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JEFFERY A. CULVER

VIA UPS OVERNIGHT *ALSO ADMITTED IN MICHIGAN
Honorable Vernon A. Williams, Secretary
Surface Transportation Board

1925 K Street, NW

Washington, DC 20423-0001

Office of Praceedings
DEC 23 2003

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34415, Ohio Department of Transportatioh — pubﬁgrﬁg,fm
Petition for Declaratory Order - Status of Track at Findlay, Hancock County, OH
Michigan Sugar Company’s Comment in Support of Certain Portions of Norfolk
Southern Railway Company’s Motion to Hold Proceeding in Abeyance and Response to
Petition for Declaratory Order Filed by the Ohio Department of Transportation

Dear Mr. Williams:

Enclosed please find the original and ten copies of Michigan Sugar Company’s Comment in Support
of Certain Portions of Norfolk Southern Railway Company’s Motion to Hold Proceeding in Abeyance
and Response to Petition for Declaratory Order Filed by the Ohio Department of Transportation.
Please verify the filing of this pleading by stamping and returning the copy of this letter in the
enclosed self-addressed, stamped envelope. Thank you.

Very truly yours,

/ -~ h\
7/ : W J ;: \;)(,;r\‘)
Jeffery A. Culver, Esq. ({f RA (R')‘
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cc: Michael Stokes Roger L. Miller

Senior Assistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney General
One SeaGate (#2150)

Toledo, OH 43604-1551

Fritz R. Kahn

Fritz R. Kahn P.C.

1920 N Street, NW (8™ Floor)
Washington, D.C. 20036-4152

Enclosures

SLON
Betts, Miller & Russo _ Ws
101 West Sandusky Street
Findlay, OH 45840

James R. Paschall

General Attorney

Norfolk Southern Railway Company
3 Commercial Place

Norfolk, VA 23510

5470 MAIN STREET, SUITE 300 - SYLVANIA, OHIO 43560 - PHONE: 419.517.7000 - FAX: 419.517.7001
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BEFORE THE
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

FINANCE DOCKET NO 34415

OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
- PETITION FOR DECLARATORY ORDER -
STATUS OF TRACK AT FINDLAY, HANCOCK COUNTY, OH

MICHIGAN SUGAR COMPANY’S COMMENT IN SUPPORT OF
CERTAIN PORTIONS OF NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY’S
MOTION TO HOLD PROCEEDING IN ABEYANCE AND
RESPONSE TO PETITION FOR DECLARATORY ORDER
FILED BY THE OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

The Michigan Sugar Company (“Michigan Sugar”) appreciates the opportunity to present its
views to the Surface Transportation Board (“STB”) in support of certain portions of Norfolk Southern
Railway Company’s (“NS”) Motion to Hold Proceeding In Abeyance and Response dated November 5,

2003 (“NS Response”) which was filed in response to the Ohio Department of Transportation’s

Petition for Declaratory Order filed October 17, 2003.

I. BACKGROUND
The Michigan Sugar Company is an interested party to the matter instanter in that it is one of

the named defendants in the lawsuit brought by the Ohio Department of Transpottation in Hancock




County, Ohio from which this matter originates." Michigan Sugar is the owner of a parcel of land
located in Hancock County, Ohio upon which sits a portion of rail spur (hereinafter “Rail Spur”) that
allows rail access to its property. 'The Ohio Department of Transportation (“ODOT”) has brought
suit against Michigan Sugar, NS and various other defendants in order to quiet title to the parcel. For a

more detailed analysis of the facts giving rise to this action, please refer to NS Response at 2-4.

II. DISCUSSION

A. Jurisdiction and Preemption

Jurisdiction over the Rail Spur is proper with the Sutface Transportation Board (“STB”) and
not the Hancock County Court of Common Pleas. Title 49 of the United States Code (“U.S.C.”)
§10501(b) cleatly states, “The jurisdiction of the Board [i.c. the STB] over the construction, acquisition,
operation, abandonment, or discontinuance of spur, industrial, team, switching, or side tracks, or
facilities, even if the tracks are located, or intended to be located, entirely in one State, is exclusive.” It
is clear that Congress intended to completely preempt all state authority over even intrastate rail lines
when it enacted 49 U.S.C. §§10101 et seq. in 1995. In 49 U.S.C. §10501(b), Congress provided explicit
preemption language pertaining to previous state and federal rail transportation legislation. “Except as
otherwise provided in this part, the remedies provided under this part with respect to regulation of rail
transporttation are exclusive and preempt the remedies provided under Federal or State law.” 49 U.S.C.
§10501(b). Case law affirms Congress’s intent.

The Court’s review of the nature and purpose of the ICCTA, as evidenced by both the

legislative history and the plain language of the statute leads the Court to conclude that,

in enacting the ICCTA, Congress intended to occupy completely the field of state

economic regulation of railroads. The Coutt also finds that the ICCTA preempts state
regulation of the abandonment of lines of railroad. The ICCTA’s grant of exclusive

! In the Court of Common Pleas, Hancock County, Ohio, Case No. 2002-CV-472, Gordon Proctor, Director, Ohio
Department of Transportation v. Michigan Sugar Company, et al., filed October 29, 2002, summons dated November 1,
2002.




jutisdiction to include wholly intrastate spur and industrial tracks indicates that

Congress intended for the abandonment of all types of tracks to be under the

STB’s jurisdiction [emphasis added]. Cedarrapids, Inc. v. Chicago, Central & Pacific

Railroad Co., Case No. C02-0081, 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 9005 at *20 (N.D. Iowa 2003).

Conforming changes are made to reflect the direct and complete pre-emption of State

economic regulation of railroads. The changes include extending exclusive Federal

jurisdiction to matters relating to spur, industrial, teamn, switching or side tracks
formerly reserved for State Jurisdiction under former section 10907. The former
disclaimer regarding residual State police powers is eliminated as unnecessary, in view of

the Federal policy of occupying the entire field of economic regulation of the interstate

rail transportation system. Although States retain the police powers reserved by the

Constitution, the Federal scheme of economic regulation and deregulation is intended

to address and encompass all such regulation and to be completely exclusive. I4. at

*16-17 [emphasis added)].

However, 49 U.S.C. §10906 seemingly contradicts this clear grant of jurisdiction to the STB by
stating, “The Board does not have authority under this chapter over construction, acquisition,
operation, abandonment, or discontinuance of spur, industrial, team, switching, ot side tracks.” This
appatent contradiction was explained by the United States District Court for the Northern District of
lowa in Cedarrapids, Inc. v. Chicago, Central & Pacific Railroad Co., Case No. C02-0081, 2003 U.S. Dist.
LEXIS 9005 at *21-22 (N.D. Iowa 2003). The Cedar Rapids court held, “The Court does not interpret
this provision of the statute to mean that the types of tracks mentioned therein are outside the
jurisdiction of the STB. Instead, this provision simply provides that STB approval is not required prior
to the construction, acquisition, operation, abandonment or discontinuance of these types of tracks.”
Id. at *21-22. The Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals reached the same conclusion; “The §10906 no-
authority language means no authotity, not no jurisdiction. These sotts of transactions involving spur
track do not call for the Board authotization which is tequired for construction, acquisition, or
operation of extended or additional rail line under §10901 and §10902, but the Board nonetheless
retains exclusive jurisdiction under §10501(b)(2).” United Transportation Union Illinoss Legislative Bd. V.
STB, 183 F.3d 606, 612 (7" Cir. 1999). In other words, jurisdiction over the Rail Spur is vested in the

STB, however, the STB has no authority over its “abandonment” or “discontinuance.”




When reading 49 U.S.C. §10501(b) and 49 U.S.C. §10906 together, Congtess’s intent is clear
and directly applicable to Michigan Sugar and those similarly situated. Michigan Sugar does not dispute
that in recent years it has not utilized the Rail Spur. However, this is not to say that at some point in
the future Michigan Sugar or any potential purchaser of the Michigan Sugar plant would not wish to
utilize the Rail Spur to service the facility. In fact, potential successors of Michigan Sugar might
specifically require rail transportation. What ODOT proposes is to permanently deprive the Michigan
Sugar facility of access by rail simply because it (Michigan Sugat) is not currently using the Rail Spur.
By ODOT’s own admission it would be relatively easy to reactivate the Rail Spur at any time (See
Petition and Appended Reply of the Ohio Department of Transportation filed with the STB on
November 26, 2003 at Paragraph 8).

Congress intended federal law to preempt the decisions of state and local governmental bodies
that could potentially burden interstate and even intrastate commerce as applied to rail transportation.
After granting plenaty jurisdiction to the STB, Congtess then removed from the STB’s authority all
matters involving the “abandonment” or “discontinuance” of rail spur or side tracks. Therefore,
jurisdiction is proper with the STB to hear the matter involving the Michigan Sugar Rail Spur, but it has
no say as to whether the rail spur is abandoned or discontinued. For these reasons Michigan Sugar is in
support of the applicable arguments raised by NS in its Motion to Hold Proceeding in Abeyance and

Response to Petition for Declaratory Order Filed by the Ohio Department of Transportation.

B. Abandonment

Even if jurisdiction were proper with the Hancock County Court of Common Pleas (which it
cleatly is not) and even if the Hancock County Court wete to hear the issue of “constructive
abandonment,” Michigan Sugar would still prevail. It is Michigan Sugar alone that is vested with the

authority to abandon the easement by its express terms (a copy of the relevant Grant of Easement has

—




been attached hereto and labeled as Exhibit A). The easement granted to the New York, Chicago and
St. Louis Railway Company (NS’s predecessor) by the Great Lakes Sugar Company (Michigan Sugar’s
predecessor) (hereinafter “Easement”) contains specific provisions regarding the duration/termination
of the Easement:

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the above described easement unto the Grantee, its

successors and assigns, until such time as the Grantor permanently ceases and

abandons operation of its plant at Findlay, Hancock County, Ohio, in which event

the Grantee agrees that it will take up and remove its tracks then located on the

property above described [emphasis added).
“The duration of an express easement may be fixed by the terms of the instrument by which it is
created [...].” Zelch v. Samonte, Case No. 58283, 1991 Ohio App. LEXIS 1222 (Cuyahoga County App.
1991) at *4. Thus, abandonment of Michigan Sugar’s portion of the Rail Spur is entirely within its
discretion.” Michigan Sugar has yet to “permanently cease[s] operation of its plant at Findlay, Hancock
County, Ohio,” and therefore, the Easement upon its propetty has not yet been abandoned.
It is clear that Michigan Sugar would prevail on the abandonment issue, however, the merits of
such an argument need not be developed further, as such matters are exclusively within the
jurisdiction of the STB and not the Hancock County Court of Common Pleas. Further,

pursuant to 49 U.S.C. §10906, the STB has no authority over matters pertaining to the

abandonment of rail sputs or side tracks.

III. CONCLUSION
The explicit preemption language found in 49 U.S.C. §10501(b) dictates that jurisdiction
over the status of spur track in Hancock County, Ohio is proper with the STB and not with the

Hancock County Court of Common Pleas. The language of 49 U.S.C. §10906 then explicitly

? Michigan Sugar is aware that NS has also argued that NS has discretion to abandon its rail easement leading to the
Michigan Sugar portion of the Rail Spur. Michigan Sugar, however, is differently situated in that Michigan Sugar can
produce a written instrument, which according to its express terms, controls the duration and abandonment of the
portion of Rail Spur upon its property.




states that the STB has no authority over the abandonment of spur track. Therefore, Michigan
Sugar concurs with the NS Response as to matters pertaining to jurisdiction over the
abandonment of the Rail Spur at issue before the STB. Michigan Sugar also wishes to
emphasize the uniqueness of its position concerning the issue of abandonment. According to
the express terms of the pertinent Easement, Michigan Sugar alone has discretion in matters

pertaining to the duration/abandonment of the portion of the Rail Spur upon its propetty.

Respectfully Submitted,

S

— P )
e b
/,/jéfery Al Culver
Attorney for the Michigan
Sugar Company
5470 Main Street Suite# 300
Sylvania, Ohio 43560

Dated: December 22, 2003




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Thereby certify that I this day have served a copy of the foregoing Comment in Support of
Certain Portions of Norfolk Southern Railway Company’s Motion to Hold Proceeding in Abeyance
and Response to Petition for Declaratory Order Filed by the Ohio Department of Transportation
upon counsel for the Ohio Department of Transportation and Norfolk Southern Railway Company
by mailing a copy by Regular United States Mail delivery to:

Michael Stokes

Senior Assistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney General
One SeaGate (#2150)

Toledo, OH 43604-1551

Fritz R. Kahn

Fritz R. Kahn P.C.

1920 N Street, NW (8™ Floor)
Washington, D.C. 20036-4152

James R. Paschall

General Attorney

Norfolk Southern Railway Company
3 Commercial Place

Norfolk, VA 23510

Roger L. Miller

Betts, Miller & Russo

101 West Sandusky Street
Findlay, Ohio 45840

Dated at Sylvania, Ohio, December 22, 2003
//—_‘7 pd /

R e )
_Jeffery A. Culver, Esq.




Traneferred July 14, 1937, F. H. Huffoan, Auditor, by ¥. C. Foster, Deputy.

‘a diatance of slxty-five and slxty-eix one-hundredthe faet\(65.66') to a point of compound

Jee Vol = 140 P.P. 563 of Deeds.

Ralph C. Lovering
8worn to before me and subeoribed in my Presence this 14th day of July, 1937

Jos. Hodgson .
Uy Commiselon Expires Jany let 1938 Juatioe of the Peace i

Filed for Record July 14, 1937 at 4108 otolock P. M. :
Recorded-July 17, 1937, Husaell U. Bnrnhin, Recorder.
Fee 50¢ Paid,

-2179=~ ORANT OF EASEENT
Oreat Lnkea Sugnr Company KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, That the OREAT LAKES SUGAR
TO COUFANY, a corporaticn existing under and by virtue of .the lawe -

ggf lzgzi:o;zngg}‘guggm:::y of the 8tute of l(ichigan.‘ the GRAHTOR; for and in oconsideratiom ,
0of the eum of One Dollar ($1.00) and other valuable considerations,

Tecelved to ite full entisfaction from THE NEW “IORK CHICAGO AHD 8T, LOU13 HAILHOAD COHPANY |
Terminal Tower, Cleveland, Ohio, the GHMITE!. does hereby grant unto aeid C/ram:ee, its suo~ !
cessors and assigns, an ensement for the purpoae of oonatructing, operating. nu\lntain:lng, i
repairing and renewing railroad traoks over, acroes and upon the two parcels of land dese
cribed as follows: ’ ’ )

Situated in the East Half of the Southeast Quarter of Section 23 and in the Weat Half
of the Southwest Quarter of Beotion 24, in Townenip One North, Range Ten Easet, Hancock i
County, Ohio:
PARCEL ONER

Being a atrip of land approximately twenty-six hundred ten and thirteen hundredths feet
(2610.13) 1in length by ‘twenty feet (20') in width, being ten feet (10') on each side of the
following descrited cénter line of an exieting induet;ial track leading into the plant of
the Great Lakes Sugar Company near Findiny, Ohio:

Beginning at a point on the swutheasterly right of way line of 'l'he New !ork. Chicago and
St. Louis Rallroad Compmny, emld right of way line being parallel to and distant fifty feet
(50') southeaaterly measured at right mngles from the oenter line of the main track of eaid

Rallrond Compmy, said point beiny one hundred forty-soven und alxty-fuur one~-hundredths

. Teet (147,64} mensured southwesterly along aaid right of way line from the polnt at whioh 1t

1s interseoted Ly the north line of the Houthenst Quarter of said deotion 23;
thenoe enatwardly along a curved line with a radius of elx hundred three and eighty one=
hundredths feet (603.80') and deflecting toward tho right - a tangent to sald ourved line at .

the point of tegimning forming an interior angle of 220-42¢-45" with said right of way line =|

|

thence continuing eastwardly along a owrved line with a radius of eight hundred thirty-

curve;

five and fifty-two one—hundxedthu feat (835.52') and dafleoting toward the right e distanoe !
or three hundred raxty-aight nnd seventy ono—hundndthl !oot (348,70!) to a seaond point of l

compound ourve; . : i

EXHIBIT
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.'pald Section 2}: eald point being located on sald east lins at a distance of two hundred twenty-

diptance of five hundred twenty-two and fifty-flve one-hundredthe feet (522.55') to a point

. . .
. five hundred eiphty-three and thirty-three one-hundredths feet (583433') to a point of

oompound ourve;

' two hundred fifty and no one~hundredthis feet (250.00') to a point of oompound curve;

" the center line of said industrial track a dlstance of five hundred sixty-five and one one-

* parallel to and distnnt ten feet (10') from the center line of sald. industrial track a distance

.‘diptant ten feet (10') from the center line of seid industrial track a distance of three

; hundred thirty-five and ninety-six one-hundredtha feet (335496') to a point;

: ten feet (10') nurtherly, measured nt right anglée, from the center line of the northerly

' industrial track lending into the plant of said Great Lakeg Bugar Company;

' one~-hundredths feet (706.7%') defleoting toward the right and parallel to and dietant ten

{ and thirty-soven one-hundredths féot (955.37!) and deflecting toward the right a dlstance of

- feet (10') from the center line of said mortherly industrial track, a distance of cne hundred

thence eoutheastwardly along a curved line with a radius of six hundred elghty-one and
forty-two one-hundredths fest (6&1.42%) and defleoting toward the right a distance of three

hundred thirty~six ond eleven one-hundredths feet (336.11') to a point on the emst line of

eight and ninety-eight one-hundredths feet (228,98!) measured south mlong said east line from
the northesst corner of sald Soutneast Quarter of Section 23, a tangent to the ourve at sald
point forming an interior uugle of 490-141-38% with said eaut line;

thence ovntinuing southonstwardly alony sald laust meniiuned curved line a distance of
one hundred eight end eixty-four.oug~hundredths feet (108,64') to a point of tangent;

thence eoutherly along a etraight line tangent to enid last deecribed curved line a

of curve;

thence continulng southerly along a ourved line with.a raduls of nine hundred fifty-five

thence sontinuing ao;xtl\erly along & ourved line with a radius of one thousand nine hundred

ten and elght one~hundredtlis feet (1,510.08'} and defleoting toward the right a distance of

thence southwesterly along m curved line with a radius of five hundred nine and twenty
one-hundredths feect {509,20') and deflecting toward tfw right a distnnce of three hundred
ninety-five and fourteen one-hundredths feet {395.,14') to a point of tangent whioh ie mt the
end of anld strip of lande '
PARCEL TWO:

Beginning at a pciht which ie the scuthensterly corner of Parcel One above desoribed:

thence southwestwardly ol ong a etraight line parallel to and diotant ten feet (10') from

hundredth feet (565.01') to a point of ourve;
thence continuing southwestwardly nlong'a curved line with a radius of five hundred

eighty-three and sixty-nine one-hundredthe feet (583.69%) deflecting toward the right and

of ninety-five and eighty-one one-hundredthe f&ev (95.81') to a point on the enst.line of said
Seotion 23, snid point belng loonted at n dlatance of three hundred forty-six and nlnety one=-
hundredths feet (346.90'), more or lese, measured northerly from the southeast corner of eald
Jeotion 23, a tangent to sald curve at sanid point forming an interior angle of 56°~20'-30%
with snid section line;

thence ocontinuing pouthwestwardly along said last described ocurved line parallel to and .

thence north along o line parullel to suid easterly line of Bedtion 23 a distanoce of

four hundred forty and forty one-hundredthe feot (440,40'), more or less, tu a point which ia

thenoce eastorly along & curved line with a radius of seven hundred six and seventy-eight

P

[
|
)




thirty‘nr;d no orz'o-lxﬁ‘r»n;u"‘a(:lt‘li;f&:e (1.30.‘60'.) ';o-n poi"r.nguﬂ'f"t_nné‘on‘t;;

thenoe ocontinuing saatwardly along a otraight line tangent to sald last desorided ocurved

1ine nnd parallel tu and distant ten foot (104) northerly fyom the oonter line of gald northerly
induatrinl track a dietance of one hundred ninety-one and ninety vne-hundredths feet (191.90'), .

more or less, to & point on snid ensterly line of erld Sootiovn 23, which point ie located at i
& dietance of aix hundred thirty-nine and ten one~handredihs feet (5639.,10'), more or less, i
north of the southeast boorne,r of said Seotion, eald straight line forming an interior’ angle ][
of 83%351-30% with enid section line; ‘

thenoe ocontinuing casterly aleng sald last described stralght line a distance of fifty- :
five and forty one-hundredthe feet (55.40!) to a point of curve; ’ '

thence contlnuing easterly along a curved line with a radius of two hundred eixty-three

i and elghty one~hundredths feet _(263.50') deflecting toward the left and parallel to and

distant ten feet (10') northerly from the center line of enid northerly industrial traok a
distance of sixty-three and ninety one-hundredths fect (5}.90') to a point of compound ourve;

thence continuing northeaetwardly along a curved line with a radiue of silx hundred fifty-
four and twenty-nine one;hiundradtha feet (654.29') deflecting townrd the left and parallel to
and dietant ten fect (10') northerly from the center line of sald northerly industrial track .
a dlstance of three hundred twelve and ten one-hundredths feet {(312,10') to a point of com=
pound curve; ’ )

thence nontinuing ncrtheastwardly along a curved line with a radius of five hundred sixty-
two and sixty one-hundredths feot. (562.60') deflecting toward the left and parallel to and |
distant ten feet:(ld') northerly from the center line of sald northerly industrial track a |
distonce of eighty and forty-five one-hundredths feet (80.45') to a point of curve;

thence continuing northeaetwardly al ong B stralgut line tangeht to sald last desoribed
ourved line and distant ten feet (10') northerly from the center line of said northerly
industrinl track a dictanae af twelve and forty one-hundredths feet (12,40') to & point of
ourve; ) : :

thence pouthanstorly alung a line forming an nngle of 90° with the last desoribed tangent
line n dlstnnoe of twenty feat {20') to the point of beginning. :

The two pnrcela above descrlbed hnve a total area of five and eighty-six one-hundredths
acres (5.86), more or less, of which tiree and ten one-hundredths acres (3.10),more or less, {

are loonted in Seotion 23 and two and seventy-seix one-hundredthe aores (2.76), wore or less,

in 8eotion.24. The area of Purcel One.is approxiuatoly onc and twenty, one-hundredths acres
(1.20) and the area of Parccl Two is approximantely four and sixty-six one~hundiredths aores
(4.66) ’ . ) . ;

The Orantee, by the moceptance of this essement, agrees ""’,1" the Orantor shall have the

right to use any portion of Parcel Two, hereinabove described, not used by the Crantee in

connection with constructing, operating, maintaining, repairing and Tenewing eaid railroad

tracks thereon, provided, however, that the Grantor agrees to make no use of any portion of

said Parcel Two oloser than ten (10) feet from the nearsst rail of any track or tracks now
loented thereon. ’ i
The Orantee agrees thnt 1t will not store ite ours, or caras of parties other. than the |
Orantor, on the tracks construoted, operated, maintalnea, zunnired and renewed upon the
premises liercinabove desoribed 80 ae tu wireasonable interfere with the placement of t;.nrl
on enid tracke for the Grantor at its plant at Flndlay, Ohlo. Theo Grantor agrees to exeoute '
the ugual side track agreement with the Orantee relative to the use of the tracks above

described whioh connect with tracks owned by the Grantor and located om property of the

n}

e
-

I

==

T ATIRA

AR Ly



e bW

:'Grantor other than property hereinabove desoribed.
i TO HAVE AlID TO HOLD the above desoribed easement unto the Orantee, ite successors and

assigns, until such time @&s the Grantor peruanently ceeses and abandons operaticn of 1ts plant

: at Findlay, Hancock County, Ohlo, in which event the Orantee agrees that it will take up and

remove ita traoks then located on the'pruperty above desoribed. And the Grantor does, for

" iteelf and 1ts successors and nesigna, covenant with the eeic Grantee, its successors and
assigne, that at and until the ensealing of these presents, 1t is well scized of the atove

described premises, a8 a good and indefeasitle estnte in FEE SIMPLE, and has good right to

: bargain and sell the snme in manner and form as cbove written, .eand thnt the smme are free from

all encumbrances whatsoever, and that 1t will WARRANT AND DEFEKD sald premisee, with the
appurtenances thereunto belonging, to the sald Grantee, its suocessors and assigne, againet
all lawful clalms amd donands Whateosvers .

IN VITHESS WHEHEOF, -gnid Great Lakes Sugnar Comyany has caused its corporate name and

seal to be hercunto signed and affixed by 1ts duly authorized officera, this l4th day of

* June, A.D. 1937,

.. Bigned, Sealed and Acknow=
. ledged in the presence oft

GREAT LAKES SUGAR COLPARY

By J. E. Larrance

€. E. Olaon Fresident

Joeephina Kolley

And Searle Mowat
Seoretary

Great Lakes Su;nr Coumpany : ’ .
Blisnfield, Miohiynn, SEAL . :
OTATE OF Miohigan

COUNITY OF Wayne
BEFORE ME, a Notnry Public in and for eaild County and 8tate, personally appeared the

: mbove naied J. E. Larrange, Presldent, and Searle Mowat, Seoretary, reepectively, of caid

Great Lnkes Sugnr Cuuwpany, who acknowledged that they did elgn and seal the foregoing instrument
for and on behnlf of said curporation, being thereunto duly muthorized, and thnt the ssme is
the free aot and decd of sald corpuration and of thewselves as such officers respectively.

IN TESTILONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto sot my hand and affixed my offlicial seal at Detroit,

: this b any of June, A.D, 1937,

“"1la ¥. Von Enpter
otrxy Public

Iln E. Van Eunter T
My Coumiosion Expiree Sept. 27, L1940

Notary Public (BEAL)

Wnyne County, Michignn . L
Filed for Record July 15, 1% 7, at 9:106 o'olook A. M.
Recorded July 17 1937, Ruswsell W. Burnhill, Recorder.

Fee 33.15 Paide y

«2160- R/W Form 3 )
Title ' . gheet 1 of 4 Sheete.
CLMRENCE Ge & :

3
Reviged 6-1-29-D
BTELLA E+ KNIGHT -

i TO THE
HANGOGK CUUNTY ROAL

Rfd Torm 3

Buth Sldes

Adopted 10-15-26

Rovised 3=1-27-B
EASEMENT FOR HIGHWAY PURPOSES

XNOW ALL MEN PY THESE FRESENTS!

i That Clarence G. and 3tella E. Xnight, the Orantor, for and in ;

gheet 2 of U sheetes

: consideration of the eum of Fifteen Dollare (51_5.00) and for other good and valuatle oonsider=

ations to paid by Hangock County the Grantee, the receipt whereof is heycby acknowledged,
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