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Attention Victora Rutson. Chicel
Section of Environinental Analysis

Dear Board.

[ want to respond to two issues in the DSEIS. historic preservation and the environmental affects of
increased consumption of coal.

While I agree with the conclusion rcached by the STB. that the Programmatic Agrecment. PA. for historic
preservation is signed. T disagree with the STB's comments on how this came 1o pass. The delay was a
result of dissembling and/ or confusion on the part of DME and its™ engincers. not respondents to the
DEIS or signers of the PA. Nowhere in the DEIS is the possible destruction of the |7 historic stonc
bridges or other historic artifacts clearly discussed. Nowhere in DME's CEO Schiefler’s extensive
comments 10 the press. is this mentioned. And nowherc in DME s initially proposed PA is this brought
up or attetupted 1o be mitigated. the initial PA dealt with archacological concerns. Emplovees at both the
STB and DME's hired engincering company told me the plan was to take out the 17 stone bridges.
Officially. in 2002. DME was stating they didn’t know what they were going to do. Yet in the latc 90’s,
Schieffer was personally telling residents that lived adjacent to the stone bridges that the bridges would be
saved. Weeks before the comments to the DEIS were duc. the MN SHPO did not know the EIS and the
Section 106 process were being combined for this project. DME hadn’t contacted him for “vears™. Clearly
historic prescrvation and the Scction 106 process were not being taken scriously by DME. They should
have known better because the STB's own hired architectural historians opinion was that the line was
cligible for the historic register as a “lincar historic district.” DME s stubbornness in addressing this issuc
i the PA created the delay in sipnming the PA.

The second arca of the DSEIS that 1 am concerned about is that the STB does not plan to study the
cnvironmental and personal health harius of increasced coal consumption. Not only arc many morc options
for clectricity production beconiing available and viable. nuclear encrgy is a very viable option for the
target market for the coal linc. Chicago. The Chicago arca has successfully operating existing nuclear
power plants. Also the castern half of Lake Michigan, ncar Chicago. has also been ranked as “excellent™
arca by the Department of Encrgy as a source of wind power. The STB response 1o the issuc of increasced
coal consnmption. obfuscated the issuc. The STB should go ahcad and make rcasonable assuimptions. not
necessarily using one of the models. and comne up with some data.

I hope my comments are considered.
Sincercly.

Wla y R S
arla K. Johnson



