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Pittsburgh Vertical Clearance Project
City of Pittsburgh, Boroughs of Swissvale, Braddock and North Braddock
Allegheny County
Public Open House #1
SUMMARY
Meeting held Tuesday, June 26, 2018
Children’s Museum of Pittsburgh - 10 Children’s Way,
Pittsburgh, PA 15212
5:00-8:00 PM

OVERVIEW

A public open house was held at the Children’s Museum of Pittsburgh between the hours of 5:00
PM and 8:00 PM on June 26, 2018. A Public Officials’ preview of the meeting materials was held
from 5:00 PM to 5:30 PM and the doors were open for public participation from 6:00 pm to 8:00
PM. The format of the meeting was an open house plans display consistent with PennDOT
Publication 295 guidance and was approved by PennDOT and the City of Pittsburgh. The purpose
of the open house was to introduce the public to a set of projects involving modifications at nine
(9) locations along the Norfolk Southern Railway Company railroad corridor. The public was
invited to comment concerning alternatives and potential resources for evaluation arising from
the project alternatives. Information gained during this open house will be used for scoping and
development of the appropriate environmental analysis of effects and documentation under
State History Code and Section 2002/Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Act 120, and related
regulations.

The public open house was advertised in two (2) different publications — the Northside Chronicle
and the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette. In addition, the Northside community published information on
various neighborhood Facebook pages and sent multiple email blasts. Letters were sent to public
officials and community members in the project area (see complete list in this packet).

Present were representatives from Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NSRC) and its
consultants (Michael Baker International [Michael Baker], Urban Engineers, and WSP) and
outside counsel (Earth and Water Group); Pennsylvania Department of Transportation
(PennDOT) and its consultant (JMT); and the City of Pittsburgh.
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Rudy Husband Kirsten Bowen Cheryl Moon-Sirianni
Mike Wigley Tim Zinn Mark Young

Todd Willoughby Justin Greenawalt David Conrad

Neal Brown Jesse Belfast David Anthony
Shawn Starling Joe Passmore JMT

Kevin Hauschildt Ted Coffey Jen Granger
Jonathan Hocker Dennis Plitt Lisa Cooper

Ben Taggart Greg Cerminara

Jonathan Glass Wendy Berrill CITY OF PITTSBURGH
WSP Justin Bouscher Karina Ricks

Doug Lang Clayton Fisher Michael Panzitta

Urban Engineers

Joe Hall

Robert Michalko

Greg May
NSRC Outside Counsel - David Moore, Earth and Water Group

MATERIALS & SIGN-IN

Informational packets were handed out including an NSRC Pennsylvania Operations Fact Sheet
and a comment form with a map of the projects and a brief description of the purpose of the
projects.

The public open house displayed 26 boards that included:
e Welcome board
e Overall map of the projects
e Explanation of double stack train requirements
e 2 boards for PA History Code and process flow chart
e 9 boards showing areas of potential effects (APE) for the project locations
e 10 boards showing the various project locations using an aerial map
e 2 boards with preliminary alternatives for 2 of the project locations

The public was encouraged to sign in as they entered the open house. Upon sign-in, the
attendees were provided with the packets of informational materials on the projects and invited
to review the project display boards and ask questions or discuss with the company
representatives. There was some confusion with the sign-in process, as there was an organized
group of individuals with petitions at the entrance of the venue. As a result, many attendees
believed this was the registration table, and it is possible we were unable to obtain names of all
the attendees. It is estimated that 300-400 people attended the meeting. Most attendees were
in and out of the meeting in the first 90 minutes, and so the allotted two hours for the public
portion of the open house appears to have been adequate.
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SUMMARY OF COMMENTS RECEIVED

Over 90 comment forms were received at the meeting, with additional comments received
subsequently via USPS or email. The comments received to date are summarized in this packet.
A list of frequently asked questions (FAQ) will be developed to clarify misinformation and answer
common questions.

ATTACHMENTS

e Newspaper advertisements for open house

e Letters of invite to open house

e Open house agenda

e Open house handouts

e Open house display boards

e Copies of sign-in sheets

e Comment form summary

e Completed comment forms, letters, and emails
o Newspaper articles after the open house

e Frequently asked questions
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SUMMARY
Meeting held Tuesday, June 26, 2018
June 26, 2018

ATTACHMENTS
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NORFOLK SOUTHERN
PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE

PITTSBURGH VERTICAL CLEARANCE
ALLEGHENY COUNTY, PA

Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NSRC), in coordination with
Michael Baker International, is conducting a public open house for
nine (9) track and railbed maintenance and improvement projects.
The projects are part of the Pittsburgh Vertical Clearance Project
along the existing NSRC railroad right-of-way and corridor known
as the Pittsburgh Line and Fort Wayne Line in Allegheny County.
The purpose of the project includes provision of safe and reliable
systems of transportation, integration of modes of transportation
(intermodal), and improving clearance, safety, transportation
optimization, and efficiency to meet modern interstate freight rail
traffic requirements. The nine (9) individual project locations
consist of the Frazier Street Pedestrian Bridge and the Overland
Street Bridge in the boroughs of Braddock and North Braddock;
the Washington Avenue Bridge in the Borough of Swissvale; the
Amtrak Station in downtown Pittsburgh; and the Merchant Street
Bridge, the North Avenue Bridge, the Pennsylvania Avenue
Bridge, the Columbus Avenue Bridge, and the Ohio Connecting
(OC) Bridge Flyovers, all located in the North Side of the City of
Pittsburgh. No work is being done by NSRC in intervening track
area between the nine individual project locations. A pedestrian
bridge in Allegheny Commons Park has been preliminarily
identified by stakeholders as a possible mitigation measure (and
will be included in the open house).

The projects are funded in part through the Pennsylvania
Department of Transportation.

The open house is held for all purposes provided by law and will
include public review and comment concerning the effects of the
projects, including any protected activities, features, or attributes
of properties including adjacent properties which include
Allegheny Commons Park and historic or cultural resources.

When: Tuesday, June 26, 2018
Time: From 6:00 PM until 8:00 PM

Location:  Children’s Museum of Pittsburgh — Theatre
10 Children’s Way
Pittsburgh, PA 15212

For more information
contact:
NSPghVerticalClearance@gmail.com

*The plans viewing location is compliant with the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA). In addition, if you or an individual with
whom you are familiar does not speak English as the primary
language and who has a limited ability to read, write, speak, or
understand English desires to view these plans or if you require
special assistance to view the plans or need additional information
please contact the number above. The meeting is advertised
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, as amended. Anyone with knowledge of historic
resources in the project area is encouraged to attend this meeting.
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May 25, 2018

«First_ Name» «Last_Name»
«Title»

«Company_Name»
«Address_Line_1»
«Address_Line_2»

«City» «State» «ZIP_Code»

RE: Allegheny County, City of Pittsburgh Norfolk Southern Vertical Clearance Project
Public Officials' Briefing

Dear «First_Name» «Last_Namen»:

Norfolk Southern, in coordination with Michael Baker International are pleased to invite you to attend a
Public Officials' Briefing being conducted for nine (9) track and railbed maintenance and improvement
projects. The projects are part of the Pittsburgh Vertical Clearance Project being conducted in
cooperation with the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation and the City of Pittsburgh.

SUBJECT: PUBLIC OFFICIALS' BRIEFING
Pittsburgh Vertical Clearance Projects
DATE: Tuesday, June 26, 2018
TIME: PUBLIC OFFICIALS' BRIEFING 5:00 P.M. - 5:30 P.M.
PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE 6:00 P.M. - 8:00 P.M.
LOCATION: Children’s Museum of Pittsburgh, Theatre, 10 Children’s Way, Pittsburgh, PA 15212

The Public Officials’ Briefing provides review and comment for nine (9) projects to be accomplished by
Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NSRC), in cooperation with the City of Pittsburgh and the
Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT). The purpose of the projects includes provision of
safe and reliable systems of transportation, integration of modes of transportation (intermodal), and
improving clearance, safety, transportation optimization, and efficiency to meet modern interstate freight
rail traffic requirements. NSRC, with funding through PennDOT, proposes to address nine obstructions
that currently limit vertical clearance for double-stack rail traffic along NSRC’s Pittsburgh Line and Fort
Wayne Line in Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. The proposals and alternatives involve track and railbed
maintenance and improvement projects within the existing right-of-way, as well as bridge rehabilitation,
reconstruction, replacement, or new construction at certain locations along NSRC’s existing Pittsburgh
Line and Fort Wayne Line. The obstructions addressed by the project are in the boroughs of Braddock,
North Braddock, Swissvale, and the City of Pittsburgh. Individual project locations consist of the Frazier
Street Pedestrian Bridge and the Overland Street Bridge in the boroughs of Braddock and North Braddock;
the Washington Avenue Bridge in the Borough of Swissvale; the Amtrak Station in downtown Pittsburgh;
and the Merchant Street Bridge, the North Avenue Bridge, the Pennsylvania Avenue Bridge, the Columbus
Avenue Bridge, and the Ohio Connecting (OC) Bridge Flyovers, all located in the North Side of the City of
Pittsburgh. No work is being done by NSRC in intervening track area between the nine individual project
locations. A pedestrian bridge in Allegheny Commons Park has been preliminarily identified by
stakeholders as a possible mitigation measure and will be included in the open house information.
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The purpose of the Public Official’s Briefing is to provide review and comment concerning the effects of
the projects, including any protected activities, features, or attributes of properties including adjacent
properties which include Allegheny Commons Park and historic or cultural resources. Your input
throughout project development is very important to the success of the project. This briefing offers you
the opportunity to contribute input on behalf of the communities and constituents you represent.

The Public Officials' Briefing will be conducted from 5:00 P.M. to 5:30 P.M. in the Children’s Museum of
Pittsburgh’s Theatre and will be followed by a Public Open House from 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. The project
team will be available to answer questions and gather feedback.

Should you have questions, or need additional information, please contact our project email address at
NSPghVerticalClearance@gmail.com.

The meeting location is compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). In addition, if you or an
individual with whom you are familiar does not speak English as the primary language and who has a

limited ability to read, write, speak, or understand English desires to view these plans, or if you require
special assistance to view the plans, or need additional information please contact the individual above.

Sincerely,

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY MICHAEL BAKER INTERNATIONAL

i) Yerl

Rudy Husband Kirsten N. Bowen, P.E.
Resident Vice President Project Manager



The preceding letter was sent to the following officials:

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

PennDOT District 11-0, Allegheny County
Cheryl Moon-Sirianni, District Executive
45 Thoms Run Road

Bridgeville, PA 15017

(412) 429-5000

Allegheny County

Rich Fitzgerald, County Executive
101 County Courthouse

436 Grant Street

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 350-6500

Allegheny County Council

John DeFazio, President

County Courthouse

436 Grant Street, Room 119

Pittsburgh, PA 15219-2497

412-350-6490 (Phone) 412-350-6499 (FAX)
John.Defazio@alleghenycounty.us

City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning
Ray Gastil, Director

200 Ross Street, 4™ Floor

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

412-255-2201

ray.gastil@pittsburghpa.gov

City of Pittsburgh, Department of Mobility and
Infrastructure

Karina Ricks, Director

414 Grant Street

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

412-255-2373

City of Pittsburgh, Office of Mayor William

Peduto

The Honorable William Peduto
414 Grant Street, Fifth Floor
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
412-255-2626

Pittsburgh City Council

The Honorable Darlene Harris
Pittsburgh City Council District 1
Suite 510, Floor 5

414 Grant Street

Pittsburgh, PA 15219
412-255-2135

The Honorable Daniel R. Lavelle
Pittsburgh City Council District 6
Suite 510, Floor 5

414 Grant Street

Pittsburgh, PA 15219
412-255-2134

Borough of Swissvale
Clyde Wilhelm, Borough Manager
7560 Roslyn Street

Swissvale, PA 15218

412-271-7101 (Phone) 412-271-5441 (FAX)
administrative@swissvaleborough.com

Borough of North Braddock
John Vahosky, Council President
600 Anderson Street

North Braddock, PA 15104
412-271-1306

admin@northbraddockborough.com




Borough of Braddock

Deborah Brown, Borough Manager

415 Sixth Street

Braddock, PA 15104

412-271-1018 (Phone) 412-271-7414 (FAX)
braddockmanager@comcast.net

STATE GOVERNMENT

Pennsylvania House of Representatives,
District 19

The Honorable Jake Wheatley, Jr.
2015-2017 Centre Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

412-471-7760 (Phone) 412-471-8056 (FAX)

Pennsylvania House of Representatives,
District 20

The Honorable Adam J. Ravenstahl

3689 California Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15212

412-321-5523 (Phone) 412-761-2303 (FAX)

Pennsylvania House of Representatives,
District 34

The Honorable Paul Costa

501 Braddock Avenue

Braddock, PA 15104

412-273-3400 (Phone) 412-273-3434 (FAX)

EMERGENCY PERSONNEL

Pittsburgh Bureau of Police Headquarters
1203 Western Ave

Pittsburgh, PA 15233

(412) 323-7800

Bureau of Fire Headquarters
Darryl E. Jones, Fire Chief
200 Ross Street, 5" Floor
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 255-2860

Pennsylvania State Senate, District 43

The Honorable Jay Costa, Jr.

1501 Ardmore Boulevard, Suite 403
Pittsburgh, PA 15221

412-241-6690 (Phone) 412-731-2332 (FAX)

Pennsylvania State Senate, District 42

The Honorable Wayne D. Fontana

932 Brookline Boulevard

Pittsburgh, PA 15226

412-344-2551 (Phone) 412-344-3400 (FAX)

Pennsylvania Senate, District 45

The Honorable James R. Brewster

One Monroeville Center

3824 Northern Pike, Suite 1015
Monroeville, PA 15146

412-380-2242 (Phone) 412-380-2249 (FAX)

EMS Headquarters
Robert Farrow, EMS Chief
700 Filbert Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
(412) 622-6930

Braddock Volunteer Fire Department
Tom Petrovic, Fire Chief

P.O. Box 284

Braddock, PA 15104



Braddock Boro Police Department
Frank DeBartolo, Chief

639 Corey Ave.

Braddock, PA 15104

North Braddock Volunteer Fire Department
P.O. Box 188
Braddock, PA 15104

North Braddock Police Department
600 Anderson St.
North Braddock, PA 15104

Swissvale Fire Department
Clyde Wilhelm, Fire Chief
7400 Irvine St.

Swissvale, PA 15218

Swissvale Police Department
Ellis Watson, Police Chief
7560 Roslyn Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15218
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May 29, 2018

«First_Name» «Last_Name» «Suffix»
«QOrganization»

«Address_Line_1»
«Address_Line_2»

«City» «State» «ZIP_Code»

RE: Allegheny County, City of Pittsburgh Norfolk Southern Vertical Clearance Project
Public Open House Invitation

Dear «Suffix» «Last_ Name»:

Norfolk Southern, in coordination with Michael Baker International are pleased to invite you to attend a
Public Open House being conducted for nine (9) track and railbed maintenance and improvement
projects. The projects are part of the Pittsburgh Vertical Clearance Project being conducted in
cooperation with the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation and the City of Pittsburgh.

SUBJECT: PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE
Pittsburgh Vertical Clearance Projects
DATE: Tuesday, June 26, 2018
TIME: 6:00 P.M. - 8:00 P.M. Open House
LOCATION: Children’s Museum of Pittsburgh, Theatre, 10 Children’s Way, Pittsburgh, PA 15212

The Public Open House will provide review and comment for nine (9) projects to be accomplished by
Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NSRC), in cooperation with the City of Pittsburgh and the
Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT). The purpose of the projects includes provision of
safe and reliable systems of transportation, integration of modes of transportation (intermodal), and
improving clearance, safety, transportation optimization, and efficiency to meet modern interstate freight
rail traffic requirements. NSRC, with funding through PennDOT, proposes to address nine obstructions
that currently limit vertical clearance for double-stack rail traffic along NSRC’s Pittsburgh Line and Fort
Wayne Line in Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. The proposals and alternatives involve track and railbed
maintenance and improvement projects within the existing right-of-way, as well as bridge rehabilitation,
reconstruction, replacement, or new construction at certain locations along NSRC’s existing Pittsburgh
Line and Fort Wayne Line. The obstructions addressed by the project are in the boroughs of Braddock,
North Braddock, Swissvale, and the City of Pittsburgh. Individual project locations consist of the Frazier
Street Pedestrian Bridge and the Overland Street Bridge in the boroughs of Braddock and North Braddock;
the Washington Avenue Bridge in the Borough of Swissvale; the Amtrak Station in downtown Pittsburgh;
and the Merchant Street Bridge, the North Avenue Bridge, the Pennsylvania Avenue Bridge, the Columbus
Avenue Bridge, and the Ohio Connecting (OC) Bridge Flyovers, all located in the North Side of the City of
Pittsburgh. No work is being done by NSRC in intervening track area between the nine individual project
locations. A pedestrian bridge in Allegheny Commons Park has been preliminarily identified by
stakeholders as a possible mitigation measure and will be included in the open house information.

«First_Name» «Last_ Name» «Suffix»



May 29, 2018
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The purpose of the Public Open House is to provide review and comment concerning the effects of the
projects, including any protected activities, features, or attributes of properties including adjacent
properties which include Allegheny Commons Park and historic or cultural resources. Your input
throughout project development is very important to the success of the project. This Public Open House
offers you the opportunity to contribute input on the project.

The Public Open House will be conducted from 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. in the Children’s Museum of
Pittsburgh’ Theatre. The project team will be available to answer questions and gather feedback.

Should you have questions, or need additional information, please contact our project email address at
NSPghVerticalClearance@gmail.com.

The meeting location is compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). In addition, if you or an
individual with whom you are familiar does not speak English as the primary language and who has a
limited ability to read, write, speak, or understand English desires to view these plans, or if you require

special assistance to view the plans, or need additional information please contact the individual above.

Sincerely,

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY MICHAEL BAKER INTERNATIONAL

i) Ve

Rudy Husband Kirsten N. Bowen, P.E.
Resident Vice President Project Manager



The preceding letter was sent to the following organizations and residences:

HISTORIC PRESERVATION ORGANIZATIONS

Pennsylvania State Historic Preservation Office
Ms. Cheryl Nagle

Commonwealth Keystone Building, Second
Floor

400 North Street

Harrisburg, PA 17120

717-783-9920 (Phone)

chnagle@pa.gov

Allegheny City Society

Ms. Ruth McCartan, President
9380 Cromwell Dr.
Pittsburgh, PA 15237
412-364-6132
theruths03@yahoo.com

Manchester Historic Society, Inc.
P. 0. Box 99216

Pittsburgh, PA 15233
412-447-8692
manchesterhistoric@gmail.com

Pittsburgh History and Landmarks Foundation
Mr. Arthur P. Ziegler, Jr., President

100 West Station Square Drive, Suite 450
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

412 471-5808 (phone) 412-471-1633 (fax)

anne@phlf.org

Preservation Pittsburgh

Mr. Matthew W.C. Falcone, President
1501 Reedsdale Street, Suite 5003
Pittsburgh, PA 15233

412-256-8755 (phone)
scott.leib@asahg.com

Young Preservationists Association of
Pittsburgh

Mr. Matthew Craig, Executive Director
Riverside Center for Innovation

700 River Avenue, Suite 318

Pittsburgh, PA 15212

412-342-8972 (phone)
matthew.craig@youngpreservationists.org

Swissvale Historical Society
1713 Hays Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15218

Rivers of Steel National Heritage Area
August R. Carlino, President & CEO

The Bost Building

623 E. Eighth Avenue

Homestead, PA 15120

412-464-4020 (phone) 412-464-4417 (FAX)
arcarlino@riversofsteel.com

The Pennsylvania Railroad Technical &
Historical Society (PRRT&HS), Pittsburgh
Chapter

Donald C. Coulter, President

4030 Logans Ferry Road

Monroeville, PA 15146-1345
donald.coulter3@verizon.net

National Railway Historical Society, Lancaster
Chapter

Thomas C. Shenk, President

10 Railroad Ave

Christiana, PA 17509-1416

717-394-7000

fkurtz@nrhsl.org




Railroad Museum of Pennsylvania
Patrick C. Morrison,

Historic Site Administrator

300 Gap Road, PA Route 741

PO Box 125

Strasburg, PA 17579
717-687-8628
info@rrmuseumpa.org

NEIGHBORHOOD ORGANIZATIONS

Allegheny Commons Initiative
Ms. Erin Tobin, Project Director
45 S. 23 Street

Pittsburgh, PA 15203
412-682-7275
etobin@pittsburghparks.org

Allegheny West Civic Council
Mr. John DeSantis, President
719 Brighton Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15233
412-298-2679
pgh.home@verizon.net

Allegheny City Central Association
Mr. Patrick Dexter

P. O. Box 6255

Pittsburgh, PA 15212
412-465-0192

info@accapgh.org

Allegheny Towne Corporation
1 Foster Square

Pittsburgh, PA 15212
412-321-3140

Amtrak

Johnette Davies,

Senior Historic Preservation Specialist
30th Street Station

2955 Market Street, Mailbox 55,
Philadelphia, PA 19104
215-349-1354
Johnette.Davies@amtrak.com

Manchester Citizens Corporation

LaShawn Burton-Faulk, Executive Director
1319 Allegheny Avenue, First Floor
Pittsburgh, PA 15233

412-323-1743 (phone) 412-322-6448 (FAX)

Mexican War Streets Society

Ms. Maggie Connor, President

P. 0. Box 6588

Pittsburgh, PA 15212

412-559-9302
mexicanwarstreetssociety@gmail.com

North Side Leadership Conference

Mark T. Fatla, Esq., Executive Director

1319 Allegheny Avenue, Second Floor
Pittsburgh, PA 15233

412-231-4714 (Phone) 412-904-3828 (FAX)
mark@pittsburghnorthside.com

Pittsburgh Parks Conservancy

Jayne Miller, President and CEO

45 South 23rd Street, Suite 101

Pittsburgh, PA 15203

412-682-7275 (Phone) 412-622-0160 (FAX)



PROPERTY OWNERS BY PROJECT

Frazier Street Pedestrian Bridge

1120 Franklin Avenue

Loyal Order of Moose Braddock Lodge #57
1120 Franklin Avenue

Braddock, PA 15104-2622

1114 Franklin Avenue

Robert E. Miller

162 6™ Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15229-1290

1114 Franklin Avenue (Rear, vacant parcel)
Darlene Mason

8 Palisades Plaza, Apartment A3

Braddock, PA 15104-1055

Overland Street

242 Hawkins Avenue
Alexander Thomas Company
513 Court Place

Pittsburgh, PA 15219-2002

238 Hawkins Avenue (vacant parcel)
Bernard P. and Andrea Tomasic

223 Hawkins Avenue

Braddock, PA 15104-2166

232 Hawkins Avenue
S Phantom Properties, LLC
232 Hawkins Avenue
Braddock, PA 15104-2117

434 Frazier Street

Walter and Diane M. Stewart
318 Palma Street

North Versailles, PA 15137-1434

1031-1035 Frazier Street

Allegheny County Housing Authority
625 Stanwix Street, Floor 12
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-1417

125 Corey Avenue

1998 Irrevocable Trust for Issue of Michael
Litma

480 Lincoln Highway

North Versailles, PA 15137-1682

135 Corey Avenue

Hox Management LP

200 Commonwealth Drive
Warrendale, PA 15086-7507

201 Corey Avenue

Hox Management LP

200 Commonwealth Drive
Warrendale, PA 15086-7507



Amtrak Station

1100 Liberty Avenue (Union Station)
100 Liberty Owner LLC

216 E. 45™ Street, Suite 1200

New York, NY 10017-3341

Liberty Avenue (portion of train shed)
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

300 Liberty Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15222-1210

0 Grant Street (Amtrak Station)
National Passenger Railroad Corporation
(Amtrak)

60 Massachusetts Avenue NE, Floor 4
Washington, DC 20002-4285

Merchant Street

Allegheny Commons Park
City of Pittsburgh
City-County Building

414 Grant Street, Room 200
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-2409

0 27t Street (portion of train shed)
Port Authority of Allegheny County
345 6™ Avenue, Third Floor
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-2541

Right-of-Way (portion of train shed)
CONRAIL

110 Franklin Road, SE

Roanoke, VA 24042-0002

0 Martindale Street

501 Martindale Associates, LP
501 Martindale Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15212-5844



W. North Avenue Bridge

900 Brighton Road 810 Beech Avenue

Allegheny West Civic Council Andrew J. Wolfinger

806 Western Avenue 1001 Brighton Road

Pittsburgh, PA 15233 Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1708

907 Brighton Road 812 Beech Avenue

Motohiro Brown Living Trust/ Robert W. and Michele P. Johnson
Diana L. Brown Living Trust 812 Beech Avenue

1037 W. Altgeld Street Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1704

Chicago, IL 60614-2208
814 Beech Avenue

913 Brighton Road Margaret S. McNamara
Robert I. and Carole E. Malakoff 814 Beech Avenue
913 Brighton Road Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1704

Pittsburgh, PA 15333-1707

800-814 Beech Avenue
917 Brighton Road West Park Renaissance, LP
Michael A. and Beth A. Zappa 941 Penn Avenue, Unit 201

917 Brighton Road Pittsburgh, PA 15222-3844
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1707

825-845 W. North Avenue
Gramax, LLC

831 W. North Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1616

925 Brighton Road

Marcie, LP

925 Brighton Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1707

810 W. North Avenue

810 W. North Ave Associates, LP
1008 Brianna Lane

Bethel Park, PA 15102-3795

800 Beech Avenue
Annette C. Trunzo
800 Beech Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1704

828 W. North Avenue

828 W. North Ave Associates, LP
1008 Brianna Lane

Bethel Park, PA 15102-3795

804 Beech Avenue

Vincent C. Neiswonger

804 Beech Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1704

840 W. North Avenue
Stables Development, LP

P. 0. Box 99938
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-0938

806 Beech Avenue

Daniel F. and Rosalie Angelucci
37555 Townhall Street

Harrison Township, Ml 48045-5530



1201 Brighton Road

Buncher Company

1300 Penn Avenue, Suite 300
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-4211

1215 Brighton Road
FDPITT, LLC

P. O. Box 5540

Johnstown, PA 15904-5540

1204 Brighton Road
Marshall & Wendy Riggs
1204 Brighton Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1602

1210 Brighton Road
Jameson McCoy O’Donnell
1210 Brighton Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1602

1212 Brighton Road

James R. Lawrence

1237 Buena Vista Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15212-4530

Pennsylvania Avenue Bridge
900 Pennsylvania Avenue
United States Postal Service
P. 0. Box 27497
Greensboro, NC 27498-1103

901 Pennsylvania Avenue
901 Pennsylvania, LP

1213 Galveston Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1603

912 Behan Street
Peter Wright, LLC
912 Behan Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1625

1214 Brighton Road

Ellyn, Inc.

1244 Resaca Place
Pittsburgh, PA 15212-4519

1216 Brighton Road

Ellyn, Inc.

1244 Resaca Place
Pittsburgh, PA 15212-4519

1218 Brighton Road

James Stanley Johnston
1218 Brighton Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1602

710 W. North Avenue

West Park Court Housing. LP
1670 Golden Mile Highway
Monroeville, PA 15146-2002

616 W. North Avenue
Trinity Lutheran Church
616 W. North Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15212-4538

850 Pennsylvania Avenue
850 Pennsylvania Avenue, LLC
1300 Brighton Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1630

820 Pennsylvania Avenue
Quik-It, Inc.

820 Pennsylvania Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1407

802 Pennsylvania Avenue
Ventura Revocable Trust
3241 Henrich Farm Lane
Allison Park, PA 15101-1513



0 Pennsylvania Avenue

1300 Brighton Road Associates, LLC
1300 Brighton Road

Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1630

809 Pennsylvania Avenue
Martin M. Warhola

809 Pennsylvania Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1406

817-825 Pennsylvania Avenue
Paul Warhola Scrap Metal, Inc.
P. 0. Box 100016

Pittsburgh, PA 15233-0016

870 Riversea Road

W.W. Patterson Company
870 Riversea Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15233-1627
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Pittsburgh Vertical Clearance Project
City of Pittsburgh, Boroughs of Swissvale, Braddock and North Braddock
Allegheny County, Pennsylvania

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE — INFORMATION GATHERING and PROJECT OVERVIEW

DATE: Tuesday, June 26, 2018

TIME: Arrive at 4pm for Briefing
Doors open at 4:45 p.m.
Public Officials Open House from 5:00 —5:30 p.m.
Public Open House from 6:00 — 8:00 p.m.

LOCATION: Children’s Museum of Pittsburgh — Theatre
10 Children’s Way
Pittsburgh, PA 15212

PURPOSE: To gather public input

ANNOUNCEMENTS: Letters to Public Officials and Impacted Property Owners
Newspaper Advertisements (North Side Chronicle and Pittsburgh Post-Gazette)

EQUIPMENT/ STAFF DISPLAYS
Materials
Station 1: Sign-in Sheets Kirsten Bowen e Comment Form Welcome Board
Registration Area Pencils Ted Coffey e Instruct on Open Overall Project Map
3 Easels Dennis Plitt House Agenda Double Stack Board

Mike Wigley (for e Pencils
double stack board | e clipboards
and project areas)

Station 2: 6 Easels, Post-its Tim Zinn PA History Code
Historic Justin Greenawalt Flow Chart
4 APE Boards
(North,

Pennsylvania,
Columbus and OC

Bridge)
Station 3: 5 Easels, Post-its Joe Passmore 5 APE Boards
Historic Jesse Belfast (Frazier, Overland,

Washington, Amtrak
& Merchant)

Station 4: 2 Easels, Post-its Neal Brown Overland Street
Overland Street over Ben Taggart Board and

NSRC and Washington Street
Washington Street Board

over NSRC

June 26, 2018



NS

Pittsburgh Vertical Clearance Project

City of Pittsburgh, Boroughs of Swissvale, Braddock and North Braddock

Allegheny County, Pennsylvania

NORFOLK
SOUTHERN

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE — INFORMATION GATHERING and PROJECT OVERVIEW

Avenue over NSRC

Shawn Starling

EQUIPMENT/ STAFF DISPLAYS

Materials
Station 5: 2 Easels, Post-its Kevin Hauschildt Amtrak Board
Amtrak Station and Merchant Street
NSRC over Boards
Merchant Street
Station 6: 2 Easels, Post-its Greg May Frazier Street Board
Frazier Street AC Ped Bridge Board
Pedestrian Bridge
over NSRC
Alegheny Commons
Ped Bridge
Station 7: 1 Easel, Table Wendy Berrill North Avenue Board
North Avenue Over Post-its Justin Bouscher North Avenue Alts
NSRC Jonathan Hocker
Station 8: 1 Easel, Table Clayton Fisher Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania Post-its Joe Hall Avenue Board

Pennsylvania
Avenue Alts

Station 9:
Columbus Avenue
Over NSRC and
Ohio Connecting
Bridge over NSRC

2 Easels, Post-its

Todd Willoughby

Columbus Avenue
Board
OC Bridge Board

24total easels
22 post it packs

Additional staff available to float to stations or help with registrations:

Lisa Cooper, Jen Granger - JMT

David Moore — Earth and Water Group
Cheryl Moon-Sirianni, Mark Young, David Conrad, David Anthony - PennDOT

Rudy Husband, Jon Glass - NS
Staff was encouraged to float to other stations

June 26, 2018
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INFORMATION GATHERING and PROJECT OVERVIEW
OPEN HOUSE

Pittsburgh Vertical Clearance Projects
City of Pittsburgh, Boroughs of Swissvale, Braddock and North Braddock,
Allegheny County, Pennsylvania
JUNE 26, 2018

Comment Form

Purpose of this Comment Form - This form provides the opportunity for the public to identify issues,
provide comments, and scoping input regarding the nine (9) proposed Pittsburgh Vertical Clearance Projects. The
project team is interested in your opinion of the potential impacts to your neighborhood relating to the proposed
projects. The information will be used for scoping and development of the appropriate environmental analysis of
effects and documentation under State History Code and Section 2002/Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Act 120,
and related requirements. Due to the complexity of the project development process many factors must be
weighed in making decisions on the projects and it must be understood that the comments provided are for
consideration purposes.

Project Purpose:

The primary purpose of these clearance projects is to modernize both the rail and roadway networks in the City of
Pittsburgh and Allegheny County to allow for double-stack intermodal trains along NSRC's Pittsburgh Line and Fort
Wayne Line. The railroad’s business is connected to jobs, economics, environmental benefits, and more efficient
delivery of goods. NSRC’s intermodal business is one way we are working to achieve a long-term sustainable
balance between our business needs and the impact of railroad operations on the environment. Replacing,
removing, or modifying these nine facilities to allow sufficient clearance for double stack intermodal freight trains
will create a safer, more reliable and environmentally beneficial transportation network for both NSRC and the
surrounding communities. Containers often are loaded two high, or “double-stacked,” to allow twice as many
shipments to be moved on one intermodal train. This saves customers money, enhances transportation
efficiencies, and supports NSRC’s conservation efforts by saving fuel and reducing emissions. On average,
railroads are four times more fuel efficient than trucks. As a point of reference, one intermodal double-stack train
can remove up to 300 trucks off congested highways. Not only does this mean less traffic for all, it means less
pollution, improved fuel conservation, and less stress on highways—which reduces road repair costs.

DRAFT Project Need Statement:
The following transportation needs have been identified for these projects:

e improve reliability ¢ integrate modes of travel e increased vertical clearance
e improve safety e minimize future maintenance costs

Achievement of these needs should be achieved by applying a sound engineering approach of appropriate scale to
address the transportation needs of these projects.

Alternatives:

Comment is requested regarding alternatives and ability to meet the purpose and need for the projects.
Alternatives include the no action alternative, alternative route alternatives, and the proposed projects; as well as
alternatives relating to the manner in which an alternative is constructed or developed. Alternatives should be
reasonable and prudent, and meet the purpose and need.




Project Locations:

1. The nine (9) project locations are listed below. In which location(s) are you most interested?

Q) Frazier Street Pedestrian Bridge over NSRC Q) North Avenue over NSRC

(L Overland Street over NSRC L Pennsylvania Avenue over NSRC
L Washington Street over NSRC L Columbus Avenue over NSRC

U Amtrak Station L Ohio Connecting Bridge over NSRC
L NSRC over Merchant Street Q) Al Locations (Please explain)




2. What are your major concerns about potential modifications at the project locations:

L Neighborhood Character
O Conservation

Q Pollution

L Multiple Use of Space
L Replacement Housing
U Displacement

(] Recreation and Parks
L Aesthetics

QO Public Health & Safety
U Safe & Efficient Transportation

U Civil Defense

U Economic Activity
O Employment

U Fire Protection

U Public Utilities

U Religious Institutions

U Government Issues

U Historic Properties

L Property Values

U Educational Operations

O Project Cost

L Maintenance & Operating Costs

(] Transportation Routes (Temp./Permanent)
U Other (Please explain)

Why:

3. Please identify any other concerns you have below.

Comments:




Voluntary Information

Name

Street Address

Phone

Email

If you have specific questions that you would like addressed directly,
please make note of that request and fill in the email line above.

Additional Comments:

Please place completed Comment Forms in the comment box at the sign-in table.
Additional comments may be emailed or mailed to the following addresses by July 10, 2018.

The team can also be reached at NSPghVerticalClearance@gmail.com

Michael Baker International
100 Airside Drive
Moon Township, Pennsylvania 15108
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PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE

INFORMATION GATHERING
and PUBLIC SCOPING

WELCOME

PITTSBURGH VERTICAL
CLEARANCE PROJECT

CITY OF PITTSBURGH, BOROUGH OF
SWISSVALE, BOROUGH OF BRADDOCK,
BOROUGH OF NORTH BRADDOCK,
ALLEGHENY COUNTY
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Flow Chart for Complying with the
Pennsylvania History Code

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statute, Title 37, Historical and Museums

Initiate Review with PA SHPO

Establish undertaking

Notify the SHPO 3P No undertaking / no potential to
(PA Historical & Museum Commission) cause effects

Plan to involve the public

Consulting  Parties are individuals and
Identify other Consulting Parties organizations with a demonstrated legal, economic,
or historic interest in the project, such as municipal
' officials, property owners, and historical
L . organizations. The role of consulting parties is to
Undertaking is type that might provide input on historic properties, project impacts

affect historic properties (effects), and measures to avoid, minimize and

' mitigate adverse effects on historic properties.

Identify Historic Properties I No historic properties present
Determine scope of efforts

Establish Area of Potential Effects

Area of Potential Effects (APE) is the geographic

area or areas within which an undertaking may directly

Identify historic properties or indirectly, cause changes in the character or use of

historic properties, if any such properties exist. For

this undertaking, the APE includes, at a minimum, a

' one-parcel buffer beyond the construction limits of
each individual project area.

Evaluate historic significance

Historic properties are affected
_all

Assess Adverse Effects

3P No historic properties
adversely affected

Apply criteria of adverse effect

Historic properties are adversely affected

Resolve Adverse Effects I Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)

Continue consultation

FAILURE TO AGREE PA SHPO COMMENT
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Comment Form Summary



The nine project locations and their level of concern are listed below.

Concerns by Location

o

10 20 30 40 50 60

North Avenue over NSRC

Pennsylvania Avenue over NSRC

NSRC over Merchant Street

Columbus Avenue over NSRC

Ohio Connecting Bridge over NSRC

Frazier Street Pedestrian Bridge over NSRC

Amtrak Station

Washington Street over NSRC

Overland Street over NSRC

Common reasons for concern in project locations:

- Live or own property at this location.
- Location is along daily driving route.
- Potential spread of pollutants or noise.
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The major concerns about potential modifications at the project locations are
shown below.
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From the comment submissions, twelve top concerns were identified:

Top 12 Concerns

o
]

10 15 20

N
€]
w
o
w
(]
B
o
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Noise

Air Quality/Pollution

Park Aesthetics/Enjoyability

Lack of EIS

Pedestrian Access/Safety

Lower the Tracks

Poor Meeting Quality

Hazardous Material Exposure

Sewer/Water Line Adverse Effects

Public Hearing/Town Hall Needed

Derailment/Accident Risk

Property Values

Questions and concerns associated with each above category:
Noise

- What will be the increase in frequency and number of trains?

- How much louder are double-stacked trains than the current trains?
- Is there a plan for noise mitigation? (barrier walls, etc)

- Quality of life will be significantly impacted.

Air Quality/Pollution

- Nearby schools, playgrounds, and aviary may be impacted.
- Pittsburgh already has a poor air quality rating.
- Can the new trains use non-diesel engines?

Park Aesthetics/Enjoyability

- Increased sound and visual pollution from the trains will impair park enjoyability.

- Park should be protected because of historical significance.
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Lack of EIS

- Environmental impacts must be known.
- EIS should be conducted by a third party.

Pedestrian Access/Safety

- Will the new sidewalks and ramps be ADA compliant?

- Will residents of the senior living center, and other individuals with impaired
mobility, be able to navigate the new sidewalks?

- Reduced sightlines on roadways will make it more dangerous for pedestrians at
crosswalks.

Lower the Tracks

- Cost of lowering tracks is less than the cost to quality of life for North Side
residents if the tracks are raised.

- Show a detailed comparison of the cost estimates of lowering and raising the
tracks.

Poor Meeting Quality

- No name tags
- Poster displays were inadequate and uninformative
- Disorganized and unlikely to inspire confidence in the project team

Hazardous Material Exposure

- What types of cargo will be hauled by the double-stacked trains?

Sewer/Water Line Adverse Effects

- Century old pipes may crack under stress from larger frequency of heavier trains.
- Why not lower the tracks and repair the old pipes, thereby benefiting the railroad
and local residents?

Public Hearing/Town Hall Needed

- The people must be given a forum to properly voice their concerns.
- Please hold meetings in each neighborhood to increase meeting accessibility.

Derailment/Accident Risk

- Will barriers and other precautions be implemented to mitigate accident risk?

Property Values

- What is the expected decrease in property values near the tracks?
- Will compensation be offered to property owners for this loss?



Other concerns:

- Neighborhoods will be impacted by traffic disruptions, including detours,
increased congestion, inhibited emergency vehicle access, and rerouted public
transportation.

- There has been a lack of neighborhood engagement and public process.

- Personal businesses and Amtrak service may be disrupted.
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Completed Comment Forms, Letters, And Emails
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Newspaper Articles After the Open House

June 23, 2018
Taking on the trains: Consider Norfolk Southern’s impact on 14
Communities

June 26, 2018 — Open House

June 26, 2018
North Side residents fearful of raising bridge to carry double-stack Norfolk
Southern trains

June 28, 2018
Standing up to freight trains will take brass

June 29, 2018
Norfolk Southern’s railroad plans for our community

July 2, 2018
State, city join North Side efforts to change Norfolk Southern plans to raise
Bridges

July 12, 2018
Norfolk Southern project will eliminate closed Overland Bridge between
Braddock and N. Braddock

July 12, 2018
Takin on trains: Find a way to mitigate local effect of taller cars
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Pittsburgh Post-Gazette:

Taking on the trains: Consider Norfolk
Southern's impact on 14 communities

June 23, 2018 12:00 AM

By Glenn Olcerst

Norfolk Southern Railroad is accelerating its plan to raise bridges in order to drive much longer
and heavier double-stacked trains along a 20-mile route through the North Side and Manchester
city neighborhoods, plus Swissvale, Braddock and North Braddock. The work will begin
immediately, to be completed by 2020. The railroad has openly admitted that highly hazardous
and toxic materials will be transported along these lines.

This means human waste sludge from New York and New Jersey, radioactive fracking sand and
many more railcars filled with gas and oil. The extra weight and vibration present a heightened
safety concern given the condition of aging underlying sewage/water pipes and infrastructure.

Beyond that, the noise (increased exponentially by greater train weight on the wheels) and the
additional black carbon diesel air pollution from the increased train traffic will reduce the quality
of life of the residents of these dense urban neighborhoods and negatively impact protected
historic parks, landmarks and properties.

Before work commences, the deleterious effects along the new route must be balanced against the
railroad’s profits and the needs of interstate commerce. In fact, the law requires it. Residents of
the affected communities should attend a public meeting from 6 to 8 p.m. Tuesday at the
Children’s Museum on the North Side.

In order to accommodate the taller trains, infrastructure, bridges, and roads must be modified.
Norfolk Southern already has its own line adjacent to the Monongahela River that skirts the city
and has no overhead clearance issues. Norfolk Southern has two arguments against continuing to
use this alternative route: landslides and efficiency generated by a claimed three-hour saving in
transit time.

http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/Op-Ed/2018/06/23/Taking-on-the-trains-Consider-N... 7/13/2018
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While it’s true that landslides have occurred in the past, the topography above the track was
secured in 2014 and no landslide has occurred since.

With respect to the transit time saving, railroad officials have refused to disclose the basis for the
calculation or the monetary value of the saved time. But with a three-hour savings, we can expect
the dispatch computers to funnel trains nonstop over the modified route.

Norfolk Southern is pledging $8 million toward the project, with the remainder coming from
PennDOT (via our tax dollars). The North Side’s West North Avenue bridge is scheduled o be
raised 3 feet in height. The cost for that bridge alone will consume over $5 million of those funds.
A citywide-supported fight by affected residents at this bridge — which presents the best legal test
case — could forestall the railroad’s plans.

Because raising that bridge will result in a road safety hazard (it is a primary route for emergency
vehicles), multiple community groups have asked Norfolk Southern to instead lower the tracks.
Norfolk Southern maintains that option is not possible because of the existence of underlying
water/sewer lines. It turns out that the reason being given for raising the bridges is the very
reason why the tracks must be lowered.

Pittsburgh Water and Sewer Authority executive director Robert Weimar stated publicly that
Norfolk Southern did not first consult with PWSA about the issue, and that the 6-foot-diameter
lines under the track running through Allegheny Commons were between 100 and 150 years old
and at the end, or near the end, of their useful life.

Mr. Weimar told me that both the extra weight and vibration caused by longer, heavier trains is a
real concern that could require either replacement or reinforcement because these lines are made
entirely of brick.

Spending many millions to raise the bridges, plus millions more in mitigation for the impact on
properties and Allegheny Commons, and thereafter dealing with a derailment because of a
collapsed sewer line, is imprudent. The track should be lowered while the sewer lines are
replaced/reinforced at the outset.

Logic aside, because the city gets new bridges early without any “nick in its budget,” it seems to
care more about the railroad’s $8 million contribution than it does about the well-being of
residents, the direct impact on their property or quality of life, or the use and enjoyment of its
own park land. But in the city’s defense, it has asked Norfolk Southern to hold one public
meeting.

http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/Op-Ed/2018/06/23/Taking-on-the-trains-Consider-N... 7/13/2018
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If you attend Tuesday’s public meeting, you can hopefully have all your questions answered in
person. (If your questions are not publicly and openly answered or you do not agree with the
response, contact Chief of Staff Dan Gilman at Daniel.gilman@pittsburghpa.gov.)

Other cities facing these same issues have negotiated agreements by railroads to electrify the rail
line, or utilize hybrid engines or black carbon scrubbers. Other jurisdictions have instituted
zoning regulations against “poop trains” and passed ordinances to protect the population from
silicosis resulting from the transportation of fracking sand.

Of course there is always recourse to the federal courts under the National Historic Preservation
Act or the National Environmental Policy Act.

Much more information — including how PennDOT sold us down the proverbial river, and how
Pittsburgh’s foundation community might help — can be found in an expanded article published
on the website of the Allegheny City Central Association (alleghenycitycentral.org) or directly
here: bit.ly/2toCxx?.

Glenn Olcerst, an artist and former attorney, lives in the Central North Side
(glennolcerst@gmail.com).

http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/Op-Ed/2018/06/23/Taking-on-the-trains-Consider-N... 7/13/2018
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Pittsburgh Post-Gazette:

North Side residents fearful of raising bridge
to carry double-stack Norfolk Southern trains

June 26, 2018 10:17 PM
By Ed Blazina / Pittsburgh Post-Gazette

Norfolk Southern plans to begin work by the end of the year on a $28.6 million project to adapt 14
bridges to give the railroad a second route through the city for double-stack freight cars.

But PennDOT, the city and especially North Side residents — where preliminary plans call for two
bridges near Allegheny Commons park to be raised about three feet — may have different ideas.

The railroad displayed plans Tuesday evening in an open-house format at the Children’s Museum
on the North Side, where residents could view plans for various parts of the project and ask
individual questions.

That didn’t sit well with residents who wanted a more formal presentation. They showed their
displeasure by wearing a series of stickers criticizing the lack of a formal environmental impact
statement for the project, the wisdom of doubling the number of trains through a heavily
populated neighborhood and potential damage to the park.

“This is just pro forma so they can say they had a meeting,” said Glenn Olcerst, a retired attorney
who lives in Central North Side. “It’s disrespectful.”

Mr. Olcerst, who’s done years of research on the railroad’s path through the neighborhood, said
three aspects of the plans to raise the bridges at Pennsylvania and West North avenues concerned
him. Those are increasing the weight and vibration on brick sewer lines more than 100 years old
under the tracks; creating a greater chance for puddling, which occurs when higher tracks create a
larger area to accept rain runoff that can damage ground supporting the tracks; and higher cars
navigating a sharp bend near the Clark Building on Martindale Street.

http://www .post-gazette.com/news/transportation/2018/06/26/Norfolk-Southern-North-Sid... 7/13/2018
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Mr. Olcerst and other residents would rather see the railroad lower the tracks, as it will do at
Columbus Avenue, than raise the bridges. Other concerns include increasing an already-steep
grade at North Avenue that could make it difficult for emergency vehicles to pass and a proposal
to create two-level sidewalks along Pennsylvania Avenue so pedestrians would have access to
businesses.

Rudy Husband, the railroad’s vice president for government relations in Pennsylvania, said it
would be too expensive and disruptive to lower the tracks, a process known as undercutting.

“Undercutting is not possible,” Mr. Husband said. “We’re going to have to raise the bridges.”

Mr. Husband stressed the railroad is being “as transparent as possible” and is “not trying to jam
anything down their throats.” But he said it is a “critical” project for the railroad, which wants to
increase the number of trains on that line from 20 to 25 a day now to 40 to 50 a day.

City and PennDOT officials say they will closely monitor the project, which involves city-owned
bridges on the North Side. City Councilwoman Darlene Harris, whose district includes the North
Side, said she will call for a public hearing to get questions answered and PennDOT District
Executive Cheryl Moon-Sirianni said the state has hired a consultant to review the effect of the
bridge projects.

http://www .post-gazette.com/news/transportation/2018/06/26/Norfolk-Southern-North-Sid... 7/13/2018
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“We're at the very infant stage of this project,” Ms. Moon-Sirianni said. “We can see there’s a lot of
concern here. [The consultant] will be charged with reviewing all of those concerns and making
recommendations on what to do about them.”

Ed Blazina: eblazina@post-gazette.com, 412-263-1470 or on Twitter @EdBlazina.

http://www .post-gazette.com/news/transportation/2018/06/26/Norfolk-Southern-North-Sid... 7/13/2018
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Pittsburgh Post-Gazette:

Brian O'Neill: Standing up to freight trains
will take brass

June 28, 2018 12:00 AM
By Brian O'Neill / Pittsburgh Post-Gazette

More than 200 people crowded into The Children’s Museum on the North Side Tuesday night to
see a slick presentation of big changes proposed for nearby bridges and sidewalks and such, and it
would have been easier to find Waldo than someone who liked what they were seeing.

Norfolk Southern wants to raise the bridges at North and Pennsylvania avenues so it can run
double-stacked trains on the four tracks where conventional trains rumble 20 to 25 times a day
now. They travel a deep, walled ditch that has split West Park for more than a century, and the
rail company intends to add 20 to 25 of the taller trains each day if it can get more clearance
under the bridges.

It’s been state policy for at least 25 years to have 22-foot clearances on all new overpasses. That’s
designed to help the Port of Philadelphia get more traffic, a goal recently kicked into a higher gear
by the widening of the Panama Canal. That doubled its tonnage capacity and has all East Coast
port operators salivating.

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation officials were at this meeting, too, quick to tell
anyone who asked that this project is just in its early stages. But the railroad wants 10 structures
between Braddock and the North Side modified by 2020, and is kicking in only $10 million of the
$30 million cost.

The idea of spending tens of millions of tax dollars for an unwieldy redesign of bridges and
sidewalks that nobody driving or walking them seeks? Not a lot of fans out there.

“We should not suffer or subsidize Norfolk Southern making more money,” Carson Lane, a
longtime resident from nearby Allegheny West, said. (Full disclosure: He lives on my street and I
know most of the people I'm quoting here because I've lived near these tracks since 1990.)

http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/brian-oneill/2018/06/28/Standing-up-to-freight-trains... 7/13/2018
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Norfolk Southern would save time running this route. Its double-stacked trains, which can take as
many as 300 tractor-trailers off the roads, currently take tracks above the Monongahela and Ohio
rivers on the South Side before crossing the Ohio at Brunot Island farther downriver.

That’s where the trains should stay, said John DeSantis. He and Glenn Olcerst, a retired attorney
in the Mexican War Streets, helped organize a mass turnout of people wearing stickers such as
“46,000 people within 500 feet” and championing the need for an Environmental Impact
Statement on this.

“The freight bypass [on the South Side] is there for that purpose and it’s functioning,” Mr.
DeSantis said. Norfolk Southern “wants to move through the center of the city” but nothing about
this switch would be to the city’s economic benefit.

Folks were frustrated that this meeting was just a lot of milling around maps and aerial photos.
People from PennDOT and Norfolk Southern, and design consultants from Michael Baker
International, were standing by, but nobody was in charge.

PennDOT District Executive Cheryl Moon-Sirianni said it hadn’t ruled out lowering the tracks
rather than raising the bridges, or perhaps a mixture of both. Norfolk Southern says sewers
running parallel to and under the track bed make that impossible, but Ms. Moon-Sirianni is not
yet sold on that and said her department would work with both the railroad and the city to meet
the needs of all parties.

But she didn’t see the status quo as an option. PennDOT can’t dictate which line the railroad
chooses to use, she said.

“I think the deck is stacked against the community and PennDOT is part of that collusion,” Tom
Barbush of Allegheny West said.

All politics is local and local politicians were none too pleased. City Councilman Dan Lavelle and
state Rep. Jake Wheatley, whose districts take in part of the lower North Side, both scoffed that
they were at anything like a town meeting. “It’s a dog-and-pony show,” Mr. Lavelle said. “A lot has
to happen before this goes forward.” Mr. Wheatley said he would not want to see any state money
spent on this without more community input.

Mayor Bill Peduto said via email Wednesday morning he’s told both the railroad and PennDOT
that there needs to be a meeting with city planners, followed by a community forum on the plan’s

http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/brian-oneill/2018/06/28/Standing-up-to-freight-trains... 7/13/2018
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strengths and weaknesses, followed by another meeting to figure out how to make changes based

on those critiques.

My guess? Some tinkering and delays and then double-stacked trains take the shortcut Norfolk
Southern wants. The railroad has more lawyers.

Brian O’Neill: boneill@post-gazette.com or 412-263-1947 or Twitter @brotheroneill

http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/brian-oneill/2018/06/28/Standing-up-to-freight-trains... 7/13/2018
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Norfolk Southern’s railroad plans for our
community

Rep. Jake Wheatley June 29, 2018 | 2:09 PM

Like many of you who attended or are aware of Tuesday night's Norfolk Southern community meeting
regarding their plans for the railway running through our neighborhoods, | was left feeling very
disappointed. The meeting felt like an obligation to meet the bare minimum and your concerns were
not answered or addressed. | immediately contacted the Department of Transportation to determine
what role it has in this process and what was going to happen moving forward. Please know, whether
we're talking about a major public matter or an obscure issue in one neighborhood, as your state
representative | will always do my best to demand answers and advocate on your behalf.

Since the community meeting, my staff and | have been in regular communication with PennDOT,
including a conference call directly with Transportation Secretary Leslie Richards. During our
conversation, the secretary assured me personally that PennDOT was just as unsatisfied with the
meeting and that this is not how it does business. We discussed the issue in more detail, which | will
explain, but I felt it was important to let you know despite what appears to be a poor start, your state
government is working for you. | will continue to vigorously advocate on your behalf, as | always have,
and | believe the secretary when she assured me this process is going to change course.

| know many of you submitted questions and concerns at the meeting. PennDOT promised me they
were all collected and are being processed and organized so they can be answered to the best of their
ability. They assured me, and asked that | assure you, those questions and concerns were not
discarded. Once the department has a chance to do the work that needs to be done on their end, they
will be displayed and discussed publicly.

Also, the secretary told me in no uncertain terms an impact study will be done for this project. Despite
any agreement the department reaches with Norfolk Southern to finance an impact study, it will be
conducted by a consultant of PennDOT's choice. This is another important promise that addresses the
serious fear this project would go forward without one. Having PennDOT choose the firm conducting
the study means the minimum will not be done by a firm hired to return with predicted results, but
instead a thorough and complete study of all options and each impact will be conducted. | hope this
point helps ease what was one of my biggest concerns.

This project is part of a Railway Grant from the state to improve rail transport across the
commonwealth. There are economic benefits, as well as benefits to keeping fewer trucks on the road,
both for our roadways and environment. The grant requires a 30 percent match of funds from the
private company to ensure everyone is invested in its success. That said, PennDOT claims it will not

http://www.pahouse.com/Wheatley/InTheNews/Opinion/?id=99070 7/13/2018
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allow this to move forward until all requirements are met and the public is given ample opportunity to
understand how each change would affect them, including an opportunity to respond. | requested the
secretary have these meetings take place in each individual neighborhood, focusing on the portion of
the project impacting them. According to PennDOT, major construction on the bridges in question
would not begin until 2020, and it has promised these meetings will have occurred well before those
portions of the project would

begin.

Ultimately, | felt it was very important that | find every way to provide you with as much information as
possible. | hope this helps ease any alarm that these projects are about to be rammed through
without any further opportunity for you to be involved. | believe the information I've received from
PennDOT, and | think it wants to see this done right, but have no doubt that | will continue to be an
activist on your behalf, however this moves forward.

State Representative Jake Wheatley Jr.

19t Legislative District

Send Feedback (http://www.pahouse.com/Wheatley/Contact)

Recent News

Wheatley, Gainey and Davis ask Turzai to call members back to Capitol
(http://www.pahouse.com/Wheatley/InTheNews/NewsRelease/?id=99177) (1 day
ago)

Wheatley letter urges Speaker of the House to call legislators back to session to
discuss law enforcement safety and accountability
(http://www.pahouse.com/files/Documents/2018-07-11_125257__wheatley
letter.pdf) (Jul 11, 2018)

Happy Independence Day; Persian Gulf Veterans' Bonus Program
(http://enews.pahouse.net/q/7_GbRuTE2dW_sMp3z_cxHRzsa240AghHNngRZAZTFWIGrwQYQc
(Jul 03, 2018)

Addressing police and community relations
(http://enews.pahouse.net/q/-L5EIxpuaN-
EVKFOMS5TdIEgQxC5dsIVekQuk3kbvSPhLt3qQjfiFMkpr5) (Jun 29, 2018)

Legislators offer ways to improve police-community relations
(http://www.pahouse.com/Wheatley/InTheNews/NewsRelease/?id=99032) (Jun 26,
2018)

Wheatley criticizes policy of separating families at U.S./Mexican border
(http://www.pahouse.com/Wheatley/InTheNews/NewsRelease/?id=98960) (Jun 21,
2018)

http://www.pahouse.com/Wheatley/InTheNews/Opinion/?id=99070 7/13/2018
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Pittsburgh Post-Gazette:

State, city join North Side efforts to change
Norfolk Southern plans to raise bridges

July 2, 2018 7:51 PM
By Ed Blazina / Pittsburgh Post-Gazette

North Side residents, upset about Norfolk Southern Railways’ plan to raise the height of two
bridges, went into a meeting with the railroad last week with a goal of bringing state and city
officials to their side.

They succeeded.

State Transportation Secretary Leslie S. Richards said Monday that her department will spend the
next three or four months reviewing the project to consider other options, including a hybrid plan
that would lower the track a little and raise the bridges a little. The railroad says the work needs to
be done so it can route double-stack container cars through the North Side.

Ms. Richards also said she was unhappy with the open-house format of the meeting and would
require a more formal presentation in the future.

In addition, Dan Gilman, Mayor Bill Peduto’s chief of staff, said in an email to residents that the
railroad has had “minimal” involvement with the city about the project and that the mayor has told
the railroad of his “sincere frustration” with last week’s meeting. He said many residents
complained that they “left feeling more confused and more disenfranchised” by the meeting.

And state Rep. Jake Wheatley, D-Hill District, held a conference call last week with Ms. Richards
to express his concerns.

“We’re going to take a few months and look at what other options there are,” Ms. Richards said
Monday. “We hope to get back to them in late summer or early fall.”

http://www.post-gazette.com/news/transportation/2018/07/02/Norfolk-Southern-North-Sid... 7/13/2018
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The railroad received a $20 million grant from PennDOT in April 2017 to upgrade 14 bridges
throughout Allegheny County, including three on the North Side. It presented plans for the full
range of changes last week in the basement of the Children’s Museum, including the options for
raising bridges at Pennsylvania and West North avenues and lowering the track bed at Columbus
Avenue.

Rudy Husband, the railroad’s vice president for government relations in Pennsylvania, said it is
less expensive to raise the bridges than it is to lower the tracks and the railroad applied for the
grant specifically to raise the bridges. It generally costs five or six times more to lower tracks, he
said.

“The grant was for work to be done in a specific way,” said Mr. Husband, who added that he had
not heard of the hybrid suggestion before. “That would change the economics completely,” he said.

The railroad has said the project would allow it to increase the trains through the North Side from
20 to 25 a day to 40 to 50 a day after it shifted some double-stack trains from the current, longer
route through the South Side. The railroad is using $8.6 million of its own money on the project.

The format for last week’s meeting, which displayed plans at various points along the project and
had railroad representatives available to answer individual questions, had been approved by the
city and PennDOT in advance, Mr. Husband said. But when double the expected crowd attended —

http://www.post-gazette.com/news/transportation/2018/07/02/Norfolk-Southern-North-Sid... 7/13/2018
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as part of a campaign by North Side groups who handed out stickers to residents to show their
displeasure with various aspects of the project — “things could have been a little smoother,” he

conceded.

Mr. Wheatley said he’s glad PennDOT is doing an additional review of the project. The agency has
hired consultant Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson Inc.

“I'm very happy [PennDOT is] open to looking at alternatives,” he said. “I don’t know what the
right solution is. I would hope all involved would look at any and all suitable solutions.”

Glenn Olcerst, a Central North Side resident who’s among those against the project, said he is
encouraged that officials are paying attention to some of the residents’ concerns but urged them to
keep up the pressure. Officials also need to review other aspects such as air pollution and possible

disruption to historic Allegheny Commons park, he said.

“This is better than nothing,” he said. “But it’s way short of what it’s going to take to satisfy people
here.”

Ed Blazina: eblazithna@post-gazette.com, 412-263-1470 or on Twitter @EdBlazina.

First Published July 2, 2018 7:51 PM

http://www.post-gazette.com/news/transportation/2018/07/02/Norfolk-Southern-North-Sid... 7/13/2018
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Pittsburgh Post-Gazette:

Norfolk Southern project will eliminate closed
Overland Bridge between Braddock and N.
Braddock

July 12, 2018 1:53 PM
By Ed Blazina / Pittsburgh Post-Gazette

On Pittsburgh’s North Side, Norfolk Southern’s plans to change a series of bridges to
accommodate double-stack rail cars has caused a public uproar from residents concerned the
changes will damage a historic park, increase noise and ruin the streetscape for vehicles and
pedestrians by increasing the grade approaching two bridges and putting sidewalks below street
level.

But to the east, officials in Braddock and North Braddock are thrilled because the railroad’s plans
will eliminate an expensive problem they haven’t been able to address: the Overland Bridge. As
part of its remedial work, Norfolk Southern will demolish the bridge and create dead ends on each
side of the tracks with the approval of both boroughs, said Rudy Husband, the railroad’s vice
president for government relations in Pennsylvania.

The railroad received a $20 million grant to help pay for changes at 14 sites across Allegheny
County, which includes raising the height of some bridges and lowering the track bed under
bridges in others. The changes will allow the railroad to establish a second, shorter route for
sending double-stack rail cars through the Pittsburgh area.

The severely deteriorated Overland Bridge, a small structure that crosses the tracks on Overland
Street between Corey Avenue in Braddock and Hawkins Avenue in North Braddock, has been
closed since 2014. That’s because the financially struggling boroughs don’t have the funds to
replace it.

Tina Doose, Braddock’s council president, said her borough has no problem with Norfolk
Southern removing the bridge and not replacing it.

http://www.post-gazette.com/news/transportation/2018/07/12/Norfolk-Southern-project-wi... 7/13/2018
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“It would take millions to take care of that bridge and these boroughs don’t have that kind of
money,” she said. “It just makes absolute financial sense to let them take that bridge down.”

The bridge has been closed so long that residents have learned to get along without it, Ms. Doose
said. In addition, there’s another link via a small tunnel under the tracks at Fourth Street in North

Braddock and Corey Avenue in Braddock.

“It doesn’t create any great traffic situation for us because people are already used to [the bridge
being closed],” she said.

Similarly, North Braddock Council voted to authorize the railroad to tear down the bridge.

“Tearing it down was a godsend for us,” said Doug Marguriet. “We never would have had the
money to replace it.”

Similarly, North Braddock Council last month passed a resolution asking the railroad also to
remove a pedestrian bridge that crosses the tracks at Frazier Street between the two boroughs.

Mr. Marguriet said the structure is little used, overgrown and an engineering analysis shows it
also needs substantial work.

The railroad hasn’t reached a decision on whether to raise that bridge or eliminate it, Mr.
Husband said.

Ed Blazina: eblazina@post-gazette.com, 412-263-1470 or on Twitter @EdBlazina.

http://www.post-gazette.com/news/transportation/2018/07/12/Norfolk-Southern-project-wi... 7/13/2018
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Pittsburgh Post-Gazette:

Taking on trains: Find a way to mitigate local
effect of taller cars

July 12,2018 12:00 AM
By the Editorial Board / Pittsburgh Post-Gazette

North Side neighborhoods like the Mexican War Streets and Allegheny West have fought mightily
to bounce back from poverty, crime and decay. Once two of the city’s least desirable
neighborhoods, they’re now among the finest. Norfolk Southern Railway shouldn’t be allowed to
change that.

Yet rail traffic has played an important role in Pittsburgh’s industrial development, and the city
should strive to maintain its status as a transportation hub. That’s why residents and the railroad
should try to find common ground on the latter’s plan to enhance its freight-carrying presence
through the North Side.

To the residents’ dismay, the railroad wants to raise two bridges at Pennsylvania and West North
avenues by about 3 feet so that it can begin double-stacking freight cars on trains it runs beneath
them. The disruption would not be minimal. It would change the alignment of roads and
sidewalks, without adjusting the footprint of the homes that front on them.

The railroad, which now operates as many as 20 to 25 conventional trains on that route each day,
wants to up the number of daily trains to as many as 50 once it starts running the double-stacked
variety there as well. That would mean more noise and more air pollution from trains running
through the North Side.

In all, Norfolk Southern wants to raise or otherwise alter 14 bridges in Allegheny County to forge a
faster, higher-capacity route to Philadelphia, running double-stacked trains where it doesn’t

now. Manchester — another North Side neighborhood on the move — also would be affected.
Suburban communities like Braddock, North Braddock and Swissvale likewise would face the
additional noise and air pollution from more-frequent trains and double-stacked freight cars.

http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/editorials/2018/07/12/Taking-on-trains-Find-a-way-t... 7/13/2018
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The railroad landed a $20 million state grant to cover much of the bridge work, and its attitude is:
We want it, so it must be done. While railroad executive Rudy Husband said Norfolk Southern
isn’t trying to ram a project down anyone’s throat, it sure seems like it.

It got the grant without making peace with the people who live along the route or the officials who
represent them. Dan Gilman, Mayor Bill Peduto’s chief of staff, cited the railroad’s “minimal”
contact with the city and his boss’ frustration with a disorganized public meeting on the project.

When officials suggested a compromise that would lower the tracks a little and raise the bridges
some, Mr. Husband said, “The grant was for work to be done in a specific way.” The moral here is
that community input should come at the beginning of a project, not when the train is well down
the tracks.

Yet residents should be open-minded and realistic, too. The railroad is a long-term neighbor
looking to expand its reach for its own good and for broader economic gain. Moreover,
transportation of goods by train is kinder to the environment overall compared with
transportation by big-rig trucks.

The city, county and state should work with residents and the railroad to find common ground
that allows for peaceful co-existence.

http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/editorials/2018/07/12/Taking-on-trains-Find-a-way-t... 7/13/2018
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Pittsburgh Vertical Clearance Project
City of Pittsburgh, Boroughs of Swissvale, Braddock and North Braddock
Allegheny County
Public Open House #1

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS
Tuesday, June 26, 2018

1. Why did Norfolk Southern have so little details on the projects at the open house?

The proposed projects (“projects”) are early in the preliminary engineering and PennDOT
review process. The projects are in the scoping stage at this point which includes identification
of issues, preliminary alternatives, as well as potential resources that may be impacted by each
of those alternatives under the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Act 120 of P.L. 356 (Act 120)
amended Section 2002, and related requirements. The open house was intended to provide an
opportunity for the public to review the project locations and the proposed alternatives
identified to date and to solicit comments concerning the potential effects on the environment,
historic resources, or other applicable resource areas from the proposed projects and
alternatives.

2. When will an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) be conducted and made available for
public viewing?

The proposed projects are early in the PennDOT/Act 120 Transportation Program Development
and Project Delivery Process (i.e., preliminary engineering and environmental review process).
Per PennDOT guidance, for projects where there will be no Federal-aid funding (receiving only
State funding in both design and construction), National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
regulations do not apply. For projects with state funding, a state Environmental Documentation
(ED) would be prepared for projects that would be considered categorical exclusions (actions
that do not individually or cumulatively have a significant environmental effect and are
categorically excluded from the requirement to prepare an EIS or EA) under NEPA, and an
Environmental Evaluation Report (EER) would be prepared for projects that would be
Environmental Assessments (EAs) or EISs under NEPA. Projects completed as EDs and EERs must
still comply with PA Act 120 and other applicable state laws, and the ED or EER will be subject
to public review and comment.

3. When will there be a town hall meeting for residents to properly voice their concerns?

We plan to undertake future meetings in line with PennDOT’s public involvement guidance for
these types of projects. Final meeting formats will be determined by PennDOT in accordance
with Act 120 requirements and Publication 295 (Project Level Public Involvement Handbook).
Once the projects are more developed, considering the comments received during the June 26
Public Scoping Open House and PennDOT guidance, the team anticipates hosting additional
special purpose meetings (neighborhood meetings, focus group meetings) with interested
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entities in potentially affected areas to provide more detailed project information, both from
an engineering standpoint and an environmental and historical impact perspective.

Also, citizens may access information about the projects on the Norfolk Southern website at
www.nscorp.com/pittsburghclearanceproject - available September 2018.

4. Why must the double-stack trains be run on this line rather than around the city as they do
today?

The current Norfolk Southern double-stack train route through Pittsburgh is via the Port Perry
Branch and the Monongahela (Mon) Line. This route is currently at capacity, and as a result,
trains frequently face congestion issues. The infrastructure and geography of the Mon Line
create challenges for timely handling the service sensitive intermodal freight that uses it today.
The Mon Line has a 3-mile single-tracked segment that includes a tunnel and an adjacent bridge
over the Monongahela River. This 3-mile segment is the largest chokepoint on Norfolk
Southern’s route between Chicago and the New York metropolitan area.

Aside from the capacity constraints on the Mon Line, the topography adjacent to the railroad
right-of-way for much of the distance through Pittsburgh is susceptible to landslides from
Mount Washington. The slope of Mount Washington continues to shift, and each time it does,
the potential exists for soil and rock to be deposited on the railroad tracks, making them unable
to be traversed until the debris is removed and the slide area stabilized. Aside from the
significant costs incurred for cleanup, the slides create potentially hazardous conditions and
routinely cause hours of delay. These landslides range from moderate to severe in nature and
the timing of the incidents is unpredictable.

The landslide problem has been such an issue in Allegheny County that Allegheny County
officials announced a “Landslide Task Force” on July 3, 2018.

5. Why is lowering the tracks not being considered? What is the detailed cost comparison?
Track lowering is an option that is being considered at each proposed project location.
Alternatives analyses will assess track lowering, bridge raising, and reasonable alternatives in
accordance with Act 120 and PennDOT guidance.

The adjustment to obtain the required minimum vertical clearance varies from 6 inches to 2 ft
9 inches depending on the specific location. Several of these locations have infrastructure
constraints including retaining walls with adjacent sewers, parallel and perpendicular utility
runs, and other adjacent building and bridge foundations, that would greatly complicate
construction, or even preclude track lowering.

The trough in which the railroad operates adjacent to Allegheny Commons Park presents a
particularly complex challenge in this regard. The trough contains four (4) active mainline
tracks, which are in daily use by both Norfolk Southern and Amtrak. Temporary (and potentially
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permanent) track removal would be required to facilitate any track lowering process in this
area and would present very real and ongoing operational challenges. Technically, the location
presents significant challenges as the tracks in this area are immediately adjacent to the walls
and foundation of the concrete and cut stone retaining structure. Lowering the tracks would
require removal of up to an estimated 6 feet of existing roadbed and subgrade material
adjacent to these walls and foundations, creating concerns for wall stability, and increasing the
potential exposure of the wall foundation zone to the detrimental effects of frost action.

As information, a cost analysis was done for the replacement of the West Ohio Street Bridge in
this same area, and it was estimated the cost of lowering the track would be 7 times greater
than modifying the roadway structure above the trough.

At several locations where track lowering presents technical or operational challenges, the
overhead structures have been deemed to be structurally deficient. It is important to note that
with or without this project, these structures will ultimately need to be replaced.

6. What is the expected increase in frequency of train traffic?

The line can accommodate more than 70 trains per day as it currently exists. Today, Norfolk
Southern averages approximately 34 trains per day through the Northside area, of which
approximately 21 move between the Central Business District and Braddock/North Braddock.
Under the proposal, Norfolk Southern anticipates that it would operate approximately 56 trains
per day through the Northside area, of which about 43 would move between the Central
Business District and Braddock/North Braddock.

7. What are the anticipated noise impacts to the community? Is there a noise mitigation plan
(e.g., provision of barrier walls, etc.)?

The proposed projects are early in the preliminary engineering and PennDOT/Act 120 process

including input from the public on issues and resource areas appropriate for analysis. At this

time, only preliminary qualitative screening assessments have been performed. This analysis

indicates the potential for a minor impact in certain project areas.

Additional noise analysis is being performed in the normal course of the environmental
evaluations. If the results show that a noise mitigation plan is needed, one will be developed
along with any other environmental mitigation.

8. What are the expected effects on air quality from increased train traffic?

The proposed projects are early in the preliminary engineering and PennDOT/Act 120 process
including input from the public on issues and resource areas appropriate for analysis. At this
time, only preliminary qualitative air assessments have been performed. The projects were
evaluated for emissions impacts, which were found to be below de minimis levels as defined
under the general conformity rule, and as such would not be subject to a conformity
determination.



IS 19050
— SOUTHERN

Qualitatively, the projects will have positive impact on regional emissions as the proposed
route is shorter than the current alignment with greater capacity and more reliability. Rail can
move one ton of intermodal freight an average of 468 miles on a single gallon of fuel, and one
intermodal double-stack train can remove up to 300 trucks off congested highways. Federal
regulations on locomotive emissions govern the locomotives that will be used for these trains,
and the intent of those regulations is to protect human health and the environment through
emissions regulations. As regulations have been tightened over the years, they are intended
to reduce emissions over time as locomotives are purchased or upgraded. Given these facts, it
is not expected that the proposed projects would lead to new or worsened air quality issues.

Additional air quality analysis will be performed in the normal course of the environmental
evaluations.

9. Isit possible for double-stack trains to run on non-diesel alternatives?

Freight railroads operate with diesel-electric locomotives that comply with USEPA emission
standards. Non-diesel motive power with a capacity to effectively and efficiently propel and
control freight trains of the type operated by Norfolk Southern in this corridor are not available
or operated by the Class I rail freight carriers on the national freight network. Even if available,
changing the type of motive power for brief line segments would require enormous investment
in infrastructure and equipment, and would cause substantial service disruption and delay to
this segment of the national freight rail network.

10. What types of cargo will be on the double-stack trains?

A typical intermodal train carries primarily consumer products, such as clothing, food, and
electronics. Less than 4 percent of the material on a typical intermodal train could be considered
hazardous. These materials are often simply items that are typically found in retail use (e.g.
paint, lubricants, etc.). The type of cargo transported will not change with the operation of
double-stack intermodal cars.

11. Why has there been no collaboration with PWSA regarding the state of old pipelines beneath

the tracks? Are the old pipes strong enough to withstand increased train load and frequency?
The proposed projects are early in the Act 120 environmental analysis stage. The team has
identified locations of sewer, water, storm water and combined sewer in the vicinity of the
proposed projects. Norfolk Southern has been meeting and has had discussions with the City
of Pittsburgh on these projects since December 2015. Norfolk Southern has met with or plans
to meet with PWSA and other utility companies that may be affected by the proposed projects
or any alternatives, as well as other affected stakeholders as part of the alternative selection
process.

To the extent there are PWSA or other pipes under the current rail alignment, those pipes
currently withstand the weight of a locomotive, which weighs around 240 tons. A double-stack
rail unit weighs less than 100 tons, and has axle loading that is equal to, or lower than, other
types of rail equipment currently routinely operated on the route. While the frequency of

4
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loading may increase due to increased train volume, the point loadings imparted on the track
and roadbed will not increase.

Lowering of the tracks (as suggest by Question 5) would reduce the existing physical separation
between the railroad’s track and roadbed and the City’s aging infrastructure.

12. Will communities along the tracks be impacted by traffic disruptions due to construction?

How will continual emergency vehicle and public transportation access be ensured?
Construction will be temporary and a traffic plan is being developed in coordination with the
City of Pittsburgh to provide for coordinated detours utilized during construction to minimize
traffic disruptions. These detours will be provided to emergency services to minimize or
eliminate delays associated with the construction activities. These projects will not affect or
impair access to public transportation. Any traffic disruptions will be approved by the City of
Pittsburgh and PennDOT. Ultimately where bridges nearing end-of-life are replaced the
proposed projects will provide a net improvement to vehicular traffic, emergency vehicle and
public transportation through extending corridor lifespan.

13. Has there been any investigation into the effect of these projects on nearby property
values?

The proposed projects are early in the PennDOT/Act 120 preliminary engineering and review

process, and potential for impact to property values will be evaluated during that process.

14. Will residents of the senior living center, and other individuals with impaired mobility, be able
to easily navigate the new sidewalks and raised bridges?

Where the proposed projects contemplate modifying the walkways on bridge structures, we

will account for ADA compliance as a part of the overall design process. In addition, ADA

compliance will be a consideration in choosing the preferred alternative.

15. Will reduced sightlines along planned roadways decrease the safety of pedestrian crossings?
The proposed projects’ location alternatives are still being developed. Pedestrian safety was a
key concern as part of the responses to the June 26 Public Open House comment forms and will
be addressed as part of design. All projects will be designed in accordance with the applicable
ASSHTO and PennDOT design manuals.

16. Is Norfolk Southern aware of the historic significance of Allegheny Commons park?

Norfolk Southern is aware that Allegheny Commons Park is the oldest public park in Pittsburgh
and is considering impacts to historic resources in the environmental and historic reviews it is
undertaking for the projects and their alternatives. One of the benefits of the proposed project
is that Norfolk Southern plans to restore the pedestrian bridge in the park that was closed in
1999 and removed in 2013.

17. Why are tax dollars being used to fund this project?
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The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania has determined that reinforcing its transportation
infrastructure is a key priority. In 2013, the legislature passed Act 89 (HB 1060), which, among
other things, provides funding annually for projects in all modes of transportation, including
railroads. The legislature determined that Act 89 had significant public benefits, including job
creation, improving roads and bridges, ensuring economic competitiveness with neighboring
states, and avoiding crippling service cuts. By approving funding for these proposed projects,
the Commonwealth has determined that they will advance steps it has already taken to
improve the efficiency and reliability of the Commonwealth’s surface transportation system at
the regional and national level, as well as increase the Commonwealth’s economic
competitiveness. It will certainly improve the connectivity between freight modes vital to
national commerce by facilitating faster and safer freight movement. Indeed, the Pittsburgh
Clearance projects will complete the final segment of the public-private partnership that began
in the mid-1990’s between the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and Conrail to create a high-
speed double-stack intermodal corridor.

18. What precautions will be taken to mitigate the risk of derailment and other accidents?

The table below is a compilation of accident/incident information every railroad in the U.S. is
required to report to the Federal Railroad Administration on a monthly basis. The numbers in
the calendar year columns in the table below reflect the absolute number of train / on-track
vehicle incidents or derailments on each railroad’s system during that calendar year. The ratios
reflect the number of train/on-track vehicle incidents or derailments per million train miles
operated. The lower the ratio, the better the safety record. As shown, Norfolk Southern has
historically been one of the safest Class I railroads operating in the U.S.

NS 193 2.01 228 238 213 221 190 2.08 197 2.09 59 1.95
CSX 196 1.99 249 2.47 248 2.62 234 2.89 243 3.3/ 84 3.91
uP 501 3.02 504 291 521 322 474 321 468 3.09 151  3.03
BNSF 407 248 409 246 424 261 354 243 344 243 114 242
KCS 43 399 38 332 48 439 27 262 39 359 11 3.19
cP 39 292 15 125 19 1.7 14 161 14 156 3 0.99
Class1s 1,428 2.32 1,487 240 1,507 253 1,293 235 1,329 238 431  2.38
Industry 1,853 2.48 1,887 2.46 1,932 2.62 1669 243 1,696 243 556  2.42

* Through April 2018

Norfolk Southern invests more than a billion dollars annually to maintain and improve its
infrastructure. This includes frequent track inspections in accordance with FRA regulations and
operating rule enforcement with employees. In addition, over the past ten years, NS has spent
$1.4 billion to install Positive Train Control (PTC), which will, among other things, prevent train
collisions and overspeed derailments. NS will be installing PTC on this route.






