - Between Licks Fork Spur and Elda,
Mingo County, West Virginia -- Notice of Exemption
Dear Mr. Williams:
Enclosed for filing with the Board in the captioned proceeding are an
original and ten copies of the Notice of Exemption. Also, enclosed is a check in
the amount of $2700 to cover the filing fee.
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COMES NOW Norfolk Southern Railway Company ("NSR") and files *his
notice of exemption from regulation under 49 U.S.C. §§ 10903-10905, pursuant to }he
provisions of 49 U.S.C. § 10502 and 49 CFR § 1152.50, for abandonment of its line of
railroad lying between Milepost TE-1.50 at Licks Fork Spur and Milepost TE-3.09 a
. Elda, West Virginia.
Pursuant to regulations adopted by the Interstate Commerce Commission
in Ex Parte No. 274 (Sub-Nos. 8 and 8A), Exemption of Out of Service Rail Lines, 366
I.C.C. 885 (1983) and 1 1.C.C.2d 55 (1984), and by the Surface Transportation Board

(“Board” or “STB") in STB Ex Parte No. 537, Abandonment and Discontinuance of Rail

Lines and Rail Transportation Under 49 U.S.C. 10903, served December 24, 1996,/ and
codified at 49 CFR § 1152.50, NSR states as follows:




Traffic Certification - §§ 1152.50(b) and (d)(2)

As the attached certificate of General Manager V. W. Mason confirmés, no

traffic has originated, terminated or moved overhead on this line segment for at lea
two years (or any overhead traffic on the line can be rerouted over other lines), and
complaint is pending with the Board or a U. S. District Court or has been decided ir
favor of a complainant concerning cessation of service over this line within the two-

period.

Consummation Date - § 1152.50(d)(2)

st

no

year

The effective date of the abandonment between Milepost TE-1.50 at Licks

Fork Spur and Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda, West Virginia, will be September 26, 2003.

General Corporate Information - § 1152.22(a)(1-2) and (7)

The party filing this notice is Norfolk Southern Railway Company, a
common carrier by railroad subject to STB jurisdiction under the Interstate Commer
Commission Termination Act (Interstate Transportation Act) (49 U.S.C. Subtitle IV,

Chapter 105), whose representative to whom correspondence may be sent is:

James R. Paschall

General Attorney

Norfolk Southern Corporation
Three Commercial Place
Norfolk, Virginia 23510
(757) 629-2759

Description of the Line and the Relief Sought - § 1152.22(a)(3-4 and 7)

ce

The relief sought is authority for abandonment of the line. The line for which

the abandonment authority is sought consists of 1.59 miles of track between Milepost

TE-1.50 at Licks Fork Spur and Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda, in Mingo County, West
3




Virginia. A map showing the line to be abandoned, other rail lines in the area,
highways, and population centers is attached as Exhibit 1 to this notice. The line
traverses United States Postal Service ZIP Code 24293.

Suitability of the Line for Other Public Purposes - § 1152.22(e)(4)
NSR has received no inquiries about public use of the right of way underlying

the line segment to be abandoned and is unaware of any potential public purposes|to
which the right of way may be suited. NSR is not aware of any restriction on the title to
the property which would affect the transfer of title or the use of property for other than

rail purposes, however, NSR has not yet fully researched the matter.

Labor Protection - § 1152.50(d)(2)

Since the line to be abandoned has been out of service for over two years,
NSR believes no employees will be adversely affected by exercise of abandonment

in

authority for this line. However, as a condition to exercise of the authority permitted
this matter, NSR will accept the imposition of standard labor protective conditions as set

forth in Oregon Short Line R. Co. - Abandonment - Goshen, 360 |.C.C. 91 (1979).

Environmental and Historic Reports; Certifications - § 1105.7 and § 1105.8

Attached are environmental and historical reports prepared and served in

accordance with the Surface Transportation Board’s regulations. NSR certifies that the

=}

notice and transmittal requirements of § 1105.7, § 1105.8 and § 1105.11 have bee

met.

Service and Newspaper Notice Requirements Certification - § 1152.50(d)(1-2)

As the attached certification indicates, NSR certifies that the service and

notice requirements of § 1152.50(d)(1)(certain government agencies) and § 1105.12
(newspaper notice) have been complied with.

4




For the foregoing reasons, NSR believes the proposed rail line abandonment
is exempt from under 49 U.S.C. §§ 10903-10905 pursuant to 49 C.F.R. § 1152.50 and

requests that the Board serve the appropriate notice.

Respectfuily submitted.

Janiel M. Mazur
. Planning
Norfolk Southern Railway Company

Of Counsel:

James R. Paschall

General Attorney

Norfolk Southern Corporation
Three Commercial Place
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-2191
(757) 629-2759

Attorney for Norfolk Southern
Railway Company

Dated: August 7, 2003




VERIFICATION

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
SS:
CITY OF NORFOLK

Daniel M. Mazur, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is Assistant
Vice President Strategic Planning of Norfolk Southern Railway Company; that he is
authorized to sign, verify, and file with the Surface Transportation Board the foregoing
Notice of Exemption in AB-290 (Sub-No. 223X) on behalf of Norfolk Southern Railway
Company; that he has carefully examined all of the statements contained in said Notice
of Exemption; that he has knowledge of the matters set forth therein; and that all siich
statements made and matters set forth are true and correct to the best of his

knowledge, information, and belief.

= B2
/  Daniel M/w@ny/
Subscribed and sworn to before me

this 6 day of ﬁ?%‘ Z _ ,2003.
= Notary Publ%’ K '?

My commission expires:

I-F/-06

[SEAL]




CERTIFICATION

| hereby certify (1), pursuant to § 1105.11, that Environmental and Histori

\J

Reports were submitted to the agencies identified in § 1105.7(b) and to the appropriate
State Historic Preservation Officer (see Exhibit 2); (2), pursuant to § 1105.12, that 3

notice of intent to abandon rail service was published in Williamson Daily News, Mingo

County, West Virginia, on July 16, 2003 (see Exhibit 3); and (3) that the notice required
by § 1152.50(d)(1) was given (see Exhibit 4).

J - R Batnt/

James R. Paschall

Dated: August 7, 2003




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Notice of Exemption was served

upon Mr. Boyce Griffith, Chairman, West Virginia Public Service Commission; the

United States Department of Defense (MTMCTEA); National Park Service, Recreation

Resources Assistance Division; National Park Service, Land Resources Division; and

U. S. Department of Agriculture, Chief of the Forest Service; on August 7, 2003, by

class mail, postage prepaid.

= B B el

first

Yames R. Paschall




CERTIFICATION

STATE OF GEORGIA
Ss:
CITY OF ATLANTA

V. W. Mason makes oath and says that he is General Manager Eastern Region
for Norfolk Southern Railway Company; that the line between Milepost TE-1.50 at Licks|Fork
Junction and Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda, West Virginia, over which operations are to be
abandoned, is subject to his supervision and direction; that no local traffic has moved over the
line for at least two years, that no overhead traffic has moved over the line for at least two
years and that overhead traffic, if there were any, could be rerouted over other lines: and that
no formal complaint filed by a user of rail service on the line or a state or local government
entity acting on behalf of such user regarding cessation of service over the line either is
pending before the Surface Transportation Board or any U. S. District Court or has been
decided in favor of the complainant within the two-year period.

e/

V. W. Magon

Subscribed and sworn to before me
thisZ5*» day of @p.&'e , 2003.

(N I8,
May iL Kirlon
Ngtary Public

My comrmission expires:
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EXHIBIT 2

ENVIRONMENTAL AND

HISTORIC REPORTS
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ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT ON
PROPOSED RAIL LINE ABANDONMENT

Abandonment of:  1.59 miles of track between MP TE-1.5 and MP TE-3.09 from

1.

Licks Fork Spur to Elda, West Virginia

PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

Norfolk Southern Railway Company (hereinafter called NS) proposes to abandon

use of 1.59 miles of rail line from Licks Fork Spur to Elda, in West Virginia. A

Map delineating the line proposed for abandonment is attached as Appendix

service on the line and retain the trackage in place. Not abandoning the
would avoid the temporary impacts from salvage and recycling of the rail

crossties, but eliminate the long-term environmental and social benefits.

TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM

Effects of the proposed action on regional or local transportation system:
patterns are expected to be negligible. Within the last two years, no rail freig
passenger traffic has moved on the line segment proposed for abandon
Consequently, no rail traffic will be diverted to highway mode as a result

abandonment.

LAND USE

@) The proposed abandonment involves 1.59 miles of rail line from
Fork Spur to Elda, in West Virginia. The land use along the rai

proposed for abandonment of service is 25% commercial,

undeveloped wooded and 5% residential. NS does not own the right-

12

A.
The alternatives to abandonment of this line are not to abandon or to discontinue
> line

s ‘and

s and
oht or
ment.
hf the

Licks
I line
70%
of-




(ii)

(iii)

@v)

way (ROW); therefore, future land use will be controlled by the owner and

local zoning and development ordinances.

With respect to effects of the proposed rail line abandonment on land use,
NS believes any impact will be negligible. The absence of traffic on the
rail line proposed for abandonment indicates a substantial lack of rajl
dependent land uses in the service area. Since no rail traffic moves on the
line over which service is to be abandoned, the abandonment is not
expected to have any effect on existing land use, future land use, land use
plans or the land use planning process. Therefore the proposed
abandonment is expected to be consistent with any land use plans for the

service area.

Prime Agricultural Lands

No effects on any prime agricultural land are anticipated as a result of the

abandonment.

Coastal Zone

Not Applicable

Alternative Public Use

NS does not have fee title to all of the ROW underlying the line proposed
for abandonment; therefore, NS does not have a corridor available for
future public use. This factor, together with considerations related to
location, physical condition, and adjacent conditions, leads NS to believe
the ROW of the line proposed for abandonment would not be suitable for

highways, other forms of mass transit, energy production related

13




4.

ENERGY

(@)

(ii)

(iii)

transportation facilities, conservation or recreation corridors, or other

public use.

Development and Transportation of Energy Resources

Development and transportation of energy resources will not be affected
by the abandonment. No freight or passenger traffic has moved on the line
proposed for abandonment for two years, and therefore, compared with the
past two years, the abandonment would have no effect on development

and transportation of energy resources.

Movement/Recovery of Recyclable Commodities

Movement/recovery of recyclable commodities will not be affected by th

o

abandonment. No freight or passenger traffic has moved.on the line

o

proposed for abandonment for two years, and therefore, compared with th
past two years, the abandonment would have no effect on movement or

recovery of recyclable commodities .

Impact on Energy Efficiency

Energy efficiency will not be impacted by the proposed abandonment. No
freight or passenger traffic has moved on the line proposed for

abandonment for two years, and therefore, compared with the past tw

[}

years, the abandonment would have no effect on energy efficiency.

14




Gv)

AIR

The proposed action is abandonment and does not exceed Surface Transportation

Diversion of Traffic to Motor Carriers

No traffic is expected to be diverted to motor carriers in connection wi

the proposed abandonment.

Board thresholds at 49 CFR 1105.7 (e)(5) and therefore does not require

quantified analysis of emissions.

)

(ii)

Effects on Air Emissions

Neither the State of West Virginia, nor the County of Mingo h

established analysis thresholds for air emissions, except for fugitive dusts
from fugitive emission sources which could be applicable for Mingo

County as stated by the WVDEP Office of Air Quality and Title 45 CSR

17.  United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) h
National Ambient Air Quality Standards for pollutants (including ozon

as found in 40 CFR Part 50. NS does not anticipate any adverse effect on

West Virginia’s air quality as a result of the proposed abandonment (s
Appendix B).

Class I or Non-Attainment Area

Mingo County, WV, is in attainment for all National Ambient Air Quali

Standard (NAAQS) pollutants according to the USEPA. Mingo County i

in attainment for ozone. NS does not believe any Class I or No

Attainment areas would be affected by the proposed abandonment.

15
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(iii)

NOISE

The proposed action does not exceed Surface Transportation Board thresholds at
49 CFR 1105.7 (e)(6) and therefore does not require a quantified analysis of noig
levels. Noise levels associated with rail removal or salvage operations will b
temporary and will not have a significant impact on the area surrounding th

proposed abandonment.

There is no federal noise regulation according to the USEPA. Neither Ming
County, nor the State of West Virginia has established analysis thresholds for

noise.

SAFETY

@) Public Health and Safety
Abandonment of the captioned rail line will have no significant effe
upon public health or safety. At the existing grade crossings on the line 1
be abandoned, the potential for accidents and delays will be eliminated.

(i) Hazardous Materials Transport

Ozone Depleting Materials

Not applicable. Transportation of ozone depleting materials (such as

nitrogen oxide and freon) is not contemplated, since the proposed action

abandonment.

Not applicable. Action proposed is abandonment.

16
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(iii)

8. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Hazardous Waste or Hazmat Spill Sites

NS has no knowledge of any hazardous waste sites or sites where ther

have been known hazardous material spills on the ROW of the lin

proposed for abandonment or which will be affected by this abandonment.

A search of company records was conducted and comments wer

requested from federal, state and local agencies.

Q) Endangered Species/Critical Habitat
The West Virginia Department of Natural Resources has indicated ni
endangered species are known to occur in this portion of Mingo County.
However, the US Fish and Wildlife Service has indicated that several
threatened and endangered species exist in the entire State of West
Virginia. A list of these species is provided in Appendix C and this list i
summarized in Table I below.
TABLE 1
ENDANGERED AND/OR THREATENED SPECIES
ENTIRE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA
Scientific Common Federal State
Name Name Status Status
Birds Haliacetus Bald Eagle LT --
leucocephalus
Mammals Felis concolor | Eastern cougar LE -
cougar

LE - Listed Endangered
LT- Listed Threatened
-- — Not Applicable

17
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NS is not aware of any critical habitat that would be destroyed or modified

[€]

as a result of the proposed abandonment. Since salvage operations will b

handled generally within the ROW, NS does not believe that an

<<

endangered species that might be present would be adversely affected. N
is willing to undertake reasonable mitigating actions to protect any
endangered species that might be encountered in connection with

abandonment activities.

(>ii) Sanctuaries, Refuges and Parks
Based on the site investigation and comments received from government
agencies, the line segment proposed for abandonment does not pass
through any parks, national forests, or wildlife sanctuaries. No adverse
effects on any wildlife sanctuary, National Park, or State Park are
anticipated.

9. WATER
® Water Quality Standards

NS does not intend to either appreciably remove or alter the contour of the
roadbed underlying the rail line to be abandoned. The areal extent of
disturbed areas will be kept to a minimum and limited to the ROW
wherever possible. Since there are no plans to undertake in-stream work,
or dredge and/or fill any materials in connection with the proposed
abandonment, no water quality impacts are expected in connection with
the proposed action. Therefore, NS considers the abandonment to be
consistent with any applicable Federal, State, and/or local water quality

standards.

18




10.

(i) Wetlands/100-Year Flood Plains

The rail line proposed for abandonment crosses Grapevine Creek as well
as Lick Fork, Conley Fork streams and passes through 100-year flood
plains associated with these waterways. Since the geometry of the
roadbed will not be significantly altered, no discernible effects on 100-
year flood plains are expected in connection with the proposed
abandonment. Consequently, NS does not believe a Section 404 permit

will be required in connection with the proposed abandonment.

(iii))  Section 402 Permit

Inasmuch as NS does not intend to either appreciably remove or alter the
contour of the roadbed underlying the rail line to be abandoned, undertake
significant in-stream work, or dredge and/or fill any materials in
connection with the proposed abandonment, water quality effects should
be negligible. NS does not believe that a permit under Section 402 of the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act will be required.

PROPOSED MITIGATION

Abandonment of the involved rail line is not expected to produce adverse
environmental impacts. Only minimal physical activity associated with removal
of rail, ties, and other railroad appurtenances will be produced by the proposed
action. NS will undertake all reasonable mitigation associated with these
activities to assure that physical activities associated with the abandonment do not

produce adverse environmental effects.
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APPENDIX A
Site Map
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APPENDIX B
Fugitive Dust Regulation
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Office of Air Quality

7012 MacCorkle Avenue, SE
Charleston, WV 25304-2943
Telephone Number: (304) 926-3730
Fax Number: (304) 926-3739

West Virginia Division of Environmental Protection

Bob Wise ) Michael O. Calldghan
Governor . Director

March 16, 2001

Marshall Miller & Associates

c/o Mr. David L. Wilson, Program Manager
P.O. Box 848

Biuefield, VA 24605

Dear Mr. Wilson:
The following is in response to the fax received by this Office on March 15, 2001.

West Virginia is regulated by the National Ambient Air Quality Standards and
these standards are contained in regulations 45 CSR 8, 45 CSR 9, and 45 CSR 12
These regulations have been attached for your convenience. Based on the background
information that you have provided, | do not feel that these regulations will be applicable
to the activities that will be occurring on the eleven railway sites listed. However, 45
CSR 17 (attached) does deal with the minimization of fugitive dusts from fugitive
emission sources and could be applicable to those sites. The five counties in which the
eleven railways are located are not Class | or Non-Attainment for NAAQS.

| hope that | have answered your questions. If you have any other inquiries or
need clarification on any of the state regulations that have been enclosed, | can be
reached at (304) 926-3624.

attachments ‘

Sincerely,

/j Al %{/g,@z& /\/’L
: 4: J

W. Earl Billingsley Jr.
Supervisor
Enforcement & Compliance

Environmental Protection

22 I N

“To use all available resources to protect and restore West Virginia’s Nest Virginia
environment in concert with the needs of present and future generations.”




45CSR17 -

TITLE 45
LEGISLATIVE RULE
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
OFFICE OF AIR QUALITY

SERIES 17
TO PREVENT AND CONTROL PARTICULATE MATTER
AIR POLLUTION FROM MATERIALS HANDLING, PREPARATION, STORAGE
AND OTHER SOURCES OF FUGITIVE PARTICULATE MATTER

§45-17-1. General.

1.1. Scope. -- The purpose of this rule is to
prevent and control particulate matter air pollution
from materials handling, preparation, storage and
other sources of fugitive particulate matter.

1.2.  The Director particularly urges the
cooperation of municipalities in utilizing street
sweepers equipped with dust capturing equipment,
on a regular basis, to minimize particulate matter
reentrainment into the air from heavily trafficked
streets. In addition, municipalities should take
such action as necessary to control fugitive
particulate matter emissions arising fromunpaved
streets, access roads, private parking lots and any
other such sources of uncontrolled particulate
matter.

1.3. Authority. -- W. Va. Code §§22-5-1 et
seq.

1.4. Filing Date. - June 2, 2000.
1.5. Effective Date. -- August 31, 2000.

1.6. Former Rules. -- This legislative rule
amends 45CSR17 “To Prevent and Control
Particulate Air Pollution from Materials Handling,
Preparation, Storage and Sources of Fugitive
Particulate Matter”” which was filed on March 30,
1979, and which became effective May 1, 1979.

§45-17-2. Definitions.

2.1. "Air Pollution”, 'statutory air pollution',
shall have the meaning ascribed to it in W. Va.
Code §22-5-2.

23

2.2. "Director” means the director of the
division of environmental protection or such other
person to whom the director has delegated
authority or duties pursuant to W, Va. Code §§22-
1-6 or 22-1-8.

2.3. "Fugitive Particulate Matter", for the
purpose of this rule, means particulate matter
which becomes airborne from activities
including, but not limited to: handling,
transporting or storage of materials; storage
structure(s); the wuse, repair, construction,
alteration, renovation or demolition of building(s),
road(s) or other activities; disposal areas;| haul
roads; - plant grounds; public, private and
industrial parking areas or lots; public and private
streets and highways; mobile drills; and any
other activity which generates airborne particulate
matter.

2.4. "Materials" includes, but is not limited
to, limestone, dolomite, iron ore, slag, coke, coal,
sandstone, magnetite, sinter, sand, coal refuse,
soda ash, ash, cement or earth.

2.5. "Opacity” means the degree to which
emissions reduce the transmission of light and
obscure the view of an object in the background.

2.6. "Particulate Matter" means any material
except uncombined water that exists in a finely
divided form as a liquid or solid.

2.7. "Person" means any and all persons,
natural or artificial, including the state of West
Virginia or any other state, the United States of
America, any municipal, statutory, public or
private corporation organized or existing under




45CSR17

the laws of this or any other state or country, and
any firm, partnership or association of whatever
nature.

2.8. “Statutory Air Pollution” means and is
limited to the discharge into the air by the act of
man of substances (liquid, solid, gaseous, organic
or inorganic) in a locality, manner and amount as
to be injurious to human health or welfare, animal
or plant life, or property, or which would interfere
with the enjoyment of life or property.

2.9. Other words and phrases used in this
rule, unless otherwise indicated, shall have the
meaning ascribed to themin W. Va. Code §22-5-1
et seq.

§45-17-3. Control and Prohibition of Fugitive
Particulate Emissions.

3.1. No person shall cause, suffer, allow or
permit fugitive particulate matter to be discharged
beyond the boundary lines of the property on
which the discharge originates or at any public or
residential location, which causes or contributes
to statutory air pollution.

3.2. When a person is found in violation of
this rule, the Director may require the person to
utilize a system to minimize fugitive particulate
matter.  This system to minimize fugitive
particulate matter may include, but is not limited
to, the following:

3.2.a. Use, where practicable, of water or
chemicals for control of particulate matter in
demolition of existing buildings or structures,
construction operations, grading of roads or the
clearing of land;

3.2.b. Application of asphalt, water or
suitable chemicals on unpaved roads, material
stockpiles and other surfaces which can create
airborne particulate matter;

3.2.c. Covering of material transport
vehicles, or treatment of cargo, to prevent
contents from dripping, sifting, leaking or
otherwise escaping and becoming airborne, and
prompt removal of tracked material from roads or

2
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streets; or

3.2.d. Installation and use of hoods, fans
and fabric filters to enclose and vent the handling
of materials, including adequate containment
methods during sandblasting, abrasive cleaning or
other similar operations.

§45-17-4. Control Programs and Schedules.

4.1. Any person operating a source of fugitive
particulate matter in violation of the provisions of
this rule shall submit a control program upon the
request of the Director. The control prograim shall
be embodied in a consent order as provided in W.
Va. Code §22-5-4.

§45-17-5. Variance

5.1. A variance may be granted for up to ten
(10) days from the requirements of this rule by the
Director for conditions beyond the control|of any
person. Any request for a variance shall contain
evidence satisfactory to the Director. Variances
of over ten (10) days may be granted by the
Director, provided an acceptable control program
has been submitted by the person requesting said
variance.

§45-17-6. Exemptions.

6.1. Sources that are subject to the fugitive
particulate matter emission requirements of
45CSR2, 45CSR3, 45CSRS and 45CSR7 shall be
exempt from the provisions of this rule, provided
that such sources shall not be exempt from the
provisions of W. Va. Code §§22-5-1 ¢t seq.,
including the provisions of §22-5-3 relating to
statutory air pollution.

6.2. Normal agricultural activities shall be
exempt from the provisions of this rule, to the
extent that such activities do not cause, | suffer,
permit or allow statutory air pollution as defined
in this rule.
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45CSR17

§45-17-7. Enforcement.

7.1. Notwithstanding any other provisions in
this rule, the Director may take any and all
enforcement actions authorized under the Code
for a violation of this rule, including, but not
limited to, requiring the immediate cessation or
abatement of the discharge causing or contributing
to statutory air pollution.

§45-17-8. Inconsistency Between Rules.

8.1. In the event of any inconsistency
between this rule and any other existing rule of
the Division of Environmental Protection, such
inconsistency shall be resolved by the
determination of the Director and such
determination shall be based upon the application
of the more stringent provision, term, condition,
method or rule.

8.2. Fugitive particulate matter emission
requirements of any other applicable rule issued
by the Director may be taken into consideration
by the Director in determining compliance with
this rule.
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APPENDIX C
Federal and State Threatened and
Endangered Species Listings
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U.S.
FISH t WILDLIFE
SERVICE

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

West Virginia Field Office
694 Beverly Pike
Elkins, West Virginia 26241

APR 17 2001

Mr. David L. Wilson

Marshall Miller & Associates
Bluefield Virginia Industrial Park
P.O. Box 848

Bluefield, VA 24605

Dear Mr. Wilson:

This responds to your information request of March 20, 2001 regarding the potential impacts|of a
proposed project on wetlands and federally listed endangered and threatened species and spegies
of concern. Norfolk Southern Railway Company proposes abandonment of eleven line segments
of railway line in Mercer, McDowell, Mingo, Raleigh, and Fayette counties, West Virginia. All
work would occur in existing right of ways of existing roads or railroads. Therefore, no forest
clearing would result from this project.

No federally listed endangered and threatened species or species of concern are expected to be
impacted by the project. Therefore, no Biological Assessment or further Section 7 consultation
under the Endangered Species Act (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) is required
with the Fish and Wildlife Service. Should the project plan change, or if additional information
on listed and proposed species or species of concern becomes available, this determination may
be reconsidered. A compilation of federally listed endangered and threatened species in West
Virginia is enclosed for your information.

Our review of the National Wetlands Inventory 7%-minute topographic maps indicates wetlands
occur in the vicinity of the project area. However, definitive determinations of the presence of
waters of the United States, including wetlands, and the need for permits, if any, are made by the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. They may be contacted at: Huntington District, Regulatory
Branch, 502 Eighth Street, Huntington, West Virginia 25701, telephone (304)529-5710.

If you have further questions regarding this letter, please contact Mr. Shane Jones of my staff at
(304) 636-6586. :

Sincerely,

/féz Je?ffrey K. quner
& Field Sy 27 isor
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

- B REGION 4
g M g ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER
%, S 81 FORSYTH STREET
A ppove® ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-8960
June 20, 2001

Mr. Rory Mullennex

Marshall Miller and Associates
P.0O. Box 848

Bluefield, VA 24605-0848

SUBJECT: EPA Region 4 Approach to Railroad Abandonment Proposals

Dear Mr. Mullennex:

As discussed today with Chris Hoberg of my staff, the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is providing for your reference copies of recent letters concerning proposed
railroad abandonments. These letters to Mr. Larry Western and Mr. James Paschall of Norfol
Southern (NS) and their letter attachments indicate the approach EPA Region 4 is currently
taking regarding routine, environmentally benign railroad abandonment proposals made by N
and other rail line companies. However, should a future proposal have an environmental concern,
please feel free to contact Chris Hoberg at 404/562-9619.

EPA appreciates your concern and coordination with us.

Sincerely,

W

Heinz J. Mueller, Chief
Office of Environmental Assessment
Environmental Accountability Division

Enclosure

intemet Address (URL) ¢ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyciable « Printed with Vegetable Oii Based Ink 30‘ewded Paper (Mini 30% Pe




June 13, 2000

4EAD-OEA

Mr. Larry G. Western
Norfolk Southern Corporation
110 Franklin Road, SE
Roanoke, VA 24042-0013

SUBJ: EPA Generic Comments on Norfolk Southern Corporation (NS) Railroad
Abandonment Proposals

Dear Mr. Western:

As you have discussed with Chris Hoberg of my staff, NS has provided the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) with numerous railroad abandonment proposals over|the

years for our comment. NS apparently seeks EPA comment to satisfy Surface Transportation
Board (STB) requirements.

EPA has provided many response letters to these proposals. Most of them were generi¢
and quite similar. Although not without impacts, the proposed abandonments would terminate
the use of a line section and are generally benign environmentally. They can in fact benefit the
environment if a sponsor offers to implement the rails-to-trails program along the abandoned
railroad ROW. Conversely, they could also be detrimental to the environment if existing train
traffic would be rerouted to a congested line and therefore result in an air quality or noise impact
on that line. NS and STB should ensure that this be avoided and should promote the rails-to-ti;i.ls
program by proper advertisement to potential private sponsors or federal sponsors such as the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

EPA does not expect to continue individually commenting on NS (or other railroad
company) abandonment proposals. Instead, this generic response can be used for STB purposes
unless NS determines there is reason to believe that the abandonment proposal is unique and
substantive environmental impact would result with abandonment. In such instance, NS should
provide EPA with project-specific documentation for potential review and comment. In addition,
all normal coordination with federal, state and local agencies should continue (e.g., endangered
species, wetlands and hazardous material/waste areas within the ROW). We also expect that
future abandonment proposals be responsive to past EPA comments (for reference, see enclosed
Example of A Typical Former EPA Response). :
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It should be emphasized that this letter does not mean that EPA has no comment on all
future abandonment proposals or that there are no environmental impacts. However, EPA at this
time does not elect to comment on most abandonment proposals if they are similar to those
received over the years. Although we reserve the right to comment on any or all proposals
pursuant to Section 309 of the Clean Air. This letter also only pertains to EPA comments and not
those of any other resource agency.

We appreciate your coordination with us. Should you have questions regarding this letter,
you may wish to contact Chris Hoberg at 404/562-9619.

Sincerely,

Heinz J. Mueller, Chief
Office of Environmental Assessment
Environmental Accountability Division

Enclosure - Example of A Typical Former EPA Response

cc: Ms. Elaine Kaiser - STB: Washington, DC
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EXAMPLE OF A TYPICAL FORMER EPA RESPONSE

November 25, 1996

4EAD/OEA-cmh

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis
Surface Transportation Board
12th and Constitution Avenue, NW
Room 3219

Washington, DC 20423

SUBJ: Environmental Report; Norfolk Southern Railway Company;
Proposed Discontinuance/Abandonment of 22.1 Miles of Rail
Line From MP 862.8 to MP 884.9; Berry to Belk, Alabama in
Fayette County

Dear Ms. Kaiser:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewe
the Environmental Report (ER) for the above-referenced railroad
discontinuance/abandonment project in Alabama, proposed by your
Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NS) applicant. Given the
preliminary nature of the ER dated May 2, 1996 (and cover lette
to EPA dated October 16, 1996), we offer the preliminary commen
presented below for consideration by the Surface Transportation
Board (STB). :

EPA offers the following preliminary comments on the ER:

> ALTERNATIVES - EPA recommends that the environmental impacts,
if any, of non-abandonment alternatives be identified and brief
compared to the impacts of the proposed action. Specifically,
any environmental impacts of not abandoning the line or

discontinuing line service and retaining the trackage should be
discussed and compared to the proposed line abandonment (future
ERs should include such information).

> IMPACTS - Based on the report provided, it appears that

the environmental impacts of the proposed 22.1-mile railway
abandonment need not be substantive. However, the line crosses
several waterways a total of 24 times and in-stream salvaging
work is possible. 1In addition, there are some conclusional

statements that we believe should be substantiated before any
action is taken by the STB. We note, however, that this ER is
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more responsive to EPA comments than in the past. \

We offer the following comments:

= Land Use (3.i) - We appreciate that the ER briefly
characterized the land use of the project area (forests
(85%), commercial businesses (5%), residential (10%)).
Also relative to land use, will bisected forests, if any,
be reunited due to the proposed abandonment? Will the
rail line right-of-way (ROW) be maintained or allowed to
naturally revegetate? Will any existing at-grade crossings
be eliminated (if the proposed abandonment is implemented)
which would improve transportation in terms of delays and
accident potential?

ed

s Alternative Public Use (3.iv) - The ER indicates that NS
does not have fee title to all of the rail line ROW propo
for abandonment and therefore does not have a contiguous
corridor for potential future public use. For this reaso
and others, NS does not believe the line segment would be
suitable for other public use.

Although NS does not own fee title to the ROW, we would
nevertheless suggest that NS determine the fate of the RO
from its owner and include such information in the ER.
Would the ROW simply revert to the surrounding land use, o
would the corridor be sold to the private or public sector
and for what land use?

sections of the abandonment proposal, we suggest that the
statement "[d]evelopment and transportation of energy
resources will not be affected by the abandonment® be
briefly substantiated in this section and in any future ER
For example, the fact that rail line abandonment as oppose
to construction is proposed could again be referenced here
for clarity.

= Enerqgy (4.i) - Although it basically follows from previous

EPA appreciates the calculation of net change in energy
consumption due to the modal chnage from diesel train to
diesel trucks. The conclusion reached by the applicant wa
that a net decrease in diesel fuel gallons (3,985 vs. 5,896)
would be used for a change to truck traffic. Intuitively,
this seems incorrect. Considering that truck cargos (15
tons) would be considerably less than train cargos so that
numerous truck trips would be needed to replace one train
load. As such, it would seem that more fuel would be used
for the truck option than for the train option.

This apparent inconsistency is presumably true, as the ER
further indicates, to the current train configuration not

34

S s



being efficient, so that train cargos are apparently
undersized. We note that the ER states that "...if the

railroad configured trains and trips for maximum efficiency,
3

pulpwood could be moving using approximately 43% of
the estimated fuel used trucking pulpwood and using
approximately 29% of the estimated current fuel usage."

% Air (5.i, 5.ii) - We note that several air quality
criteria would not be reached or exceeded by the proposed

abandonment. We assume that these criteria are the STB air

quality analysis thresholds frequently referred to but not

generally provided in previous abandonment proposals

reviewed by EPA (if so, we suggest that future ERs indicate

that the listed criteria indeed are the STB air quality
thresholds). We appreciate their inclusion in this ER.

If truck traffic is to replace the remaining rail traffic
the line to be abandoned, air quality could be locally
impacted. Specifically, trucks could slow traffic which
would involve traffic queuing (idling) or slow moving

on

traffic, which would reduce local air quality. In addition,

the additional vehicles would use diesel fuel rather than
less polluting gasoline or alternate fuels (e.g., matural
gas or electric). The local conditions of the preferred

route(s) should be briefly characterized (ADT, traffix mix,

intersections, etc.). Although we note that the ADT of

the area would increase only less than 0.02%, we suggest
that actual numbers be provided since percentages can be
misleading. Overall air quality for the region, however,

should improve if the ER analysis is accurate that less fuel

would be used with trucks rather than rail in this case.

The ER states that: "Based on the foregoing discussion,
increases in air emissions do not need to be quantified."

This statement should be substantiated, i.e., what guidance

is being employed here by the applicant?

It is also stated that "NS does not believe any Class I
or non-attainment areas would be affected by the proposed
abandonment." While we agree that abandonment projects
would generally not affect non-attainment areas even if th
existed in the project area (assuming the line no longer &
rail traffic or does have inefficient rail traffic), the
attainment status of the area of concern should preferably
be verified in ERs (see annual 40 CFR Part 81, subject tg
updates, or contact the Air Division of EPA Region 4 at
404/562-9026). Any potential air quality effects should
also be reasonably predicted in future ERs. As such, the
ERs would be better stand-alone environmental documents
prior to agency reviews.

EPA has verified that Fayette County in Alabama is in

35
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attainment for all National Ambient Air Quality Standard |
(NAAQS) pollutants (including ozone), i.e., this county is
not a non-attainment area for any NAAQS pollutants.

4
Therefore, it can be assumed that the salvaging process
should not affect any non-attainment areas. The U.S.
Department of the Interior (DOI) should be consulted for
potential Class I area concerns.

® Noise (6) - The ER does not list the referenced
"established analysis thresholds" for noise. Their listing
and a reference should be included in prospective future ERs
for abandonment proposals (Note: This comment has also been
made in previous EPA reviews of ERs, without inclusion or
citation reference to the noise thresholds in subsequent

ERs). How was it determined that these thresholds would nbot
be exceeded?

While noise generated by the proposed action may not be
substantive (especially when compared to noise from former
and existing train usage of the track) or exceed the STB's
noise thresholds, EPA does not agree that noise impacts
from the proposed action (e.g., rail salvage) are "not
applicable." Nevertheless, while the thresholds and other
noise "guidelines" (such as city ordinances) may or may no
be exceeded (or even exist) due to the proposed action, an
sensitive residential receptors may or may not be far
removed from the site (this should be determined in ERs),
generation of temporary, above-ambient noise levels can be
expected during rail salvage operations. What maximum/
average noise levels would be expected from such an
operation and how do these levels compare to the noise
thresholds, other guidance or ordinances and existing
railway noise?

® Hazardous Waste or Hazmat Spill Sites (7.iii) - We note

that "NS has no knowledge" of any hazardous waste spills or
known spill sites along the ROW. What research and/or
review was conducted to determine if any hazardous waste
spills have occurred or sites exist along the ROW? Such
substantiation should also be provided in any future
applicant ERs on abandonment proposals. What procedures
will be followed by NS if hazardous materials would be
discovered during salvaging activities? Future ERs should
already include such requested information.

ey

» Biological Resources (8)

Endangered Species/Critical Habitat (8.i) - The ER should
provide a reasonable list of the federally-listed endangered
species that range in the area, and if any are known to
actually exist along or near the ROW. Also, what is the
basis for the statement that "NS is not aware of any
critical habitat which would be destroyed or modified as a




result of the proposed abandonment," i.e., what research d
consultation was conducted to determine this? Future
bandonment ERs should already provide substantiated

5

xr

information on "critical habitat® (confirmation from the FWS

is advised). EPA notes and supports the commitment that
"NS is willing to undertake reasonable mitigating actions
protect any endangered species which might be encountered
connection with abandonment activities."

Sanctuaries, Refuges and Parks (8.ii) - It should be
determined (with a documented source such as a USGS or
recent aerial map, ground survey, or agency) if the line
does or does not pass through any parks, forests, or
wildlife sanctuaries (Note: Future ERs should already
include such a determination and cite the information
source). The appropriate resource agency (such as FWS)
should then be consulted/copied for verification.

s Water (9.i, 9.ii, 9.iii) - The rail line crosses the Nor

River, Kerrs Branch, Sipsey River and Bobo Creek at 24
locations. The ER indicates that the line roadbed is not
proposed for appreciable removal or alteration, "no
discernible effects on either wetlands or 100-year flood

to
in

plains are expected, " and "NS does not believe a 404 wetland

permit will be required in connection with the proposed
abandonment." However, because the report does indicate
that some in-stream work is being contemplated (i.e., "at
most, some bridge piles, posts, and piers may be removed
down to stream bottom level..."), the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (COE) should be consulted regarding any impacts
jurisdictional wetlands arnd potential 404 permitting
requirements. Also, if jurisdictional wetlands exist alon
or near the ROW, placement of all construction staging ar
should avoid such wetlands. The U.S. Coast Gurad should b
contacted relative to navigational obstructions during
bridge removal (if waterway crossed are navigable) .

Regarding permitting requirements under Section 402 of the
Clean Water Act involving point source discharges to water
of the United States, EPA has authorized the State of
Alabama to administer the storm water National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit Program (with
EPA program oversight being retained). Storm water NPDES
permitting could apply if the abandonment activities invol
soil disturbances (grading, movement, filling, etc.) of fi
or more acres of land, and if there are point source

to

g
as

ve
ve

discharges from these areas into waters of the U.S. (creeks,

lakes, rivers, jurisdictional wetlands, etc.). EPA

encourages the applicant's further coordination with the
State of Alabama or EPA/Region 4 (Mr. Roosevelt Childress:
404/562-9279) regarding water quality management and any

37




NPDES permitting requirements. Such coordination should
precede completion of future ERs and be documented therein.

6
Regardless of wetland or NPDES permitting requirements, the
potential for soil erosion exists during proposed salvaging
of rails and ties and bridge structures. Soil erosion
should be minimized through use of state construction Bes
Management Practices (BMPs). Will the areal extent of
disturbed areas be kept to a minimum and limited to the ROW?
Will access and staging areas be involved? 1Is mulching d
grass re-seeding proposed for disturbed construction area
along the railbed? Will state construction BMPs be
followed? Prospective ERs should already include such
discussion.

= Proposed Mitigation (10) - We note the commitment that
"NS will undertake all reasonable mitigation associated

with these activities [removal of rail, ties, and other

railroad appurtenances] will be produced by the proposed
action." EPA encourages mitigation of impacts in general,
and specifically any compensation recommended by the various
review/permitting agencies.

» FUTURE ERs - We have noted some modifications in this ER
commensurate with typical EPA comments on previous ERs for NS
abandonment proposals. We appreciate the responsiveness.
However, modifications for several other EPA comments were
not noticed. Future ERs should be further modified in response
to EPA comments.

> EPA MOVE - As noted on our new letterhead, EPA Region 4 has
moved to 100 Alabama Street in Atlanta, Georgia. The former
Environmental Policy Section has been reorganized to the Offic
of Environmental Assessment in the Environmental Accountability
Division.

W

EPA appreciates the opportunity to review the ER at this
time. Per applicant cover letter request, we have provided a
copy of these comments to NS. Should you have questions, feel
free to contact Chris Hoberg of my staff at 404/562-9619, who
will serve as the initial Agency point of contact.

Sincerely,

Heinz J. Mueller, Chief
Office of Environmental Assessment
Environmental Accountability Division

cc: Mr. Larry G. Western
Norfolk Southern Corporation

38




110 Franklin Road, SE

Roanoke,

VA 24042-0013

39




ATTACHMENT 1

CONSULTATIONS
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Law Department Sandra J. Gorby
Three Commercial Place Assistant to
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 Sr. Vice President - Law

Writer’s Direct Dial Number
(757) 629-2804
Fax (757) 5633-4872
E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8, 2003

Mr. Bob Runowski
USEPA Region 3

EPAS (3ES43)

841 Chestnut Street
Philadelphia, PA 19107

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of
3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost
TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Runowski:

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the above
rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a notice with the Surface
Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various
circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of
3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at Eida.
The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not
be affected by the abandonment.

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to
make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the line in
more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes
that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

4/ d ’
Sandra J. Gorby
41
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* NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation
Law Department

Sandra J. Gorby
Three Commercial Place

Assistant to
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 Sr. Vice President - llaw
Writer’s Direct Dial Number
(757) 629-2804
Fax (757) 533-4872
E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8, 2003

Mr. Samuel Stokes

National Parks Service

P. O. Box 37127

Washington, D. C. 20013-7127

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of

3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost

TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia
Dear Mr. Stokes: | ‘

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the above

rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a notice with the Surface
Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various.
circumstances, the filing was not made. -

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of
3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at Eida.
The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not

be affected by the abandonment. -

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to
make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the line in

more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes
that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Very truly yours,
Sandra J. Gorby

42
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Law Department Sandra J. Gorby
Three Commercial Place Assistant to
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 Sr. Vice President - Law

Writer’s Direct Dial Number

(757) 629-2804
Fax  (757) 533-4872

E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8, 2003

Mr. Edward J. McKay, Chief

NOAA

Spatial Reference, National Geodetic Survey
1315 East-West Highway

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of
3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost
TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. McKay:

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the above
rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a'notice with the Surface
Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various
circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of
3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda.
The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not
be affected by the abandonment. '

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to
make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the line in
more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes
that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

o s

43 Sandvra J. Gorby
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NORFOLK

SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Law Department Sandra J. Gorby

Three Commercial Place Assistant to

Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 Sr. Vice President - Law

Writer's Direct Dial Number

(757) 629-2804
Fax  (757) 533-4872

E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8,12003

Mr. Jim Hatfield, Commissioner
Mingo County Commission

P. 0. Box 1179

Williamson, West Virginia 25676

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Comipany Proposed Main Line Abandonment of
3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost
TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia

'Dear Mr. Hatfield:

~ On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Enwronmental Report covering the above
- rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned’ to file a riotice with the Surface
'Transportatlon Board of its intention to'abandon that line. Due to various
circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of
3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09-at Elda.
The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not
be affected by the abandonment.

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to
make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the line in
more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes
that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Very truly yours,

Harte 3. oot~

Sandra J. Gorby
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Norfolk Southern Corporation

Law Department Sandra J. Gorby
Three Commercial Place /S\?s\l/sitca:en;trce’as' dent - La
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 : 'dent - Law

Writer's Direct Dial Number

(757) 629-2804
Fax  (757) 533-4872

E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8,|2003

Mr. Rick Buckley, Chief

South Permit Section

US Army Corps of Engineers, Huntington District
502 8™ Street

Huntington, WV 25701

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of

3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost
TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction {o Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Buckley:

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the above

rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a notice with the Surface
Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various
circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of

3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda.
The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not
be affected by the abandonment.

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to

make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the line in

more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes
that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Very truly yours,

45 Sandra J. Gorby
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Norfolk Southern Corporation

Law Department iaqd;'a ‘:t Gorby
Three Commercial Place S?S\Iji caenP roe sident -
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 :

Writer's Direct Dial Number

(757) 629-2804
Fax  (757) 533-4872

E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8,

Mr. John Porterfield, Supervisor

West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection
331 Court Street, Suite 204

Welch, WV 24801

Law

2003

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of

3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepo
TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Porterfield:

st

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the above

rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a notice with the Surface
Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various
circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles inste
3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at E

ad of
da.

The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not

be affected by the abandonment.

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to

make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the

more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes

that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Very truly yours,

Sandra J. Gorby
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Norfolk Southern Corporation

Law Department 2:;2{:&& c()'.iorby
Three Commercial Place A .
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 8r. Vice President -|Law

Writer’s Direct Dial Number

(757) 629-2804
Fax (757) 533-4872

E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8,/2003

Mr. Ed Hamrock, Director

West Virginia department of Natural Resources
1900 Kanawha Blvd., East

Building 3 Room 669

Charleston, WV 25305-0660

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of

3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost
TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Hamrock

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the above
rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a notice with the Surface
Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various
circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of

3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda.

The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not

be affected by the abandonment.

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to

make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the line in

more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes
that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

47 Sandra J. Gorby
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Norfolk Southern Corparation

Law Department San‘dra J. Gorby
Three Commercial Place : gfs\l?i?en}:’tr% ot L
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 :

Writer’s Direct Dial Number

(757) 629-2804
Fax  (757) 533-4872

E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8,/2003

Mr. Craig Stihler :
West Virginia Department of Natural Resources
Natural Heritage Program

P. O. Box 67

Elkins, WV 26242

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of

3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost
TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Stihler

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the above

rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a notice with the Surface
Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various
circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of

3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda.

The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not

be affected by the abandonment.

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to

make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the |ine in

more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes
that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Very truly yours,

48 Sandra J. Gorby
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Norfolk Southern Corporation

Law Department ’ Sandra J. Gorby
Three Commercial Place . . é?s\lztc’él;gtrz sident -|Law
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 '

Writer’s Direct Dial Number

(757) 629-2804
Fax  (757) 533-4872

E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8,/2003

Mr. Earl Billingsly

West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection
Office of Air Quality

7012 MacCorkle Avenue

Charleston, WV 25304

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of

3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost
TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Billingsly:

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the gbove

rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a notice with the Surface
Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various
circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of

3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at E|da.

The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not

be affected by the abandonment.

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to

make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the |ine in

more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes
that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

49 Sandra J. Gorby
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Norfolk Southern Corporation

Law Department /S\:;(sj’::n\:t 0Gorby
Three Commercial Place , .
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 Sr. Vice President - Law

Writer's Direct Dial Number

(757) 629-2804
Fax (757) 533-4872

E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8,2003

Mr. Fred VanKirk, Secretary

West Virginia Department of Transportation
1900 Kanawha Blvd., East

Building 5 Room 109

Charleston, WV 25305-0660

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of

3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost
TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. VanKirk:

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the above

rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a notice with the Surface
Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various
circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of

3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda.

The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not

be affected by the abandonment.

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to

make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the line in

more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes
that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.

‘Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

50 Sandra J. Gorby
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Norfolk Southern Corporation

Law Department San_dra J. Gorby
Three Commercial Place /gss\l;'%_tant3 to ot L
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 . Vice Presigent - Law

Writer's Direct Dial Number

(757) 629-2804
Fax  (757)533-4872

E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8,/2003

Mr. Steven A. Boone, District Conservationist
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service
8150B Court Ave.

Hamlin, WV 25523

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of

3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost
TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Boone:

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the above

rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a notice with the Surface
Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various
circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of

3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda.

The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not

be affected by the abandonment.

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to

make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the line in

more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes
that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Very truly yours,

Sandra J. Gorby
51
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Norfolk Southern Corporation
Law Department

Three Commercial Place
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241

Writer's Direct Dial Number

(757) 629-2804
Fax (757) 533-4872

E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com

Mr. Jeffery K. Towner, Supervisor
USFWS Ecological Services Field Office
694 Beverly Pike

Elkins, WV 26241

Sandra J. Gorby
Assistant to
Sr. Vice President - |Law

May 8, 2003

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of
3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost

TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Towner

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the above

rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a notice with the Surface
Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various

circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of
3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda.
The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will be not

be affected by the abandonment.

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly, we
are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to
make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the ine in
more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant changes

that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Operatina Subsidiarv: Norfolk Southern Railway Company
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Norfolk Southern Corporation

Law Department 2”‘,""3 ‘t,t Gorby
Three Commercial Place : S?s\lfitca:]PrZsi dent -IL
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 : - Law
Writer’s Direct Dial Number
(757) 629-2804
Fax (757) 533-4872
E-mail sandra.gorby@nscorp.com May 8,/2003

Ms. Nancy Herholdt, Commissioner
WV Division of Culture and History
Cultural Center

1900 Kanawha Blvd.

Charleston, WV 25304

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of

3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost

TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, West Virginia
Dear Ms. Herholdt:

On May 23, 2001, you were mailed an Environmental Report covering the above

rail line and advised that Norfolk Southern planned to file a notice with the Surface

Transportation Board of its intention to abandon that line. Due to various
circumstances, the filing was not made.

The length of the line to be abandoned has been revised to 1.59 miles instead of

3.09 miles — between Milepost TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur to Milepost TE-3.09 at E
The track between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5 at Licks Fork Spur Junction will b

be affected by the abandonment.

We are planning to file the notice on or about June 20, 2003. Accordingly,

da.
e not

we

are resubmitting the enclosed Environmental Report to provide you the opportunity to

make additional comments if you desire. There has been no rail service over the
more than 4 years. Therefore, it is unlikely there have been any significant chang
that would cause the enclosed report to be obsolete since its submission in 2001.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Very truly yours,
53 Sandra J. Gorby
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June 16, 2003

WEST VIRGINIA DIVISION OF

Ms. Sandra J. Gorby CULTURE AND HISTORY
Norfolk Southern Corporation
Law Department

Three Commercial Plaza
Norfolk, VA 23510-0241

RE: Proposed Main Line Abandonment
Milepost TE-1.5 and Milepost TE-3.09
FR#  01-1054-MO-1

Dear Ms. Gorby:

—

We have received the information for the above mentioned project. As required by Section 106 of the Nationg
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and its implementing regulations, 36 CFR 800: “Protection of
Historic Properties,” we submit our comments.

Architectural Resources:
We require additional information in order to complete our review. Your report does not address potential impIFcts

to historic resources such as the rail line itself or associated buildings and structures. Nor is there any information
provided regarding the railroad’s history in order for us to make an assessment of the resource’s National Register
eligibility. If there are any buildings or structures 50 years or older associated with this section of the rail line,
please submit photographs along with the other requested information. We will complete our review upon receipt of
this information.

Archaeological Resources:
We require additional information in order to complete our review. Please submit photographs of the segment jof

line in question. We will complete our review upon receipt of this information.

We appreciate the opportunity to be of service. If you have questions regarding our comments or the Section {06
process, please call Robin Fisher, Historian or Rachel Black, Staff Archaeologist at (304) 558-0240.

Sincerel

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

SMP:rlf/reb

THE CULTURAL CENTER * 1900 KANAWHA BOULEVARD, EAST * CHARLESTON, WEST VIRGINIA 25305-0300
TELEPHONE 304-558-0220 « FAX >~* ~"8-2779 » TDD 304-558-3562
EEO/AAE 54 ER




Lick Fork Spur:

No Comments:

Mr. Steven A. Boone, District Conservationist, NRCS, Hamlin, WV-6/20
Mr. Bill Hartman, WV Department of Transportation-6/18

Mr. John Porterfield, Supervisor, WV DEP-6/13

Mr. Earl Billingsley, WV DEP, Office of Air Quality-6/13

Comments:
Mr. Shane Jones, US Fish and Wildlife Service, Elkins, WV, said that their office had
already responded concerning our reports.-6/26

Ms. Barbara Sargeant, WV Department of Natural Resources, sent her response via mail
on June 14, 2001.-6/28

Mr. Mark Holma, WV Division of Culture and History, says that he feels more
information should be researched and included concerning the history of the track and
associated buildings. He said his response was sent June 27 or 28.-6/29

Mr. Bob Runowski, US EPA, Philadelphia, PA, received the reports and said we would
have a response by June 15, 2001.-6/13

Mr. Edward J. McKay, National Geodetic Survey, said that he responded to the proposals
in the group sent on May 25 about which he had concerns, and will do the same with the
group of proposals sent on June 2.-6/20

Mr. Greg Smith, Attorney for Jim Hatfield, Mingo County Commissioner, says that he
has not finished reviewing the reports, but that in those he has reviewed, he has not seen
anything of particular interest.-6/25

Ms. Cindy Szymanski, National Park Service, said that she will respond to the Surface
Transportation Board and NSRC during the week of July 2, 2001.-6/29

Mr. Curtis Taylor, WV Department of Natural Resources, is handling our reports, he
returned MM&A’s call, but has been unavailable since.-6/22
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation
Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E.
Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013

May 23, 2001
1-9-5-4

Mr. Bob Runowski

USEPA Region 3

EPAS (3ES43)

841 Chestnut Street
Philadelphia, PA 19107

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09

Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jct. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Runowski:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) secking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jet. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the
basis for the STB’s independent environmental anatysis of the proceeding. If you believe any g
the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if yol
have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Sectig
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.
Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action
your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impact
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a cop]
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

Sincerely,

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LJELlet
Attachment

CC: JR. Paschall

56

Operating Subsidiary: Norfolk Southern Railway Company

=h

=]

]

S



NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E.

Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013
May 23,2001
1-9-5-4

Mr. Samuel Stokes,

National Parks Service

P.O. Box 37127
Washington, DC 20013-7127

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09
Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jct. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Stokes:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) seeking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jct. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the
basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any of
the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if yq
have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Sectio
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.
Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action
your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

= s

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impacf
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a copy
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

w

Sincerely,

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LJELlet
Attachment

CC: J.R. Paschall
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E.

Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013 May 23, 2001
1-9-5-4

Mr. Edward J. McKay, Chief

NOAA

Spatial Reference, National Geodetic Survey
1315 East-West Highway

Silverspring, Maryland 20910

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09

Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jet. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. McKay:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) seeking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jet. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the

basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any o
the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if yg
have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Sectio
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.
Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action
your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impac;
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a copy
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

Sincerely,

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LJELlet
Attachment

CC: J.R. Paschall
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E.

Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013
May 23,2001
1-9-5-4

Mr. Jim Hatfield, Commissioner
Mingo County Commission
P.O.Box 1179

Williamson, West Virginia 25676

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09
Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jct. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Hatfield:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) seeking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jet. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the
basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any of
the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if yq
have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Sectio
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.
Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action,
your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

=

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impacts
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a copy
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

Sincerely,

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LJELlet
Attachment

CC: J.R. Paschall
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
HUNTINGTON DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
502 EIGHTH STREET |
HUNTINGTON, WEST VIRGINIA 25701-2070
June 19, 2001 SECEIVED |

ATTENTION OF: En\j}f.?fﬁt-mt‘
Operations and Readiness Division
Regulatory Branch JUN 28 720

Tug Fork-No Permit Required-200100565

Norfolk Southern Corporation
Director Environmental Operations
Attn: K.R. Miller

110 Franklin Road, S.E.

Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013

Dear Mr. Miller:

I refer to information received in this office on June 6, 2001 concerning the proposed
abandonment of 28.4 miles of rail line located in Mingo County, West Virginia and Pike County
Kentucky. You have indicated that portions of these lines cross the Tug Fork River, unnamed
tributaries (U/T) of Poplar Creek, Laurel Fork, Blackberry Creek, Sycamore Branch, U/T of
Sycamore Creek, Grapevine Creek, Lick Fork, Conley Fork, Spice Creek, U/T of Spice Creek
Shabby Room Branch, Little Day Camp Branch, Honey Camp Branch and Stonecoal Branch. In
addition, wetlands are present in the vicinity of portions of the rail line.

You have requested that we determine whether a permit should be obtained for the work

associated with the abandonment of 11 portions of rail lines.

Section of Rail Line to be Abandoned - e Miles
1 *Cedar, WV to Majestic KY 2.28
2 **Bluestone, WV to Pocahontas, VA 1.9
3 QOak Hill, WV to Carlisle, WV 2.8
4 *McCarr, WV to Nampa, KY 95
5 Williamson, WV to Cinderella, WV 2.5
6 Licks Fork Spur Jct., WV to Elda, WV 3.09
7 Roderfield, WV to Premier, WV 4.58
8 Amigo, WV to Devils Fork, WV 1.5
9 McVey, WV to Whitby, WV 4.0
10 Qak Hill, WV to Oak Hill, WV 2.5
11 Thacker, WV to Colonel, WV 2.3
TOTAL 28.4

*These two sections of abandonment cross the Tug Fork River and reside in both KY and WV.
**This portion of abandonment is partiaily located in the Norfolk District of the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers. All rail line abandonment in the state of Virginia should be coordinated
through the Norfolk District. The Clinch Valley regulatory field office may be reached by
dialing 540-623-5259.
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Section 404 of the Clean Water Act requires that a Department of the Army permit be
obtained prior to placing dredged or fill material into waters of the United States, including
wetlands. Based on the information provided, it appears that no fill material would be placed
into jurisdictional waters; therefore, authorization under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act for
the proposed work would not be required. However, if any work becomes necessary that would
require the placement of fill material into waters of the United States at any site of proposed rail
line abandonment, you should contact this office.

Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 requires that a permit be obtained prio
to any work in, over, or under navigable waters. You have indicated that bridge trestles crossing
the Tug Fork River would not be removed during abandonment activities. Provided that these
crossings would be used at some time in the future, trestles may remain in place.

Please be aware that the Corps of Engineers does not have regulatory authority for
administering the 100-year floodplain regulation pursuant to the National Flood Insurance
Program. This authority lies with the local government using floodplain ordinances approved by
the Federal Emergency Management Agency.

If you have any questions concerning the above, please contact Michael Hatten at 304-
529-5710.

Sincerely,

Yk Bkl

Richard P. Buckley
Chief, South Permit Section
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E.

Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013 May 23,2001

1-9-5-4

Mr. Rick Buckley, Chief

South Permit Section

US Army Corps of Engineers, Huntington District
502 8™ Street

Huntington, WV 25701

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09

Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jct. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Buckley:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) seeking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jet. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the
basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any d

the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if you

have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Sectid
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.

Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action,

your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impac
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a cop
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

Sincerely,

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LJELlet
Attachment

CC: J.R. Paschall
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E.

Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013 May 23, 2001

1-9-5-4

Mr. John Porterfield, Supervisor

West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection
331 Court Street, Suite 204

Welch, West Virginia 24801

SUBIJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09

Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jct. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Porterfield:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) seeking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jet. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the

basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any o
the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if ya
have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Sectio
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.

Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action
your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impac
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a copy
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

Sincerely,

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LJELlet
Attachment

CC: JR. Paschall
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DivisioN OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Wildlife Resources Section
Capitol Compiex, Buiiding 3, Room 812
1900 Kanawha Boulevard, East
Charleston WV 25305-0664
Telephone (304) 558-2771

Bob Wise Fax (304) 558-3147 Ed Hamrick
Governor TDD 1-800-354-6087 Director
June 18, 2001
Mr. K. R. Miller

Director of Environmental Operations
Norfolk Southern Corporation
Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E.

Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013

Re:  Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed
Main Line Abandonments; 2.5 miles Williamson,
WV to Cinderella, WV, 3.09 miles Licks Fork Spur
Jet. to Elda, WV, 1.9 miles Bluestone, WV to
Pocahontas, VA, and 2.28 miles Cedar, WV to
Majestic, KY.

Dear Mr. Miller:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed Main Line Abandonmen
protect water quality in these regions. we request that appropriate sediment and erosion ¢

ts. To
ontrol

measures be implemented during the rail and tie removal phases of these projects. At this time, we

anticipate no long term adverse environmental affects from these actions and thus we have no f
comments.

urther

Sincerely,

Ed Hamrick

Director REOE"YED
Env i

EH/bfd/akk
JuL 09 2001
FILE
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E. May 23,2001
Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013 1-9-5-4

Mr. Ed Hamrock, Director

West Virginia Department of Natural Resources
1900 Kanawha Blvd., East

Building 3 Room 669

Charleston, West Virginia 25305-0660

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09

Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jet. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr.Hamrock:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) seeking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jet. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the
basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any d

the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if you

have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Sectid
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.

Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action,

your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impac
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a copy
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

Sincergly.

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LJIELlet
Attachment

CC: J.R. Paschall
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E. May 23, 2001
Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013 1-9-5-4

Mr. Craig Stihler

West Virginia Department of Natural Resources
Natural Heritage Program

P.O. Box 67

Elkins, West Virginia 26241

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09
Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jet. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Stihler:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) seeking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jet. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a’ map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the
basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any of
the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if you
have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Section
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.
Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action
your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

3

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impacts
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a copy
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

Sincerely,

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LIELlet
Attachment

CC: J.R. Paschall
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E. May 23, 2001
Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013 1-9-5-4

Mr. Earl Billingsly

West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection
Office of Air Quality

7012 MacCorkle Ave.

Charleston, West Virginia 25304

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09

Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jet. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Billingsly:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) seeking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jet. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the

basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any o
the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if yq
have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Sectio
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.
Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action
your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impac
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a copy
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

Sincerely,

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LJELlet
Attachment

CC: J.R. Paschall
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E.

Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013 May 23, 2001
1-9-5-4

Mr. Fred VanKirk, Secretary

West Virginia Department of Transportation
1900 Kanawha Blvd., East

Building 5 Room 109

Charleston, West Virginia 25305-0660

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09
Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jct. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr.VanKirk:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) secking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jct. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the
basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any of
the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if yd
have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Sectio
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.
Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action
your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

=g

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impacts
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a copy
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

Sincerely,

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LIELIet
Attachment

CC: J.R. Paschall
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E.

Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013 May 23, 2001

1-9-5-4

Mr. Steven A. Boone, District Conservationist
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service
8150B Court Ave.

Hamlin, West Virginia 25523

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09
Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jet. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr. Boone:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) seeking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jet. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the
basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any of
the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if yq
have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Sectio
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.
Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action,
your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

=

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impacts
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a copy
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239,

Sincerel

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LJELIet
Attachment

CC: J.R. Paschall
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NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E.

Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013 May 23, 2001

1-9-5-4

Mr. Jeffery K. Towner, Supervisor
USFWS Ecological Services Field Office
694 Beverly Pike

Elkins, West Virginia 26241

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.0¢
Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jet. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Mr.Towner:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) seeking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jet. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the
basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any o
the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if yq
have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Sectio
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.
Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action
your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impact
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a copy
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

Sincerely,

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LJELlet
Attachment

CC: J.R. Paschall
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WEST VIRGINIA DIVISION OF

June 27, 2001 CULTURE AND HISTORY

RECEIVED

Mr. K. R. Miller Env% " Frot ,:;e@t

Norfolk Southern )
110 Franklin Road, Southeast e g ‘2 2001

Roanoke, Virginia 24042

RE: Proposed Main Line Abandonment
Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
FR#  01-1054-MO

Dear Mr. Miller:

We have received the information for the above mentioned project. As required by Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and its implementing regulations, 36 CFR 800: “Protection of
Historic Properties,” we submit our comments;

The “Environmental Report on Proposed Rail Line Abandonment” for the 3.09 miles of railroad line from Licks
Fork Spur Junction to Elda, Mingo County, West Virginia, does not specifically address potential impacts to historic
resources such as the rail line itself or associated buildings and structures. Nor is there any information provided
regarding the railroad’s history in order for us to make an assessment of the resource’s National Register eligibility.

Please submit additional information addressing our above inquiries. We cannot continue with our review without
these relevant facts. Also, please note that the subject material did not reach our office until June 7, 2001, and,
therefore, we were unable to meet the requested three week comment period. However, under 36 CFR 800 our
office is allowed thirty days upon receipt of a project to comment on its impact to cultural resources listed in or
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places or to request additional information to assist in our analysis.| As
such, we have met our statutory obligation with this response.

We appreciate the opportunity to be of service. If you have questions regarding our comments or the Section 106
process, please call me at (304) 558-0220, Ext. 723.

Marc Holma
Senior Structural Historian for Review and Compliance

THE CULTURAL CENTER * 1900 KANAWHA BOULEVAR 71 AST » CHARLESTON, WEST VIRGINIA 25305-0300
TELEPHONE 304-558-0220 * FAX 304-558-2779 = TDD 304-558-3562
EEO/AA EMPLOYER




NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Environmental Protection

110 Franklin Road, S.E.

Roanoke, Virginia 24042-0013 May 23, 2001

1-9-5-4

Ms. Nancy Herholdt, Commissioner
WYV Division of Culture and History
Cultural Center

1900 Kanawha Blvd.

Charleston, West Virginia 25304

SUBJECT: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment of 3.09
Miles of Rail Line Located between Milepost TE-0.0 and Milepost TE-3.09
From Licks Fork Spur Jet. To Elda, West Virginia

Dear Ms. Herholdt:

Norfolk Southern plans to file an application with the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) seeking authority to abandon rail service from MP TE-0.0 to MP TE-3.09 (Licks Fork
Spur Jct. to Elda) in Mingo County, West Virginia. Attached is an Environmental Report
describing the proposed action and any expected environmental effects, as well as a map of the
affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the
basis for the STB’s independent environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any of
the information is misleading or incorrect, if you think pertinent information is missing, or if yo
have any questions about the Board’s Environmental Review process, please contact the Section
of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Room 3219, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street,
N.W., Washington DC 20423, Telephone (202) 565-1538 and refer to the above Docket.
Because applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for processing this action,
your written comments (with a copy to us) would be appreciated within three weeks.

[S]

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impacts
of the contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing our application
with the STB, we must receive your comments within three weeks. Please either provide a copy
of your comments by mail at the address shown on this letterhead or provide information by
telephone to Mr. Larry Western at (540) 981-4239.

Sincerely,

K. R. Miller

Director Environmental Operations
LIELlet
Attachment

CC: J.R. Paschall
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Division of Air Quality
7012 MacCorkle Avenue, SE
Charleston, WV 25304-2943
Telephone Number: (304) 926-3647
Fax Number: (304) 926-3739

West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection

Bob Wise Stephanie R. Timmermeyer,
Governor Cabinet Secretary
June 3, 2003 %\},w DEPAQM’
™ %

Ms. Sandra J. Gorby

Assistant to Sr. Vice-President - Law
Norfolk Southern Corporation

Law Department

Three Commercial Place

Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241

Dear Ms. Gorby:

The Division of Air Quality (DAQ) has reviewed your letter of May 8, 2003 concerning
the abandonment of rail lines near Elda, West Virginia.

The DAQ finds that the work described in your subject letter has no applicability to West
Virginia air quality rules other than 45CSR17 and 45CSR15. Rule 45CSR17 seeks to control
dust from activities that may generate fugitive emissions during the demolition process. Rule
45CSR1S5 establishes requirements for demolition as they relate to the hazardous air pollutant
asbestos. Rule 45CSR15 is an incorporation of requirements contained in the Federal rule
40CFR61 and 40CFR65. Rule 45CSR15 may require the inspection of certain facilities on the
rail line, i.e. bridges, for asbestos containing materials. Question concerns the requirements of
45CSR15 may be directed to Mr. Leonard Womble of the DAQ at 304-926-3649.

If I may be of further help, please contact me at 304-926-3624.

Sincerely, .

W. Earl Billingsley, Jr., P.E.
Supervisor
Compliance and Enforcement

WEB/skc

West Virginia Department “Promoting a healthy environment.”
of Environmental Protection A
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Norfolk Southern Corporation
Law Department

Three Commercial Place . -éames IIRA;aschall
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 eneral Attorney

Writer's Direct Dial Number

(804) 629-2752 © July 9, 2003

Ms. Susan Pierce

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
WYV Division of Culture and History

1900 Kanawha Boulevard, East
Charleston, WV 25305-0300

Re: Docket No. AB-290 (Sub-No. 223X), Norfolk Southern Railway Company --
Abandonment - between Licks Fork Spur and Elda, West Virginia

Dear Ms. Pierce:

On or about August 5, 2003, we expect to be filing with the Surface Transportation
Board a notice of exemption seeking authority to abandon 1.59 miles of rail line located
between railroad milepost TE-1.50 at Licks Fork Spur and railroad milepost TE-3.09 at Elda,
West Virginia. Attached is a Historic Report describing the proposed action and any expected
historic effects, as well as a map of the affected area.

We are providing this report so that you may review the information that will form the
basis for the Board's independent environmental analysis of this proceeding. If you believe
any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that pertinent informatjon is
missing, or if you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please
contact the Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K
Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. 20423-0001, Telephone (202) 565-1545, and refer to the
above Docket. Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines
for processing this action, your written comments (with a copy to me) would be appreciated
within 3 weeks.

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the historic impacts of
the contemplated action. If there are any questions concerning this proposal, please contact
me directly at the above telephone number or address.

Yours very truly,
)._, al ety
James R. Paschall '
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HISTORIC REPORT

PROPOSED RAIL LINE ABANDONMENT

PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NS) proposes to abandon 1.59 miles of rail line
between Milepost TE-1.50 at Licks Fork Spur Jct. and Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda, West
Virginia. A map delineating the line proposed for abandonment is attached as Appendix
"A".

The alternatives to abandonment of the line are to not abandon or to discontinue
service on the line, retaining the trackage in place. Neither of these alternatives is
economically feasible for NS.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

(1) U.S.G.S. Topographic Map -- Maps were furnished io the West Virginia

Department of Culture and History.

(2) Written Description of Right of Way -- The right of way width varies, but is

generally 10 feet on each side of the main track centerline. The line passes through
commercial (25%), residential (5%) and undeveloped wooded (70%) areas.

(3) Photographs -- Photographs were furnished to the West Virginia Department of

Culture and History.

(4) Date of Construction of Structures — Construction dates are shown on the

Bridges and Structures Listing attached to this report.

(5) History of Operations and Changes Contemplated — The Norfolk Southern

Railway Company (NSR) line of railroad that is the subject of the notice to the
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Surface Transportation Board (STB) exercising the class exemptioril for
abandonment of an out-of-service rail line is a portion of a short spur track known as
the "Licks Fork Spur." itis a 1.59-mile rail line between Mileposts TE-1.50 an$ TE-
3.09 near Elda, West Virginia (Licks Fork Spur to Elda) in Mingo County, %/est
Virginia that was built in 1946 by Norfolk Southern Railway Company’s predecessor,
Norfolk and Western Railway Company (NW). The line was constructed to serve
the mines of Thacker Coal Company and later the coal operations of U. S. Steel
Company. The final operator of the mine at the end of the spur was U. S. Steel
Company which canceled its agreement with Norfolk and Western Railway
Company in 1977. Thus, the active use of this segment of rail line lasted about 30
years.

Inasm;Jch as there is another Iocatioh in Clay County, West Virginia that was
named Elda in 1918-1920 and Elda is not listed on a current list of Mingo County
locations, the Elda Ioc-ation in Mingo County presumably was the name of a mine or
a name assigned to the point at the end of the Licks Creek Spur by the railroad.
Mingo County, the youngest county in West Virginia, was formed by an act of the
state legislature in 1895 from parts of Logan County because it appeared from a
notorious court action (involving illegal production of moonshine) that Logan County
was too large to administer. The county was named in honor of the Mingo Indians,
more a multi-cultural group of Indians than a single tribe, that were subject to the
control of the Iroquois Confederacy. Logan was among the most promi;}hently

known chieftains of the Mingo. The Mingo established several communities within
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present-day West Virginia when European settlement pushed them into western’
Virginia and eastern Ohio from their original home areas near the Atlantic coast.
Williamson, the county seat, was incorporated in 1892 and grew rapidly after the
coming of the railroad. The famous Hatfield-McCoy family feud covered a wide area
in southwestern West Virginia, including the present site of Mingo County, and|parts
of eastern Kentucky. Several members of both families have worked for the Norfolk
Southern and Norfolk and Western in the Williamson area over the past century
with no known incidents between the members of the two families.
Nancy Sue Smith published two books concerning the history of Logan and

Mingo Counties: An Early History of Mingo County, West Virginia. Williamson:
Williamson Printing, 1960, and Hisfory of Logan and Mingo Counties, Begi‘nning in
161“7. Williamson: n.p., 1966. See also, Brumfield, Darrell C., Stories About Gilbert,

West Virginia and Surrounding Communities. Baltimore, Maryland, Gateway Press,

1993 and Mingo County Genealogical Society. Heritage of Mingé. Williamson, West

Virginia, Mingo Genealégical Society, v. 1- 1985- .
:I'here have been no shipments from the subject line in mény years. There

has been and is no demand for rail service over the line. However, a flood loading

facility for loading coal into rail cars is being planned to be located on the remaining

segment of the Licks Fork Spur between Mileposts TE-0.0 and TE-1.5. The Licks

Fork Spur connects with the Norfolk Southern Railway Company main line between

Williamson, West VirQinia and Bluefield, West Virginia near Thacker, West Virginia

at Milepost N-455.3, about 14.7 miles east of Williamson.
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Norfolk and Western Railway Company was incorporated by special act of

Virginia approved on January 15, 1896, and succeeded, under a plan of

reorganization, to the properties of Norfolk and Western Railroad Company, the

Lynchburg and Durham Railroad Company (that had been sold first to the Norfolk,

Lynchburg and Durham Railroad Company) and the Roanoke and Sou

Railway Company (that had been sold first to the Norfolk, Roanoke and Sou

thern

thern

Railroad Company). The two companies in parentheses were organized an the

dates of purchase for the sole purpose of acquiring and transferring the prope

the named companies to Norfolk and Western Railway Company.

2rty of

Norfolk and Western Railway Company's predecessor, Norfolk and Western

Railroad Company, was sold at foreclosure September 15, 1896 and conveyed to

Norfolk and Western Railway Company, October 1, 1896. Norfolk and Western

Railway Company was incorporated by special act of Virginia approved on Ja
15, 1896, and succeeded, under a plan of reorganization, to the propert
Norfolk and Western Railroad Company, the Lynchburg and Durham Ra

Company (that had been sold first to the Norfolk, Lynchburg and Durham Ra

nuary
es of
ilroad

ilroad

Company) and the Roanoke and Southern Railway Company (that had been sold

first to the Norfolk, Roanoke and Southern Railroad Company). The two companies

shown in parentheses were organized on the dates of purchase for the sole pu
of acquiring and transferring the property of the named companies to Norfo
Western Railway Company.

The Lynchburg and Durham Railroad Company was sold at forec
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September 16 or 24 (two internal sources differ), 1896 and conveyed to Norfolk and
Western Railway Company October 6, 1896. Norfolk, Roanoke and Southern
Railroad Company conveyed the property of Roanoke and Southern Railway
Company (122 miles of line between Roanoke, VA and Winston-Salem, NC) that it
purchased at foreclosure November 24, 1896, together with its rights| and
franchises, to Norfolk and Western Railway Company on December 2, 1896.
Norfolk, Lynchburg and Durham Railroad Company conveyed the property of the
Lynchburg and Durham Rai!road Company that it had purchased at foreclosure
September 16 or 24, 1896 to Norfolk and Western Railway Company on October 6,
1896.

The Bull Creek Spur was built in 1946 near the end of the period when
Norfolk and Western Railway Company built several short branches and spurs to
reach coal mines in the area of southwestern Virginia and southwestern West-
Virginia. Some of these relatively short track segments were not used for many
years after mines on the segments closed o‘r transportation patterns changed éo
that the initial movement of coal has been by short haul truck movements to
cleaning and processing plants or flood loading facilities for further movement by
rail. Thus, several of these lines have been the subject of STB abandonment
notices in recent years. NSR is not aware of any thing, event or structure with
respect to or on the line of historip significance or that might distinguish it from other
spurs and structures built to serve coal mines in southwestern West Virginia, many

of which continue to exist. Indeed, the construction period of the line, the relatively
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short period of the line's use, and recent substantial period of non-use of the su

bject

portion of the line suggest it has no historic significance and its abandonment will

not have an adverse effect on historic resources.

Norfolk Southern Corporation, a non-carrier holding company,

was

incorporated in the Commonwealth of Virginia on July 23, 1980. An Agreement of

Merger and Reorganization, dated July 31, 1980, was the basis for Norfolk Southern

Corporation control of Norfolk and Western Railway Company, headquartered in

Roanoke, Virginia, and Southern Railway Company, headquartered in Washir

gton,

DC with a substantial number of its offices also in Atlanta, Georgia, and the Norfolk

and Western Railway and Southern Railway subsidiaries. Norfolk Southern

Corporation acquired control of Norfolk and Western: Railway Company

Southern Railway Company on June 1, 1982, pursuant to approval granted by

‘and

y the

Interstate Commerce Commission (ICC). In October 1982, Norfolk Southern

Corporation established its corporate headquarters at Norfolk, Virginia.

Two studies of the Norfolk and Western Railway Company and Soythern

Railway Company systems provide detailed information on their history. They are:

E. F. Pat Striplin, The Norfolk And Westem: A History (Roanoke, Va.: The Norfolk

and Western Railway Co., 1981) and Burke Davis, The Southern Railway: Road Of

The Innovators (Chapel Hill, N.C.: University of North Carolina Press, 1985).

Effective December 31, 1990, Southern Railway Company changed itsjname

to Norfolk Southern Railway Company. Norfolk and Western Railway Com

pany

became a wholly owned subsidiary of Norfolk Southern Railway Company rather
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than a subsidiary of Norfolk Southern Corporation.

Pursuant to a notice of exemption filed in STB Finance Docket No. 33

648,

Norfolk Southem Railway Company--Merger Exemption--Norfolk and Western

Railway Company, served August 31, 1998, Norfolk Southern Railway Com

pany

(NSR) merged Norfolk and Western Railway Company (NW) into NSR, effective

September 1, 1998.

Norfolk Southern Corporation (“NSC”), parent to Norfolk Southern Rg

ilway

Company ("NSR"), entered into a Transaction Agreement (the “Conrail Transaction

Agreement”) amang NSC; NSR; CSX Corporation (“CSX”); CSX Transportation, Inc. A

(“CSXT"), a wholly-owned subsidiary of CSX; Conrail Inc. (“CRR"); Conrail, a wholly-

owned subsidiary of CRR; and CRR Holdings LLC, dated June 10, 1997, pursuant

to which CSX and NSC indirectly acquired all the outstanding capital stock of CRR.

The Conrail Transaction Agreement was approved by the Surface Transportation

Board (“STB”) in a decision served July 23, 1998 in STB Finance Docket No. 33388,

CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporation and

Norfolk Southern Railway Company - Control and Operating Leases/Agreements -

Conrail Inb. and Consolidated Rail Corporation, and the transaction was closed and

became effective June 1, 1999.

Pursuant to the Conrail Transaction Agreement, certain Conrail assets

were

allocated to Pennsylvania Lines LLC (“PRR”), a wholly-owned subsidiary of Conrail.

Furthermore, pursuant to the Conrail Transaction Agreement, PRR’s assets, in turn,

were leased to and are operated by NSR under the terms of an allocated assets
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operating agreement between PRR and NSR (the “NSR Operating Agreement”) with
an original term of twenty-five (25) years from the effective date of June 1, 1999,
and two optional renewal terms of five (5) years each. The Conrail Transaction
Agreement permitted NSR to operate and to enter into various transactions with
regard to the assets allocated to PRR. As a result of the Conrail Transaction,
Norfolk Southern Railway Company's rail operations grew to include some 7,200
miles of the Conrail system (predominately the former Pennsylvania Railroad),
creating balanced rail transportation in the East to benefit customers| and
communities alike.
Oﬁ June 4, 2003, Norfolk Southern Corporation (NS), CSX Corporation
(CSX), and Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) announced the joint filing of a
petition with the Surface Transportation Board (STB) to establish direct ownership
and control by CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSXT) and Norfolk Southern Railway
Company (NSR), the railroad subsidiaries of CSX and NS, respectively, of the two
Conrail subsidiaries - New York Central Lines LLC (NYC) and Pennsylvania|Lines
LLC (PRR) that CSXT and NSR have been managing and operating. NSR and
CSXT have been manéging and operating the allocated assets of PRR and/NYC,
respectively, since June 1, 1999 under the operating agreements approved by the
STB in the 1998 decision cited above. The proposed transaction would replace the
existing operating agreements and allow NSR and CSXT to operate PRR and NYC,
respectively, via direct ownership. The petition, if approved, would make the

financial, operational and administrative man‘agement of Conrail, NYC and PRR
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more efficient. No change has been requested with respect to the contin
Conrail operation of Shared Asset Areas in the Northern New Jersey, Southern
Jersey/Philadelphia and Detroit areas for the joint benefit of NSR and CSXT.

The change contemplated in the operation of the segment line of rai

uing

New

road

track known as the Licks Fork Spur between Licks Fork Spur, WV and Elda, WV is

for Norfolk Southern Railway Company to abandon the subject unused, unnegded

and unproductive line of railroad, to salvage any usable materials remaining on the

line and to the extent it has fee title to the real estate to deal with the right-of-way as

ordinary real estate owned by Norfolk Southern Railway, probably by selling it to

adjoining landowners.

Norfolk and Western Réilway Company History Bibliography for West Virginia

Following is a list of a significant number of the books concerning the history of the Norfolk

and Western Railway Company that include operations in West Virginia in whole or in part

to West Virginia. Some of these books relate general history of the company and its

operations, but with an emphasis on providing transportation for coal shipments. The|listed

books were limited to those of which copies are held at one or more libraries in the State of

West Virginia.

AUTHOR: Striplin, E. F. Pat.
TITLE: The Norfolk & Western: A History.
PUBLISHER: Forest, VA : Norfolk & Western Railway Co. ¢1981.

WV LIBRARIES: Kanawha County Public Library, Charles C. Wise Jr. Library of| West
Virginia University, McClintic Public Library, Upshur County Public Library, Concord
College Library, Marshall University Libraries, Charles C. Wise Jr. Library of West Virginia
University, Parkersburg and Wood County Public Library, McDowell County Public Library.
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AUTHOR: Link, O. Winston, 1911-
TITLE: Steam, Steel and Stars : America's Last Steam Railroad / O. Winston |
Photographs by O. Winston Link; text by Tim Hensley; afterword by Thomas H. Ga
OTHER TITLE: America's last steam railroad.

PUBLICATION: New York : Abradale Press/Abrams, 1998, c1987.
MATERIAL: 144 p. :ill.,, photos ; 26 x 29 cm.

| ink.
rver.

WV LIBRARIES: West Virginia Library Commission Reference Library, Williamson
Campus Library of Southern West Virginia Community & Technical College, Charles C.

Wise Jr. Library of West Virginia University, Kanawha County Public Lik

rary,

Martinsburg-Berkeley County Public Library, Cabell County Public Library (Several western
counties and other public libraries have a combined card catalog under Cabell County),

McDowell County Public Library, Marion County Public Library.

AUTHOR Link, O. Winston, 1911-

TITLE: The Last Steam Railroad in America: from Tidewater to Whitetop.
PUBLICATION: New York : H.N. Abrams, 1995.

DESCRIPTION: 144 p. : ill. (some col.) ; 28 x 30 cm.

CORPORATE SUBJECT: Norfolk and Western Railway--Pictorial works.
ADDED AUTHOR: Garver, Thomas H.

WV LIBRARIES: Kanawha County Libraries, Huntington Junior College of Business
College, Putnam Public Library, Ceredo_Kenova Public Library, Charles C. Wise Jr. Library .

of West Virginia University, McDowell County Public Library.

AUTHOR: Link; O. Winston, 1911-

TITLE: Steam, Steel, and Stars: the Last Days of the Steam Railroad in America

[photographs by] O. Winston Link ; text by Timothy Hensley.
PUBLICATION: New York : H.N. Abrams, 1985.
DESCRIPTION: 144 p.

WV LIBRARIES: Huntington Junior College of Business, Mingo County Public Library
Gilbert Public Library Kermit Public Library Ceredo-Kenova Public Library, West Virginia

Library Commission Reference Library

AUTHOR: Warden, William E.

TITLE: Norfolk & Western: Diesel's Last Conquest.
PUBLICATION: Lynchburg, VA : TLC Publishing, c1991.
DESCRIPTION: ii, 62 p. :ill. ; 28 cm.

WYV LIBRARIES: Ceredo-Kenova Pubilic Library, Concord College Library, West Virginia

University - Parkersburg.

AUTHOR: Lambie, Joseph T.
TITLE: From Mine to Market; the History of Coal Transportation on the Norfolk

85

and




Western Railway.

PUBLICATION INFO: New York University Press, 1954.
DESCRIPTION: xviii, 380 p. illus., ports., maps.

WV LIBRARIES: Huntington Junior College of Business, Marshall University Librs

aries,

Charles C. Wise, Jr. Library of West Virginia University, Parkersburg and Wood County

Public Library, The Library of West Virginia UnlverSIty Parkersburg, Bridgeport F
Library

AUTHOR Vannoy, Tam Park.

ublic

TITLE Along the Norfolk and Western : olden days and new ways : people, places,

events.
PUBLICATION Bedford, VA : Tam Park Vannoy, c1991.
MATERIAL 90 p. :ill. ; 22 cm.

WYV LIBRARIES: West Virginia Library Commission Reference Library, Marshall University
Libraries, Evansdale Library of West Virginia University, Charles C. Wise Jr. Library of
West Virginia University; The Library of West Virginia University - Parkersburg, McDowell

County Public Library, West Virginia Library Commission Reference Library.

AUTHOR: Huddleston Eugene L., 1931-

TITLE: Appalachian conquest : C&0, N&W, Virginian and Clinchfield Cross the

Mountains

PUBLICATION: Lynchburg, VA : TLC Publishing Inc.; Clifton Forge, VA : The Chesapeake

& Ohio Historical Society, inc., c2002.

DESCRIPTION: vi, 138 p. : ill. (some col.) ; 29 cm.

WV LIBRARIES: Kanawha County Public Library, ,Charles C. Wise Jr. Library of
West Virginia University, McClintic Public Library, Upshur County Public Library

TITLE: Coal & Coke.
PUBLICATION: [s.l] : Norfolk and Western Railway, 1963.
DESCRIPTION: 84 p. : illus., maps, charts., ports. ; 28 cm.

WYV LIBRARY: Archives and History Library of West Virginia Division of Culture
History

AUTHOR: Dixon, Thomas W.

TITLE: Appalachian Coal Mines & Railroads.
OTHER TITLE: Appalachian coal mines and railroads
PUBLICATION: Lynchburg, Va. : TLC Publishing, 1994.
MATERIAL v, 74 p. : ill., maps, plans ; 28 cm.

and

WV LIBRARIES: Concord College Library, Drain-Jordan Library of West Virginia| State
Coliege, West Virginia Wesleyan College, Annie Merner Pfeiffer Library, West Virginia and
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Regional History Collection at West Virginia University, Jackson County Public Lik
Archives and History Library of West Virginia Division of Culture and History,

rary,

Jackson County Public Library, Logan Area Public Library, Cowen Public Library, Marion

County Public Library, Richwood Public Library.

AUTHOR King, Ed, 1936-

TITLE Norfolk & Western in the Appalachians : from the Blue Rldge to the Big

Sandy.
OTHER TITLE Norfolk and Western in the Appalachians
PUBLICATION Waukesha, Wis. : Kalmbach Publishing Co., c1998.

WV LIBRARIES: Southern West Virginia Community & Technical College (Lagan),
Southern West Virginia Community & Technical College (Williamson), Concord College

Library.

AUTHOR Reid, H.

MAIN TITLE Norfolk & Western and Virginian Railways in Color.
edited by Lloyd D. Lewis.

PUBLISHER Lynchburg, Va. : TLC Pub., 1994.

WV LIBRARY: West Virginia State College.

AUTHOR: French, Vern.

TITLE: Model Railroading's guide to the Norfolk & Western Rallway Williamson

Terminal--1953 / compiled and written by Vern French ; edited by Randall B. Lee.
EDITION: 1sted.

PUBLICATION: Denver, Colo. : Rocky Mountain Pub., 1992.
DESCRIPTION: 128 p. :ill. (some col.), maps ; 28 cm.

WYV LIBRARY: West Virginia and Regional History Collection at West Virginia University

AUTHOR: Bruce, Thomas.

TITLE: Southwest Virginia and Shenandoah Valley : an mqmry into the causes|\of the
rapid growth and wonderful development of Southwest Virginia and Shenandoah
Valley, with a history of the Norfolk and Western and Shenandoah Valley Railroads ...

PUBLICATION: Richmond : Hill Pub. Co., 1891.
DESCRIPTION: 259 p.

WYV LIBRARIES: Kanawha County Libraries, Archives and History Library of West Virginia

Division of Culture and History

AUTHOR: Norfolk and Western Railway Company.
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TITLE: List of Coal and Coke Operations on the Norfolk and Western Railway...
showing location, name of operator and post office address, mine numbers and names,
billing stations, selling agents and stations at which care are weighed and waybilled, no. 1-

OTHER TITLE: List of coal and coke operations and briquetting plants
PUBLICATION: Roanoke, Va., etc. ; 19--

DESCRIPTION: w. : ill., maps (part fold.) ; 28 cm.

WV LIBRARIES: Marshall University Libraries, Archives and History Library of West
Virginia Division of Culture and History.

MAIN TITLE: Virginia: Its Climate and Mineral Wealth.
AUTHOR: Norfolk and Western Railroad Company.
PUBLISHER: [s.l.] : Norfolk and Western Railroad Company; 1891.

WV LIBRARY: Archives and History Library of West Virginia Division of Culture and
History.

TITLE: The story of fuel satisfaction.
PUBLICATION: [s.l.]: Norfolk and Western Railway, [n.d.].
MATERIAL: 32 p. : ports., maps. ; 28 cm.

WV LIBRARY: Archives and Hlstory Library of West Virginia Division of Culture and
History.

TITLE: Coal and Coke Operatlons in the Pocahontas Coal Field / Norfolk and
Western Railroad.

EDITION: Photocopy.
PUBLICATION: [s.l]: The railroad, 1892.
DESCRIPTION: 1 map ;78 cm x 31 cm.

WV LIBRARY: Archives and History Library of West Virginia Division of Culture and
History.

Railroad Bridges, Generally

AUTHOR: Maw, William Henry, 1838-1924.

TITLE: Modern Examples of Road and Railway Bridges : lllustrating the Most Recent

Practice of Leading Engineers in Europe and America / by William H. Maw and James
Dredge.

PUBLICATION: London : Published at the offices of "Engineering”, 1872.
DESCRIPTION: iv, 180 p. :ill. ; 37 cm.

WV LIBRARY: Charles C. Wise Jr. Library of West Virginia University.
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SUBJECT: Bridges.

AUTHOR: American Railway Englneermg Association.
TITLE: Structural Fatigue and Steel Railroad Bridges; proceedings of AREA sem
by W. H. Munse, J. E. Stallmeyer [and] F. P. Drew.
PUBLICATION: Chicago [1968]

DESCRIPTION: iv, 152 p. illus. 23 cm.

inar,

NOTE: "Based on ... transcript of a structural fatigue seminar held in Chicago, Sept. 29,

1966, under the sponsorship of Committee 15 Iron and Steel Structures, of the Ame
Railway Engineering Association." '

WYV LIBRARY: Vining Library of WVU Institute of Technology.

AUTHOR: Caplinger, Michael.

rican

TITLE: Bridges over Time: a Technological Context for the Baltimore and Ohio

Railroad Main Stem at Harpers Ferry, West Virginia.
PUBLICATION: Morgantown, WV : Institute for the History of Technology and Indu
Archaeology, 1997. :

DESCRIPT!ION: - viii, 79 p. : ill. ; 28 cm.

strial

WYV LIBRARIES: Park Library and Research Room of Harpers Ferry National Historical
Park, Charles C. Wise Jr. Library of West Virginia University, Archives and Hlstory L brary

of West Virginia Division of Culture and History.

AUTHOR: Howard, W. H., civil engineer.
TITLE: Report on the Valuation of Inter-State Railroad Bridges.

PUBLICATION: [West Virginia? : s.n.], 1905 (Charleston, W. Va. : Tribune Print. Go.)

DESCRIPTION: 13 p.; 23 cm.

WV LIBRARIES: Charles C. Wise Jr. Library of West Virginia University, Archives and

History Library of West Virginia Division of Culture and History.

SERIES: Monograph series / Institute for the History of Technology & indu
Archaeology ; v. 4

NOTE: Includes bibliographical references (p. [75]-79).

AUTHOR: Spangenburg, Ray, 1939-

and Diane K. Moser
TITLE: The Story of America's Bridges.
PUBLICATION: New York : Facts on File, c1991.
DESCRIPTION: 89 p. :ill.; 29 cm.
SERIES: Connecting a continent.
‘SUBJECT: Railroad bridges -- United States -- History.

strial

WV LIBRARIES: West Virginia Library Commission Reference Library,

Clarksburg-Harrison County Public Library, South Charleston Public Library
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AUTHOR: Hay, William Walter, 1908-

TITLE: Railroad Engineering. '

PUBLICATION: New York : Wiley, c1982.

MATERIAL: xvi, 758 p., [2] folded leaves of plates : ill. ; 24 cm.

SUBJECT Railroad engineering.

WV LIBRARIES: Vining Library of West Virginia University Institute of Technology,
_ Charles C. Wise Jr. Library of West Virginia University

Historic General Railroad Textbook and Regular Edition

AUTHOR: Moody, John, 1868-1958.

TITLE: The Railroad Builders: a Chronicle of the Welding of the States.
EDITION: Extra-illustrated ed. or regular edition

PUBLICATION: New Haven : Yale University Press, 1920, ¢1919.
DESCRIPTION: x, 257 p.:ill.; 21 cm.

WYV LIBRARIES: Charles C. Wise Jr. Library of West Virginia University, Ruth Scarborough
Library of Shepherd College, Marshall University Libraries, Bridgeport Public Library,

Schoenbaum Library of University of Charleston, Robert F Kidd lerary of Glenville State
College

General Railroad Photographic History

AUTHOR: Carper, Robert S.

TITLE: Focus: the Railroad in Transition.
PUBLICATION: South Brunswick [N.J.] A. S. Barnes [1968]
DESCRIPTION: 260 p. illus. (part col.), map. 32 cm.
SUBJECT: Railroads -- Pictorial works.

WV LIBRARY: Williamson Campus Library of Southern West Virginia Community &
Technical College

AUTHOR: Beebe, Lucius Morris, 1902-1966 and Charles Clegg.
TITLE: The Trains We Rode.

PUBLICATION: Berkeley, Calif., Howell-North Books 1965-66.
DESCRIPTION: 2v. illus. 29 cm.

LIBRARY LOCATIONS: Learning Resources Center Wheeling Campus of West Virginia
Northern Community College, Charles C. Wise Jr. Library of West Virginia University,
City-County Public Library of Moundsville, WV, West Virginia Library Commission

Reference Library, New Martinsville Public Library, Charles C. Wise Jr. Library of West
Virginia University.
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Historic Railway Periodicals

TITLE: Railroad Gazette microform.

PUBLICATION: Chicago; New York : Railroad Gazette, 1870-1908.
MATERIAL : 44 v. ill. 31-40 cm.

FREQUENCY: Weekly

NOTE: Place of publication varies. :

NOTE: "A journal of transportation, engineering and railroad news"
SUBJECT: Railroads -- Periodicals.

WV LIBRARY: Microfilm Collection of Evansdale Library of West Virginia Universit

General Late 19th Century Railroad Study

AUTHOR: United States, Interstate Commerce Commission.
TITLE: Railways in the United States in 1902 [microform] : a twenty-two year revi
railway operations ; a forty-year review of changes in freight tariffs ; a fifteen-year revi
federal railway regulation ; a twelve-year review of state railway regulation ; g
twelve-year review of state railway taxation ; Pt. I, IV-V.
"PUBLICATION: Washington : Government Printing Office, 1903.
DESCRIPTION: 3 v.ill. ; 31 cm.

WV LIBRARY: Wendell G. Hardway Library of Bluefield State College

ew of

nd a

(6) Summary of Documents In Carrier's Possession That Might Be Useful for

D‘ocumentinq a Structure That Is Found To Be Historic — Bridge plans may be

available for the structures on the line.

(7) Opinion Regarding Criteria For Listing In The National Register Of Historic

Places - It is carrier's opinion that the structures on the line to be abandoned do

not meet the criteria for Iistihg in the National Register of Historic Places.

The

structures are small bridges which are short in length and relatively modern and

ordinary in design and construction. There is nothing that distinguishes the bridges

from others in the region. The line passes through commercial and residential and

91

ewof -



®)

©

undeveloped areas. Carrier has no reason to believe that there is any likelihood of
finding archaeological resources or historic properties on the line proposed for

abandonment.

Subsurface Ground Conditions That Might Affect Archaeological Recovery --

Carrier is not aware of any prior subsurface ground disturbances or environmental

conditions that would affect archaeological recovery.

Follow-Up Information -- Additional information will be provided as appropriate.
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JuL 10 2003

%
DivisiON OF NATURAL RESOURCES ORFO\

Wildlife Resources Section
Capitol Complex, Building 3, Room 812
1900 Kanawha Boulevard, East
Charleston WV 25305-0664
Telephone (304) 558-2771

Bob Wise Fax (304) 558-3147 Ed Hamrick
Governor TDD 1-800-354-6087 Director
June 23, 2003

Ms. Sandra J. Gorby

Norfolk Southern Corporation
Law Department

Three Commercial Place
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241

Re: Norfolk Southern Railway Company Proposed Main Line Abandonment
of 3.09 Miles of Rail Line Located Between Milepost TE-0.0 and
Milepost TE-3.09 from Licks Fork Spur Junction to Elda, Mingo County,
West Virginia -

Dear Ms. Gorby:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the changes for the proposed Main| Line
Abandonment. As stated in our letter of June 18, 2001, we feel that in order to protect water
quality, appropriate sediment and erosion control measures must be implemented during the rail
and tie removal phase of this project. At this time, we anticipate no long-term adverse
environmental affects from these actions and, therefore, we have no further comments.

Sincerely,

Ed Hamrick
Director

ED/cit/akk
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EXHIBIT 4

Norfolk Southern Corporation
Law Department

Three Commercial Place : James R. Paschall
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-9241 General Attorney

Writer's Direct Dial Number

(757) 629-2759 July 28, 2003

Mr. Boyce Griffith, Chairman

West Virginia Public Service Commission
P. 0. Box 812

Charleston, WV 25323

MTMCTEA National Park Service

Attn: Railroads for National Defense Recreation Resources Assistance Division
720 Thimble Shoals Blvd., Suite 130 1849 C Street, N. W.

Newport News, VA 23606-2574 Washington, DC 20240-0001

U. S. Department of Agriculture National Park Service

Chief of the Forest Service Land Resources Division

Sidney R. Yates Federal Building 900 Ohio Drive, SW

201 14" Street, SW at Independence Ave., SW  Washington, DC 20242-0004
Washington, DC 20250

Re: STB Docket No. AB-290 (Sub-No. 223X), Norfolk Southern Railway Company -

Abandonment Between Licks Fork Spur and Elda, West Virginia

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Pursuant to 49 CFR 1152.50(d)(1), Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NSR) hereby giv
that on or about August 7, 2003, it will file with the Surface Transportation Board a notice of exemp

es notice
tion from

regulation in accordance with the exemption regulations set forth at 49 CFR Part 1152, Subpart F. That

notice of exemption will permit NSR’s abandonment of a 1.59-mile line of railroad lying between

Milepost

TE-1.50 at Licks Fork Spur and Milepost TE-3.09 at Elda, Mingo County, West Virginia (see attached map).
No revenue traffic has originated or terminated or moved overhead on the line to be abandoned for more

than two years. Based on information in our possession, the line does not contain federally grante
it.

Very truly yours,

James R. Paschall

100

Operating Subsidiary: Norfolk Southern Railway Company

d rights-

of-way. Any documentation in the railroad’s possession will be made available promptly to those requesting
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