Approved __ March 23, 2001
Date

MINUTES OF THE HOUSE TRANSPORTATION.

The meeting was called to order by Chairperson Gary Hazylett at 1:40 p.m. on March 13, 2001 in Room 519-
S of the Capitol.

All members were present except:
Representative Jerry Aday, excused
Representative Marti Crow, excused
Representative Andrew Howell, excused
Representative Judith Loganbill, excused
Representative Jan Pauls, excused

Committee staff present:
Bruce Kinzie, Revisor
Hank Avila, Research
Ellie Luthye, Committee Secretary

Conferees appearing before the committee:
Senator Janice Lee
Representative Laura McClure
Steven Bittel, Kansas Rural Development Council
Loren Medley, Kansas Electric Power Coop
Ken Meier, Harvey County Commissioner
Randy Allen, Kansas Association of Counties
Charles Swayze,
Pat Hubbell, Kansas Railroad
Todd Johnson, Kansas Livestock Association

Others attending:
See attached sheet

HCR 5016 - concurrent resolution requesting the Surface Transportation Board to declare a
moratorium on all rail abandonments in Kansas

Chairman Hayzlett called on Representative Laura McClure to give an overview of the resolution and the
history of why the resolution was drafted. She said she was a member of the task force appointed by the
Kansas Rural Development Council to draft this resolution which was asking there be no more abandoment
of rails until a study could be completed which would set up another port of authority.

Steve Bittel, Kansas Rural Development Council spoke next in support of HCR 5016. He presented material
which would demonstrate the far-reaching problems of rural communities which might lose their rail service.
He said if local communities want to take charge of their future there is a need for them to form a port -
authority. He continued that transportation is a key ingredient for rural communities to thrive and that lack
of transporttion makes it difficult for rural communities to survive. He concluded lost rail service impacts
not only the shippers but also effects farmers and local government as well. (Attachment 1)

Loren Medley, Kansas Electric Power Cooperative, Inc., presented maps which showed the differenct lines
which were abandoned between 1965 and 1998, the rails owned by the same companies, the short lines and
the Class I lines. He also showed grafts indicating the amounts of grains that were available to be transported
by rail. He said some of the problems rail abandonment would create are 1) high cost of highway and bridge
maintenance 2) loss of property valuation/tax revenue 3) loss of some economic activities and 4) direct loss
of income to farmers. (Attachment 2)

Kenneth Meier, Harvey County Commissioner, gave areport on three elevators that transport grain in Harvey
County, by truck, which showed 9,300 miles annually of truck traffic on the roads of Harvey County. He
stated this amount of traffic was very detrimental to the bridges in the county and presented statistics showing
the sufficiency rating of each of these bridges. (Attachment 3)

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not been transcribed verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have not been submitted to the individuals
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MINUTES OF THE HOUSE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE, Room 519-S of the Capitol at 1:40 p.m.
on March 13, 2001.

Randy Allen, Kansas Association of Counties, said that rail abandonment has had a negative impact on county
roads and bridges, many of which were not constructed to carry heavy loads of commodities formerly shipped
by rails. He concluded the Kansas Association of Counties issued a policy statement, unanimously adopted
by their membership, urging the federal Surface Transportation Board to declare amoratorium on all rural rail
abandonment in Kansas until the State of Kansas, and local communities, have an opportunity to develop a
rural transportation policy and determine the feasibility of a responsible party purchasing abandoned rail

operations. (Attachment 4)

Charles Swayze, General Manager, Farmers Coop, Isabel, Kansas, told the committee that the short line
railroads do not always make the effort to serve them with the rail cars they need. He said last year they
needed 600 rail cars to ship wheat and they didn’t furnish the rail cars. It was his feeling they were
intentionally downgrading the lines by not repairing them, therefore not allowing any traffice to be on them
and then applying for abandonment. They are asking for a moratorium on taking the total infrastructure out
before they have time to evaluate it. He concluded these lines are so important to move the amount of grain
they need to move but they are not getting the service.

Upon questioning from Representative Dreher, Mr. Meier presented his suggestions on what can be done
regarding rail abandonment: 1) declare a moratorium 2) do impact study by independent group and give the
county salvage rights for abandonment 3) and form a state and local partnership.

Pat Hubbell, Kansas Railroads, spoke in opposition to HCR 5016. He presented testimony showing what is
required before a rail can be abandoned. He said the federal statute and the STB’s rules constitute a system
with a presumption in favor of continuation in service of rail lines if at all feasible. He also presented statitics
showed railroad service and employment, freight railroad traffice in Kansas and freight railroads operating
in Kansas. (Attachment 5)

Written testimony was submitted by LeslieKaufman, Kansas Farm Bureau (Attachment 6) and James Irlandi,
Kansas Rail Users Association, (Attachment 7)

Following questions from the committee Chairman Hayzlett closed hearings on HCR 5016.

SB 73 - registration exemption for certain farm trailers

Chairman Hayzlett opened hearings on SB 73. Senator Janis Lee said this bill was introduced because of a
situation which has occurred in the north central and north west areas when a highway patrolman was
interpreting the provision of K.S.A. 8-143 literally and was giving tickets, and forcing the owners of the
trailers used to carry bales of hay only, to purchase a tag. She concluded the intention of K.S.A. 8-143 was
to exempt trailers that just haul hay and forage as well as those that both pick up and haul hay and forage and
SB 73 would clarify the issue by exempting both. (Attachment 8)

Todd Johnson, Kansas Livestock Association, also spoke in support of SB 73. The trailer that has been
ticketed is not designed to pick up bales, but instead to simply transport them. He stated if the trailers were
designed to “selfload” they would not be ticketed. He presented a picture of the trailer in question and stated
this trailer had been manufactured in Phillipsburg, Kansas for 12 years and is sold in many counties and states.

(Attachment 9)

There were no opponents to SB 73. Chairman Hayzlett closed hearings on SB 73.

The Chair called for discussion and final action on SB 73. Representative Dillmore made a motion to pass
SB 73 and place on the Consent Calender. This was seconded by Representative Dreher and the motion
carried.

The minutes for the House Transportation Committee for March 6™, 7*, and 8" were presented for approval
or corrections. Representative Dillmore made a motion to accept the minutes as presented., seconded by

Representative Osborne and the motion carried.

Chairman Hayzlett adjourned the meeting at 3:05 p.m. The next meeting of the House Transportation
Committee will be held on Wednesday, March 14", 2001 in Room 519-S.

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not been transcribed verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have not been submitted to the individuals
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Statement of Purpose

This monograph is designed to demonstrate the far-reaching problems of our rural
communities which may lose their rail service. While everyone associated with rural
communities knows that rail abandonment is a very serious problem, few of us know
what can be done to lessen this dramatic attack on the social fabric of the family farm and
our rural communities. This paper brings to light broad reaching policy implications that
need to be addressed as well as detailed information on how to work with regulatory
agencies that have rail service under their purview. Also, if local communities want to
take charge of their future, information on how to form a port authority is contained in
this piece. Much of this information was presented at a rail forum sponsored by the
Kansas Rural Development Council in January 2000,

Acknowledgement

The Kansas Rural Development Council would like to thank Loren Medley, Business
Development Coordinator, Kansas Electric Power Cooperative for all the time and work
he put into this effort. We would also like to thank the Kansas Electric Power
Cooperative for its vision and deep seeded commitment to rural Kansas. Without them,
we could not have brought these resources to bear.



The Impact of the Loss of Rail Service
To Rural Communities in Kansas

No one would disagree that transportation is a key ingredient for rural communities to
thrive and that the lack of transportation makes it difficult for rural communities to
survive. It is a well recognized fact that rural communities need a well-balanced
multimodal transportation system. The freight rail system, including branch lines,
mainlines, rail corridors, terminals, yards and equipment is an important element of this
multimodal system. As this paper will demonstrate, the freight rail system is a vital
component of the multimodal transportation system and it is especially important to rural
communities where grain production is an integral part of the local economy.

The loss of a freight rail system is devastating to rural communities. Lost rail service
impacts not only the shippers but it also effects farmers and local government as well as
the entire community. The impacts on rural communities are:

Lower grain prices received by farmers.

Higher transportation costs and lower profits for rail shippers.

Loss of market options for shippers.

Lost economic development opportunities in rural communities resulting in less
diversification of employment.

e Higher road maintenance and reconstruction -costs.

Rail abandonment alters the delivery to market of many commodities. In addition, the
resultant motor vehicle freight traffic increases the burden on state highways and county
roads. In many cases, the cost of maintaining and upgrading the state highways and
county roads exceeds the cost of maintaining rail freight service. A national study
states that over one-half of the direct economic impact will be incurred by farmers’.
Lower grain prices due to higher shipping costs (as much as 10 to 12 cents) to the shipper
and in many instances, increased hauling costs essentially wallop the farmer’s balance
sheet from two directions, lower revenue and increased production costs. The shipper,
due to competition, can not pass on all increased costs, which results in lower revenue.
Also, the cost of increased road and bridge maintenance (which easily reaches millions of

! Keith A. Klindworth and John A. Batson, Economic Impact of Proposed Kansas Rail Abandonments.
Agriculture Marketing Service, U.S. Dept of Agriculture (Washington, DC, June 1990), p. 25.



dollars) is absorbed by the farmer and the shipper through increased taxes. Movements
from production origins to country elevators by farm truck, result in increases in road
damage costs by 43 percent after a rail line has been abandoned. Similarly, for
movements from country elevators to terminal elevators by commercial truck, road
damage costs increase by 50 percent after abandonment?. Tt is rare that a county
experiencing rail abandonment will experience increased valuation.

Rural Rail Forum

The Kansas Rural Development Council (KRDC) and Council member, Kansas Electric
Power Cooperative (KEPCo), delved into the rail abandonment situation after being
contacted by Kansas Senator Pat Roberts’ staff. A new round of rail abandonment was
scheduled for South Central Kansas. Since the production of grain is prevalent in this
area, rail service is critical to the sustainability of rural communities in this area.
Following the pattern of rail abandonment in the past, strategic loss of track could lead to
greater rail abandonment that could affect a larger portion of South Central Kansas as
well as Southwest Kansas. Since 1965 Kansas has lost approximately 30 percent of its
rail lines.

The first steps taken by KRDC and KEPCo were to interview impacted businesses in
communities along the track about to be abandoned. After this process, it was
determined that there was no clear cut recourse for communities along abandoned track
and some sort of a plan of attack was needed. The next step led to interviews and
discussions with the following groups of interested parties:

Operators of Class III Railroads (short-line railroads)

Legislators in South Central and Southwest Kansas

Legislators on the Transportation Committees

Grain shippers in South Central and Southwest Kansas

Kansas Department of Transportation

Representatives from the Port Authority operating a short-line

Associations representing shippers and producers

e Kansas Grain and Feed Association

e Kansas Farm Bureau

e Kansas Farmers Union

e The Kansas Association of Counties

e Transportation experts who have had experience with the Surface Transportation
Board

e Economists with expertise in short-line railroads

U.S. Departments of Agriculture and Transportation

2 Michael Babcock, Professor of Economics, Kansas State University, Testimony before The Special
Committee on Rail Transportation, Kansas State Legislature, 1998.



Based on information compiled and discussions with the above-mentioned entities, it was
determined that the first step to be taken was to have a public forum. The purpose was to
get as much information out to persons living in the impacted area as quickly as possible.
A copy of the agenda is attached. Participants were presented with the following
information:

Overview of the past rail abandonment

Current rail and possible future abandonment

Economic impact of lost rail service to rural communities
Economic viability of operating a short-line railroad

The purpose and development of a multi-county port authority
Information on Kansas programs designed to assist railroads
Information on what other States are doing for rail service
Open discussion

The salient points that emerged from early discussions with the above-mentioned groups
and the transportation experts on the dais at the forum are rather simple and
straightforward. However, this does not mean they are easy to accomplish. Local
initiative, regional trust and action, Statewide policy change and public/private
partnerships will be necessary for Kansans to save their railroads.

1

Kansas lacks a clear policy on rail abandonment. While the Kansas Department of
Transportation has a low interest loan program for Class ITI Railroads, it has no clear
policy for helping communities facing track abandonment. In some cases, the low
interest loans are made to companies that are abandoning track within the boundaries
of the State. Studies show that the cost of truck traffic raises exponentially to the ton-
miles carried. Kansas’s taxpayers, in some cases, subsidize railroads and pay for
additional costs of truck traffic for the same areas. In some areas of the State,
seemingly inexplicable activities such as the removable of diamonds (track
intersections) and the paving over of track thus impeding the movement of freight
have occurred.

Not all costs associated with lost rail service to rural communities are immediately
felt by the residents. If the increased maintenance costs of roads in the county are
included into the profit formula for short-line rail operation, in some cases, it would
be advantageous to continue the operation of the rail. In other words, local
government needs to understand the high cost of road and bridge repair. Currently,
trucks pay only 90 percent of road costs through taxes and fees associated with usage.

More study is needed to measure the potential economic losses suffered by shippers,
producers and communities when rail is abandoned. Traditionally railroads have
concentrated on showing financial insolvency on the rail line in question, leaving
impacted communities to argue the impacts to their respective community without
hard economic facts. Estimating economic impacts on communities has to be based



on loss of income, additional road damage costs and loss of property taxes’. A 1990
rail abandonment study of 480 miles of track in Kansas showed that the direct loss
would be approximately $2.3 million per year. This figure did not consider the
potential multiplier effects, which could greatly increase the total costs of
abandonment®. Obviously, measuring the community impacts of abandonment of rail
service is more complex than measuring operating losses suffered by a railroad.
Greater usage of regional input/output models along with other economic models are
needed to support the community’s case. The results should then be made readily
available to local communities.

4. A public entity that has the authority to purchase and maintain existing rail is
necessary for the continuance of a freight rail system. A port authority that has
jurisdiction in all of the impacted counties is the most logical and possibly most cost
efficient method of maintaining rail service to our small rural communities. The port
authority could operate in a multi-county area with a board of directors having the
authority to purchase rail, seek financing, upgrade track where necessary, enter into
contracts and lease track to short-line railroad operators. Legislation is in place for
the creation of a port authority and a large multi-county port authority is in existence.
While the establishment of such an entity would be difficult to say the least, it is not
impossible. “The first step of many is to build support with community leaders and
county commissioners. Their support, along with shippers and producers and a lot of
hard work can make it happen”.”

Production of agricultural commodities in Kansas has doubled since 1980, to a record
high in 1998 of 31,115,500 tons of feed, which was available for shipping. This
discounts the feed that would be shipped directly from the farm to the feedlot. Withina
27 county study area (see map in attachment 2), where at-risk rail is located, 20,632,000
tons would be available for shipping. During this time period, freight carried by rail
decreased. Since Class I railroads move large amounts of freight at high speeds, low
volume tracks are a burden to them and therefore they are cast aside.

3 The Kansas Department of Revenue uses a five factor formula based on operated mileage, owned
mileage, ton-miles, car and locomotive miles and railway operating income to appropriate a percentage of
the market value of railroad to the State. The percentage of the railroad market value allocated to Kansas
for tax purposes is determined by the Kansas percentage of the railroad’s system total of each of these five
operating statistics. These five factors are given equal weight and a simple average of all five yields the
percentage of the railroad market value which is allocated in the state.

4 Keith A. Klindworth, et. al., p. 23

5 Cy Moyer, President, First National Bank, Phillipsburg, Presentation before the Kansas Rural
Development Council Rail Forum, January 5, 2000



The railroads at risk in Kansas are owned and operated by OmniTrax Railroad located in

Denver, Colorado. Their rail lines comprise 1051 miles of Kansas track (see attachment

2). OmniTrax is just one of the short-line railroads operating in Kansas. Other short-line
railroads operate in the Southwest, South Central, Southeast and North Central and

Northwest Kansas®.

S Loren Medley, Business Development Coordinator, Kansas Electric Power Cooperative, Presentation
before the Kansas Rural Development Council Rail Forum, January 5, 2000



Attachment 1

Agenda

Kansas Rail Forum
January 5, 2000

Holiday Inn

Great Bend Kansas
10:00 am --- 3:00 pm

Welcome and Introductions

Overview of Rail Status

Impact of Lost Rail Service
and The Viability of
Short Line Rail Service

Developing a Port Authority:
The Kyle Experience

Bringing It All Together

Honorable Laurie Bleeker

Kansas Senate, 33™ District

John Barnes, Chair

Kansas Rural Development Council
Mel Thompson, Agriculture Director
Senator Pat Roberts Office

Loren Medley
Business Development Coordinator
Kansas Electric Power Cooperative

Michael Babcock, Professor
Kansas State University

and
Marvin Prater, Economist
Agriculture Marketing Service
US Dept of Agriculture

Cy Moyer, President
First National Bank, Phillipsburg

J.W. Platt, President
Hardtner-Kiowa Pacific Railroad



Attachment 2

Interconnections with UP Railroad =
Interconnections with BNSF Railroad
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Attachment 3

The following information was gleaned from the transportation economists speaking at
the transportation forum held in Great Bend, Kansas. The purpose of this section is to
give the reader background information on the costs of lost rail service and to better arm
communities to combat this loss. It is the hope of the Kansas Rural Development
Council that farmers, shippers, local government, and communities will use this
information to save our remaining low volume rail lines in Kansas.

Dr. Michael Babcock
Professor of Economics
Kansas State University

Background on Class III (short-line) railroads.

The passage of the Staggers Act in the 1980’s brought on the growth in short-line
railroads. Prior to that, there were very few short-lines in existence. Following the
legislation, 227 new short-line railroads were created operating on 21,000 miles of track.
This trend continues today, where approximately 30 percent of all the U.S. rail industry is
operated under short-line franchises. Kansas is no exception with approximately 40 to 45
percent of the State’s rail service operated by short-line franchises. With this degree of
short-line activity within the State, it is imperative that they stay economically healthy.

The negative impacts on rural communities from loss of rail service are:

1. The producers receive less money for their grain because the shipper has to reduce the
bid price due to more expensive forms of transportation.

2. The raised transportation costs ultimately reduces the amount of product shipped.

3. Market options are reduced. If there is no rail option, then shippers are confined to
the local truck market, possibly closing some market options.

4. The communities’ options are limited in business recruitment. Obviously, no
company that needs rail service can locate in the community. When rail service
disappears, trucks move the grain, causing increased road and bridge maintenance. A
combination of decreased tax base because of loss of railroad and increased road
maintenance due to increased truck traffic directly impacts all quality of life services
in the community.
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Short-line rail service offers some advantages over large railroads (Class I) and these
advantages are:

1. Short-line railroads have lower costs than Class I railroads and have greater efficiency
in operating low density lines.

2. Since the number of shippers on a particular line is small, short-line operators know
each individual shipper and those shippers needs. Short-line railroads are generally
known for their great service.

3. If short-lines are viable, there are fewer truck shipments and less road and bridge
maintenance.

Many challenges face short-line railroads and the greatest challenge is deferred
maintenance of track. Most often when a short-line takes over track from a Class I or
another short-line, the condition of the track is poor. The cost of restoration has to be
paid at some point in order to keep the line open. Another challenge that can make or
break short-line railroads is the access and the ability to negotiate with Class I rails.
Since short-lines serve the feeder rail system, long haul freight ultimately is carried by
Class I rail service.

The Surface Transportation Board is the Federal body that has regulatory powers over
railroad matters. The Surface Transportation Board (STB) was established on January 1,
1996 as a decisionally independent, bipartisan, adjudicatory body organizationally
housed within the U.S. Department of Transportation, with jurisdiction over certain -
surface transportation and economic regulatory matters. It was created when the
Interstate Commerce Commission was terminated. The STB adjudicates disputes and
regulates interstate surface transportation through various laws pertaining to the different
modes of surface transportation. In this regard, the STB’s general responsibilities include
the oversight of firms engaged in transportation in interstate and in foreign commerce to
the extent that it takes place within the United States and its territories. The STB’s
jurisdiction, as it pertains to railroads, includes railroad rate and service issues, rail
restructuring transactions (mergers, line sales, line construction and line abandonments)
and labor matters.

Rail issues on the STB venue are adjudicated in the same manner as issues before the
Federal Communication Commission, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission and
the Kansas Corporation Commission. One has to remember that it is easier for a railroad
to prove its case than it is for a community to prove its case. It is much easier to measure
costs of operation and revenue or lack thereof, than it is to measure and understand
economic impact to a community or area due to loss of rail service. Lost economic
opportunity costs are hard to measure. In the same vein, it is difficult for the railroad to
prove its case when it is recovering its operating costs and part of its opportunity cost.
This means that it is up to the community as well as the railroad to prove its respective
case. However, it is still easier for the railroad to prove this than the community. Having
said that, it is not impossible for the community to win and there are alternatives that the
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STB can consider. In all cases, the railroad when filing for abandonment, has to compute
how much of a subsidy it needs in order to continue operations. The community needs to
study these numbers very carefully because these numbers can very easily be inflated.
There is also a tendency for railroads to reduce service on lines prior to abandonment and
then use these reduced income figures to justify abandonment.

The STB provides an alternative to rail abandonment, the Feeder Railroad Development
Program. Through this program, the STB may force the sale of a line if the:

Rail carrier refused to make efforts to provide adequate service on the line.
Transportation over the line is inadequate for the majority of shippers.

Sale of the line would not adversely affect the overall performance of the rail carrier.
The sale of the line would be likely to result in improved rail transportation for
shippers using the line.

If a public entity wants to purchase a rail line it has to demonstrate its ability to
compensate the current owner and also demonstrate its ability to pay operating expenses.
If an entity decides to purchase a rail, it has the following considerations to make:

e Cash flow is a very important consideration. Oftentimes, it is difficult to arrive at a
positive cash flow, so it is necessary to include the positive effect of avoidance of
abandonment.

e Most likely the cost of track rehabilitation will be the major drag on the cash flow.

e Since the cash flow will be so tight, the interest rate on borrowed capital will be
critical.

Assistance is available through a variety of sources:

e The current transportation act, TEA 21, has $1 billion dollars set aside for railroads
that are not Class I. This money administrated by the Federal Rail Administration,
U.S. Department of Transportation, is in the form of direct loans and loan guarantees
for terms up to 25 years. The money administrated through the Railroad
Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing Program can be used to:

e Acquire, improve, or rehabilitate intermodal or rail equipment or facilities,
including track, components of track, bridges, yards, buildings and shops.

e To refinance existing debt incurred for the previous purposes.

e To develop and establish new intermodal or railroad facilities.

e Eligible applicants include:
e State and local governments
e Government sponsored authorities and corporations
e Railroads and joint ventures that include at least one railroad
e The State of Kansas has a loan program using Federal pass-through monies. It is
designed as very low interest loan to short-line rail operators. To date, Kansas,

12
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through the Kansas Department of Transportation, has loaned over $3 million. Other
states have been much more ambitious in keeping rail service. Oklahoma, for
instance, purchases rail lines that are in danger of abandonment. South Dakota has
also purchased rail to keep it from being abandoned. Both Oklahoma and South
Dakota contract with short-line carriers to operate the lines. Oklahoma helps hold
down maintenance costs by using prison honor camp inmates to work on track
maintenance. The State also provides tie and track for their lines. The state of
Washington provides state-owned hopper cars for the hauling of grain.

There are five major threats to the viability of the short-line railroad.

1

Class I railroad restriction on co-loading by short-line railroads. Short-line railroads
are unable to receive the same price structure for assembling rail cars for delivery to
Class I switching destinations as do co-loading operations on existing Class I tracks.

Class I railroads are moving toward 286,000 pound rail cars. They currently are
using 268,000 pound cars. These cars haul eleven tons more than the smaller cars.

Short-line railroads are operating on light track, which is usually 75 or 90 pound rail
with fewer ties per mile than Class I lines. Much deferred maintenance is prevalent
on these lines making it almost impossible to use the new larger cars.

The cost differential between unit trains and 25 car units can be as much as 12 to 15
cents per bushel. Elevators on Class I track are able to pass on part of this cost saving
onto their customers. Elevators on short-line tracks do not get this break.

The inability or failure of Class I railroads to interchange properly. Sometimes, rail

cars from short-lines will sit for an inordinate amount of time before being picked up
by the connecting Class I railroad.

13
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Dr. Marvin Prater, Economist
Marketing and Transportation Analysis Division
Agricultural Marketing Service, U. S. Department of Agriculture

Perspectives of a staff transportation economist

Short-line railroads have purchased many lines that otherwise would have been
abandoned. The short-line operators can do this because their cost structure is lower.
The following factors reduce the cost structure:

Lower labor and benefit costs

Work rules are less restrictive

Lower equipment costs due to use of smaller and/or used equipment
Lower fixed costs (investment in track)

Often, increased rail traffic can be generated through aggressive marketing:

e Closer contact with customers has resulted in tailored service (try to fit the customer
rather than making the customer fit the railroad)

e Loss of a customer affects the firm much more when there are fewer customers

e Active sales contacts often regained business that had long since moved to truck

Recently, short-line railroads have been abandoning more track segments because they
are unable to continue operating low-density lines. The major reasons for this are the
poor shape of lines because of the deferred maintenance of Class I rails before they were
purchased and the profits on low-density lines are not enough to maintain these lines.
Another newer development affecting short-lines is the incentives given to unit-train
loading elevators on Class I track. Elevators on Class I lines receive these incentives,
which can be as much as 10 to 15 cents per bushel and elevators on short-lines are not
offered these cost breaks.

Rail service is extremely important to farmers due to the fact that agricultural producers
cannot pass on increased transportation costs. This causes the agricultural producer to
operate in a competitive market as a price taker and all cost increases decrease producer
net income. Rail and water are the only cost efficient transportation modes for hauling
bulk products long distances. Rail service becomes more important as the distance to
water transportation increases. Raw agricultural products are bulk commodities having a
low value in relation to the costs of transportation. Since agricultural producers rely on
export markets to support domestic prices, transportation costs affect the ability of U.S,
producers to compete in world markets.

The following graph demonstrates the relative cost of competing transportation modes.
The left axis reflects the fixed costs for each mode of transportation and the slope of each
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line reflects the variable costs for each mode of transportation. When observing the
graph, one will see the cost structure of the various transportation modes determines the
lengths of haul for which the modes are cost effective. Transportation by truck is more
competitive on shorter hauls, transportation by barge or rail is more competitive for
longer hauls and transportation by truck/barge combination is more competitive to rail
when the truck portion of the haul is a shorter distance.

T /{ail | —

Barge

e L2 S DD,

DISTANCE TRAVELED

In 1998, if all of the Kansas grain produced had been shipped, it would have filled
1,392,000 semi-trucks or 379,000 rail cars. Obviously, not all grain is actually shipped.
Some of the grain is stored, some is used locally for animal feed, etc. and some grain is
shipped more that once. In 1998 Kansas produced:

Wheat 494 .4 million bushels
Corn 418.9 million bushels
Sorghum 264.0 million bushels
Soybeans  75.0 million bushels

A recent study on the transportation of U.S. grains shows that truck transportation now
has a greater market share of the grain transportation market than does rail. The
following table shows the comparison of rail shipments of grain from Kansas elevators
between the years 1992 and 1997. It should be noted that the rail shipments during 1997
were less that normal due to the Western rail crises.
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Percent shipped by rail: 1992 1997

e Qverall 57 42
e Wheat 68 53
e Comn 33 13
e Sorghum 48 43
e Soybeans 49 23

As noted above, increased transportation costs result in decreased income to producers.
However, it should also be noted that increased costs also effect the value of agricultural
land. Using the formula that the value of a perpetual annuity = P/i, and after
abandonment the value = (P-IC)/i, then for each $1.00 increase in transportation cost at 8
percent interest one can expect a $12.50 decrease in the property value. This will also
translate into reduced borrowing capacity. Increased transportation costs are calculated
by adding the costs of additional truck transportation, additional loading and elevator
costs and new rail rates (if any). From this amount, subtract pre-abandonment rail rates.

Reduced business volume and personal income can also be attributed to loss of rail
service. By using an input/output model with Kansas values, one can determine the
appropriate multiplier effect of lost income to the community. One can also conclude
that reduced income will lead to reduced employment. This will ultimately lead to
reduced local property values and a decreasing tax base.

Road Maintenance

Most rural highways were not designed for heavy semi-truck traffic. The average
pavement damage method of deriving costs does the best job of estimating the increase in
costs due to additional truck traffic. Additional highway maintenance costs are affected
by the:

Amount of additional truck traffic

Loaded axle weights of each truck

Type and thickness of highway construction
Sub-base conditions

Condition of the highway

Climate
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User fees paid by single-unit and semi-trucks cover approximately 90 percent of the
damage costs that those trucks impose upon the Federal highway system. Using marginal
pavement cost indices for an 80,000 pound semi-truck which has a value of 1 for a rural
interstate, we find that the value for a rural arterial highway is 4, a major rural collector
highway is 13.5 and a minor rural collector highway is 21.0. This means that the damage
created by a semi-truck on a rural arterial highway is 4 times greater than on a rural
interstate, 13.5 times greater on a major rural collector highway and 21.5 greater on a
minor rural collector highway. This demonstrates that the roads that have the smallest
maintenance budget receive the greatest amount of damage.
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Attachment 4

RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION TO CREATE A PORT AUTHORITY AND SOLICITING AND
ENCOURAGING THE APPROVAL THEREOF BY THE KANSAS LEGISLATURE.

WHEREAS, The Commission of County, Kansas, has for some
time been aware of certain indications that may or will abandon certain
of its railroad trackage which passes through County, Kansas; and

WHEREAS, Numerous businesses in County, Kansas, depend

on the continuous operation of said railroad trackage for both the in-bound and out-bound
shipment of goods and materials processed and/or manufactured by said businesses; and

WHEREAS, The State of Kansas encourages economic development and
cooperation to maintain and foster the economic stability and continued growth needed
for a prosperous economy and, among other actions, permits the creation of port
authorities under K.S.A. 12-3401, et seq., for purposes among others of acquiring,
operating and maintaining land, transportation facilities, railroad facilities, industrial-use
facilities, water and sewer utility districts and other facilities related thereto; and

WHEREAS, The Commission of County, Kansas, believes that
it is in the best interests of the citizens and residents of County, Kansas
and in the interest of preserving, enhancing and improving the economic prosperity of
County, Kansas, that it take the initiative to create a port authority such
other governmental units in the counties of and
, including said counties, as elect by appropnate resolution and/or
ordinance to join the said port authority by cooperative agreement; and

WHEREAS, The Commission of County, Kansas, further
believes that it is in the best interests of pursuing the creation of such port authority that
the Kansas legislature be solicited and encouraged to adopt the necessary concurrent
resolution authorizing the creation of such proposed port authority under the provisions
of K.S.A. 12-3402 and in advance of the creation of such port authority, so as to permit
representatives of County, Kansas, to undertake necessary activities
exploring the retention of the aforementioned railroad trackage and its continuous
operation for both existing and future commercial, industrial and manufacturing
enterprises in County, Kansas, and in the counties of ;

S and _, which said activities may
necessitate the creation of a cooperative agreement between the port authority to acquire
and operate said railroad trackage and related facilities; Now, therefore,
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Be it resolved by the Commission of County, Kansas: That the
legislature of the State of Kansas be solicited and encouraged, in accordance with the
provisions of K.S.A. 12-3402, to approve the creation of such port authority as the
Commission of County, Kansas, and such other governmental units in
the counties of ; : and
, including said counties, may appropriate resolutions and/or ordinances

determine to join by cooperative agreement, with the name of said port authority to be set
forth in such cooperative agreement; and

APPROVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED, the day of 2000.

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
COUNTY, KANSAS

By
Chairman, Board of Commissioners
ATTEST:
By
County Clerk
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Attachment 5

Rail Line Abandonment’

History of Rail Line Abandonment Regulation

Rail line abandonment is not a new issue to the railroads or the shippers and communities
they serve. Despite increased significance in recent years, it is an issue that predates
Federal regulation of railroads. As the railroad industry and the Nation's transportation
system have evolved, the regulatory environment in which abandonments occur has
adjusted to reflect these changes.

A unique relationship has always existed between agriculture and railroads. Initially, the
railroads offered an exclusive opportunity to transport agricultural products from isolated
and distant areas of production to more centrally populated areas of consumption. During
the years immediately following the Civil War, this exclusive control over commodity
movements led to substantial rate abuse by the railroads. To support below-cost pricing
on competing lines during rate wars, railroads subsidized losses with revenues from
excessive rates on isolated lines. Located on these lines, it was often the agricultural
shipper and ultimately the farmer who ended up on the short end of this discriminatory
monopoly practice.

This period of destabilizing competition and abuse led to increased interest by many
groups in seeking more effective control over rail transportation. Owing much of their
success to this cause, the Patrons of Husbandry, or Grangers as they were better known,
provided a strong and unified voice in support of more equitable rates for agricultural
shippers. The railroads of the day also became increasingly aware of the benefits that
could be gained through a more consistent and stable business environment than that
being offered by the State authorities who were attempting to regulate rail transportation.
To address these concerns and needs, Congress enacted the Interstate Commerce Act of
1887. This Act provided for the Federal regulation of the railroad industry for the first
time.

The Interstate Commerce Act of 1887, in addition to establishing the Interstate
Commerce Commission to rule on the law, also attempted to lay out the principles of
common law, as had been interpreted by the courts to apply to rail transportation. Much
of what was considered to be common law and foundations is the principle of common
carriage. Broadly applied this principle states that railroads, as common carriers, are
required to provide reasonable service equally to all and do so at reasonable rates.
Although the 1887 Act relied heavily on this long accepted standard to regulate
monopoly practices and rate making policies, it was not until the Transportation Act of

7 John A, Batson, Martha A. Bearer and Jerry D. Norton, Maintaining Local Rail Freight Service.
Agricultural Marketing Service, U.S. Dept. of Agriculture (Washington, DC, January 1997), p.p. 3-7.
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1920 that the principle of common carriage was applied to rail line abandonments at the
Federal level.

Prior to the Transportation Act of 1920, rail line abandonments had been regulated by
State authorities and in even earlier days by the courts. Basing their decisions on inter-
pretations of common law and the principle of common carriage, the courts consistently
found that, once a railroad had begun service on a line, it could not discontinue service
unless the entire system was endangered by losses on the losing line. As the regulation of
railroads gradually passed from the courts to State authorities, this principle of service
obligation weakened. State regulatory commissioners were responsible for representing a
broader range of interest, but too often they also weighed the interests of local parties too
heavily in their decisions to prevent abandonments. In 1916, a sudden increase in
abandonments, brought on by shifts in the economy, resulted in increased pressure to
change the regulatory framework which controlled abandonments. What resulted was
ultimately the Transportation Act of 1920, which made abandonments a Federal
responsibility under the control of the ICC.

To a limited extent the Transportation Act of 1920 could be thought of as liberalizing the
abandonment process. This legislation granted the ICC the power to permit abandon-
ments over the opposition of State charters which had previously denied them. In most
cases, however, the ICC continued to support the established common carrier obligations
on the grounds that public convenience and necessity required the continuation of
service. Although the 1920 Act put the regulation of rail line abandonment under Federal
control, it was not until the Transportation Act of 1958 that the regulation of passenger
train service was placed under the ICC. As had often been the case with line
abandonments, State regulatory authorities had required operating carriers to continue
passenger service despite the obvious unprofitability of many lines. The Transportation
Act of 1958 continued the trend away from the rigid service obligations established by
earlier court decisions. It established provisions by which railroads could eliminate
interstate passenger trains if it could be established that either the service was no longer
required for the public convenience and necessity, or the cost of continued passenger
service on the line would hinder interstate commerce. Intrastate passenger trains could be
eliminated if both of these conditions were satisfied. Under the ICC's direction, the 1958
Act provided for a more liberal policy toward the discontinuance of passenger service.
Despite the improved regulatory environment offered the railroads through the
Transportation Act of 1958, the railroads continued to struggle because of stiff
intermodal competition and the maintenance of unprofitable passenger lines. Their final
relief from passenger service obligations came with the passage of the National Rail
Passenger Act of 1971 and the subsequent formation of Amtrak.

By the early 1970's even the elimination of passenger service obligations offered no
reprieve for many of the Nation's railroads, especially those carriers servicing the
Northeast. To deal with the immediate danger of railroad failure and service
discontinuation in the Northeast and Midwest, the Regional Rail Reorganization Act of
1973 or 3R Act was passed. Although the specific goal of the Act was to modernize and
reorganize, the ailing legislation represented a substantial divergence from previously
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existing regulatory policies. The 3R Act recognized not only the need for government
takeover and subsidization of some rail freight services, ultimately resulting in the
formation of Conrail, but also the need for railroads to eliminate unprofitable lines
through more expeditious abandonment. In a broader sense, the 3R Act continued the
break from established common carriage obligations already begun with the National
Transportation Act of 1958 and the National Rail Passenger Act 1971. Underlying the
1973 Act was a new philosophy toward service on branch lines. This new philosophy
stated that the railroads of the Northeast and Midwest regions could no longer be required
to support uneconomical rail service. The 3R Act also addressed the problems faced by
shippers and communities on lines where rail service would no longer be supported by
failing railroads. To assist shippers and communities, the 3R Act provided for operation
and rehabilitation grants through the Local Rail Service Assistance Program.

The 3R Act did improve the business conditions for some railroads, but for the most part
the Nation's railroads continued to decline as the problems first evident in the Northeast
spread to the West. In recognition of this, and as a solution to the otherwise unavoidable
collapse of the Nation's rail system, the Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory Reform
Act of 1976 was established.

More commonly referred to as the 4R Act, the Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory
Reform Act served to expand the Federal assistance available for rail service beyond the
original 17 Northeast and Midwest States and the District of Columbia to include all the
States except Hawaii. More importantly, the 4R Act provided for a dramatic reform of
railroad regulation that included greater freedom to set rates and established less
restrictive guidelines for mergers and abandonments. In its philosophy towards abandon-
ments, the 4R Act went even further than the 3R Act in establishing that railroads could
no longer be required to provide service on lines which were unprofitable. The definition
of unprofitable was also expanded by this Act to include a return on investment as a cost
of operating any line. In instances where shippers required service, the 4R Act, unlike
the 3R Act, further recognized that shippers should support the cost of unprofitable rail
service.

The 4R Act went beyond subtle changes in philosophy and effectively streamlined the
abandonment process to eliminate many procedural roadblocks that had previously made
abandonments too costly and time consuming for railroads to pursue. The Act was the
first to set specific time limits on many of the deliberative actions required during the
abandonment process. It also required railroads, for the first time, to submit complete
system diagram maps to the ICC, establishing for public record those lines which were
targeted for future abandonment. The most dramatic change provided by the 4R Act was
the exemption authority given the ICC to automatically approve abandonment
applications for lines on which no traffic had moved for at least 2 years, provided no
shipper complaints had been filed during that period.

Once again, despite eased restrictions, the railroad industry still continued in decline.

With carriers losing money and some facing bankruptcy the need for further regulatory
reform and greater reliance on market forces was evident. The Staggers Rail Act of 1980
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grew out of these conditions, and it established the regulatory environment under which
the industry operated during the 1980's and the first half of the 1990's. The Staggers Rail
Act of 1980 was the most sweeping legislation to affect the railroad industry since the
Interstate Commerce Act of 1887. In many ways the Staggers Rail Act was much more
dramatic in its purpose than was the original Interstate Commerce Act. While the
purpose of the 1887 Act was to reaffirm existing principles and policies toward rail
transportation, the 1980 Act served to reverse almost all standing regulatory policies,
many of which had been based on the principles of common carriage and as such,
predated the railroads themselves.

The principle that underlies the Staggers Rail Act is that less regulation and more
dependence on real economic forces will provide a more efficient rail system. Toward
implementing this principle the Staggers Act, like the 4R Act, continued to streamline the
abandonment procedures. It defined costs to include opportunity costs on the investment
capital of the railroad, making abandonments even more easily justifiable. It granted the
ICC the authority to establish terms of sale on lines where operating carriers were
petitioning for abandonment. The Staggers Rail Act also increased the discretionary
powers of the ICC in deciding abandonment cases by allowing the Commission to bypass
formal investigations. Unlike the 4R Act, which only limited some steps in the process,
the 1980 Act, for the first time, established a time limit for the entire abandonment
procedure. These seemingly simple changes greatly reduced the cost and the time
required of railroads to eliminate unprofitable lines through abandonment.

Although the ICC Termination Act of 1995 eliminated the ICC, those Federal authorities
over abandonments and discontinuations of service that existed under Staggers are
retained with the STB. The 1995 Act requires that the STB apply the same standards
when considering petitions for abandonment as those applied by the ICC. Continuing the
trend toward rail deregulation, the 1995 Act should also strengthen local rail service by
allowing smaller rail carriers greater freedom to acquire lines abandoned or spun-off by
the major railroads.
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Overview of Rail Line Abandonment Procedures

National policy governing the authorization of rail line abandonment and discontinuance
of rail service is found in Section 10903 of 49 United States Code (U.S.C.), the Revised
Interstate Commerce Act. A rail carrier may abandon or discontinue service over all or
part of any of its lines if the STB finds that the abandonment or discontinuance is
consistent with the present or future public convenience or necessity. Whether an
abandonment or discontinuance will result in a serious adverse impact on rural and
community development will be considered by the STB. This means that the STB must
balance the interests of and benefits to local communities against the burden of larger
public interests in releasing railroads from financial or other harm they might incur by
continued operations.

System Diagram Map

Railroads must maintain a complete diagram, or map, of their systems and file it with the
STB annually. The map identifies and describes the lines of each railroad that are
potentially subject to abandonment. This enables shippers and communities to keep
abreast of a railroad's abandonment plans. Lines on rail system diagram maps are color
coded and categorized as follows:

Category 1  All lines or parts of lines that may be the subject of an abandonment
application within 3 years.

Category 2 All lines under study for possible abandonment.

Category 3 All lines for which a decision on an abandonment application is pending
before the STB.

Category 4  All lines being operated by law under rail service continuation provisions.

Category 5  All other lines owned by the railroad.

Notice of Intent to Abandon or Discontinue Service

Prior to abandoning or discontinuing service on a line, railroads must file a notice of
intent with the STB. Among those who must also be served notice are significant users
of the line and the State government agencies responsible for rail planning. The notice
must be published in local newspapers at least weekly for 3 weeks. The applicant rail-
road must also post notice of the proposed abandonment at each station and terminal on
the line. If an abandonment is opposed by the State or a significant user, the STB will not
grant abandonment authority unless the public has been notified at least 4 months prior to
the filing of the application. This allows citizens and public officials time to develop
measures for continued rail service.

Abandonment Application Contents

Applications to abandon or discontinue service over a line must contain detailed
information relative to costs, revenues, and service. A detailed map of the line, drawn to
scale, must be included. Rural and community impact information is also required,
including the identification and population count of communities in which stations on the

line are located.
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Protests and Comments

Interested persons or groups may submit comments or protests supporting or opposing an
abandonment or discontinuance application and thus become parties to the proceeding.
Protests are due 30 days after the application is filed. Based on protests received, the
STB will make a determination as to whether an investigation is warranted within 45
days after an application is filed.

Verified Statements

If the STB determines that an investigation is warranted, it may be accomplished by an
oral hearing or modified procedure. A modified procedure investigation consists of
written, verified statements only. Applicants' initial verified statements are due at the
STB no later than 15 days after the date announcing the investigation. Applicants'
verified statements should be designed to convince the STB that the abandonment is
necessary. Verified statements from parties protesting the abandonment are due at the
STB no later than 40 days after an investigation is announced. In their statement,
protesters should describe their interest in the proceeding in as much detail as possible
and their qualifications for making the statement. For instance, if the line sought to be
abandoned is used for grain shipments and the protester is a grain producer, the statement
should contain, at the very least, the number of years in farming, the farm's size, the
number of bushels produced and shipped by rail, the number of people employed directly
on the farm, the availability of truck transportation, the cost of rail shipments compared
to the cost of truck shipments, and any other factors believed to be pertinent. In addition,
protesters may present any evidence they may have acquired that contradicts the revenue
and evidence the applicant has submitted. Protesters should always use specific numbers,
facts, and figures, when possible, and document sources of information and the
methodology for compiling such information.

Applicants' Reply or Rebuttal
Verified reply statements by applicants are due 55 days after an STB decision to
investigate.

Close of Evidence Deadline
The deadline for submitting evidence supporting or protesting an abandonment or
discontinuance of service is 135 days after the application is filed with the STB.

Initial Decision
STB must serve an initial decision within 165 days after an abandonment application is
filed.

Appeals

Discretionary appeals to the initial decision must be filed within 20 days after the
decision. Parties must exhaust appellate efforts with the STB before appealing the
decision in a U. S. Court of Appeals.
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Surface Transportation Board Decision on Appeals

The STB must decide whether to hear the appeal within 30 days after the initial decision.

New evidence or changed circumstances are among the criteria that must exist for the
STB to hear an appeal.

Replies to Appeal
Parties have 15 days from the date of the decision to hear an appeal and to file replies.

Final Decision

A final decision must be issued by the STB within 255 days of the filing of an
abandonment application. The effective date of the decision will be 30 days after it is
published in the Federal Register.
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Attachment 6

Maintaining Local Rail Service®

Preventing Abandonments

Generally, railroads may abandon a line when it no longer turns a profit. A current trend
by the carriers, however, has been the abandonment of sections of track that are margin-
ally profitable. Attempts by railroads to abandon service on marginal line segments have
been met with stiff opposition. Once an abandonment application has been filed, only
exceptional circumstances can prevent approval of the abandonment by the STB.
Shippers and communities would be well-advised to constantly explore ways to ensure
the railroad of economically attractive business by:

e coordinating the efforts of local rail users to build and maintain rail traffic volume on
the line;

» developing agreements or contracts to guarantee a quantity of carloads to be shipped
and the cars to be supplied over a period of time as a way of ensuring uninterrupted
service;
encouraging nonusers in the area to utilize rail service;
supporting surcharges or increased freight rates under certain circumstances to offset
the deficit created by inadequate revenues from the existing level of traffic;

e expressing a willingness to invest money in facilities for rail purposes, such as
upgraded loading equipment, as a way of showing a genuine long-term commitment
to rail service; and

e exploring public sector sources of help by contacting legislators and other public
officials for information and assistance early in the abandonment process.

Alternatives/Options to Abandonment

There are several alternatives or options that may be considered to circumvent an
abandonment once shippers or other interested parties become aware that their rail line
may be the target of an abandonment attempt. Just because the owning railroad deems a
section of track unprofitable or unworthy for its purposes does not mean a local
community, individual, or shipper group cannot turn such a situation into a successful
short line operation that meets its needs. There are many, many cases on record
throughout the railroad industry of successful takeovers of sections of Class I railroad
trackage by enterprising operators.

¥ John A. Batson, et. al., p.p. 9-15
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The Feeder Railroad Development Program

This program, administered by the STB, may require railroads to sell specific lines under
certain conditions. Created to enable shippers and communities to acquire rail lines
before they are downgraded or abandoned, the program allows financially responsible
persons to apply to purchase lines at no less than their minimum value. Acquiring a line
prior to abandonment saves both shipper and selling railroad the time and expense of
having to become involved in or go through the abandonment process.

The STB may determine that public convenience and necessity require or permit the
forced sale of a rail line if:

e the rail carrier operating the line in question refused within a reasonable time to make
the necessary efforts to provide adequate service to shippers who transport traffic
over such line; '

e the transportation over the line is inadequate for the majority of shippers who
transport traffic over such line;

e the sale of the line would not have an adverse effect on the overall operational
performance of the rail carrier operating such line; and

e the sale of a line would be likely to result in improved railroad transportation for
shippers that transport traffic over such line.

If the owning railroad is compelled to sell a line, the ensuing working relationship
between it and the new owners could be adversarial. This is the principal disadvantage of
the Feeder Railroad Development Program. A small operator taking over a rail line from
a major carrier needs to establish and maintain a good working relationship from the

start.

Offers of Financial Assistance

Interested parties, carrier or non-carrier, seeking to provide continued service over a line
(even if abandonment has been approved) may petition the STB to purchase or finan-
cially subsidize the line within 10 days after the STB grants the abandonment and
publishes its decision. The offer of assistance must be served on the carrier owning the
line, all parties to the abandonment proceeding, and concurrently the STB. The offer
must:

e identify the line or portion of the line in question,

e demonstrate that the offeror is financially responsible, that it has or will be able to.
come up with the finances required to satisfy the contractual obligations within a
reasonable amount of time; and

e explain the disparity between the offeror's purchase price or subsidy and that of the
carrier if it is less than the carrier's estimate, and explain how the offer or subsidy is
calculated.
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To inquire about purchasing or financially subsidizing a rail line contact:

Surface Transportation Board
Office of Public Assistance

12th & Constitution Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20423

(202) 927-6184

Lease Directly From Owning Carrier

Some Class I railroads prefer to lease their marginal branch lines to small or short-line
operators rather than selling them, as an alternative to abandonment. This arrangement
allows the owning railroad to retain a controlling interest in the line. Leasing assures
shippers that a "name operator," with all its resources, will back the transaction and elimi-
nate, to a great degree, worry about nonperformance. Leasing of lines, therefore,
provides a safety net that is not available with sales. With sales, it may be difficult to dis-
lodge an unsatisfactory operator. In addition, with a leasing arrangement, the operator
does not need to have strong financial resources, which is often a problem with small
railroad operations.

To inquire about leasing a rail line contact:

Surface Transportation Board
Office of Public Assistance

12th & Constitution Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20423

(202) 927-6184

Streamlined Procedures for Acquiring Small Railroads

New provisions in the ICC Termination Act of 1995 authorize the STB to approve
acquisition, construction, and operation of rail lines by small railroads and non-carriers.
The new provisions are designed to reduce regulatory delay, costs, and litigation created
by the ambiguity between carrier and non-carrier transactions, which can be crucial to the
startup of new small railroads. Procedures that promote easier and quicker rail line
transactions should benefit rural regions and communities as Class I carriers are expected
to shed thousands more miles of branch lines within the next few years.

Guidelines for Evaluating the Feasibility and Success of Small Railroad Operations
Many small railroads have failed because of poor initial and long-range planning. Key

elements that should be considered when evaluating the purchase and operation of a local
or regional railroad follow.
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Startup.
A. Consider cost of acquisition, subsidy, or lease.

B. Examine source of funding.
1. Private: loans or equity?
2. Federal and State government: loans or grants--may be limited to purchase or
rehabilitation of right of way.
3. Private venture capital: there are thousands of venture capital investment firms
in the United States, some of which have been active in financing small
railroad operations.

C. Determine initial operating capital requirements.
1. Should you buy or lease equipment?
2. Personnel.
a. Jobs may be offered to employees of former owners of the line.
b. Labor is the largest expense for both large and small railroads.
¢ Union or nonunion wage scales can be used (base on local wage scale).
3. Short-term start-up expense.
a. Try to keep 2 to 3 months of initial operating funds on hand.
b. Try to obtain traffic guarantees from shippers for revenue commitments.

D. Examine cash flow considerations.
1. Monitor receipts and disbursements.
2. Plan cash flow so that it never runs out.

E. Assess financial viability.
1. Traffic description.
2. Income statement. (The true measure of what you have coming in.)
3. Balance sheet. (Indicates equities, liabilities, etc.)

F. Seek assistance from State and Federal regulatory authorities.
1. Find out who they are; get to know them. Develop a good relationship,
especially with State officials.
5 Their roles should be to speak out for the public interest in rail service

matters.
3. The STB is receptive to the concerns of small railroads and rural shippers.

G. Develop service and operating contracts.
1. Equipment maintenance considerations.

a Leased locomotives should carry an agreement that lessor performs
maintenance in a way that avoids extended down time. Locomotives have
to be performing in order to generate revenues.

b. Class I repair facility should be accessible when you need it as agreed.

Some Class I railroads have shut down repair shops.
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c. Iflocomotives are leased, try to obtain the best ones possible so that
constant repairs are not necessary.

2. Check to see if agreements with connecting carriers are in place.
a. Trackage rights, divisions, interchanges.
b. Service coordination.
(1) Think about how you can enhance the relationship with your Class I
connection(s).
(2) Think about how you can integrate your short line system with Class I
connection(s) to form a cooperative relationship.
(3) Small railroads are better than Class I's with certain niches; i.e., traffic

that has to be nurtured. Show your Class I connection how it can share
in successes in this area.

3. Shipper rate and service contracts can be used as a means of ensuring traffic
and commitment.

H. Accounting,
1. Account settling.
a. Late waybills could be a problem. Try to be diplomatic initially; eventually
threaten to cut off service.
b. Accounts should be put in order each day.
c¢. Consider hiring a part-time accountant to come in each day. Warning:
Railroad accounting is extremely complex. Qualified persons are hard to find.

II. Operations.

A. Locomotive requirements.
1. Railroad profile.
a. Prepare and use to determine the number of locomotives needed.
b. Rebuilt locomotives will cost about $250,000 each.
c. Engine overhaul will cost about $100,000.
d. Used locomotive visual inspection.
(1) Check condition of wheels; they should be good for 3-4 years.

(2) Know condition of the electrical group: brush motors, generator, contacts,
fans, etc.

(3) Check condition of cab. Does the floor have to be replaced? Do doors fit

tightly? Are the seals good? Inspect gauges, meters, and fire extinguisher
in cab. When was the last inspection?

B. Car requirements.

1. Will there be enough cars for shippers originating traffic on your line?
a. Class I connection(s) may furnish cars.

b. Shippers may purchase their own equipment to ensure supply.
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C. Evaluating a line segment.
1. Look at carriers' track chart.
Inspect and check locations of crossings.
Check road crossings inspection reports.
Inspect bridges.
Major track rehabilitation can be a primary consideration.
a. Rehabilitation should be done up front, if necessary.
b. Administration costs are about the same for major or lesser rehabilitation.

Ctely Sk

D. Track maintenance.

1. Most local railroads move over light rail designed for 70 to 80 tons.
a. As tonnage increases, the degree of maintenance goes up significantly.
b. For mixed traffic the need for maintenance is fairly predictable; unit trains may

require more unscheduled maintenance.

c. Empty cars cause more track maintenance.

2. Second-hand cross ties are not recommended.
a. The longer the cross tie, the better the stability.
b. All ties should be treated.

3. Rail is the most expensive to maintain with ties being the next most expensive.

4. Deferral of maintenance may result in an increase in the number and severity of acci-
dents and cause more loss and damage claims and higher costs for insurance
coverage.

III. Management.

A. Good railroad managers are a necessity.
1. Railroad managers should be familiar with all phases of the business.
2. Poor management is a major reason for small railroad failures.

B. Employee relations.
1. Respect must be shown to all employees.
Good communications are important.
Get to know individuals.
Employees should watch out for each other to avoid accidents.

D

C. Operating policy.
1. Establish and maintain a "book of rules."
a. To avoid lawsuits, maintain a book of railroad operating rules which are
adhered to.
b. Have general orders which are adhered to the same as the "book of rules."
. Employees must be convinced that their security depends on the service the
company provides.
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D. Traffic and marketing.

1.

Current shippers should:
a. Examine seasonality of traffic on the line.
b. Interview shippers to determine their service needs.
c. Try to obtain traffic and volume guarantees.
d. Do more than just know who your shippers are.
(1) Develop an interest in shippers' business and be able to converse
freely with shipper about the business.
(2) Shippers like the idea of on-site management that small railroads
provide.
(3) Discuss long-term plans with shippers.

E. Pricing requirements.

1
2

Monitor the competitiveness of rates.
Develop pricing arrangements with connections.

F. Revenue requirements.

1:
2.
3.

Determine if current traffic is compensatory.
Determine if rates should be increased.
Consider using surcharges if rates are inadequate.

G. Interline relationships.

L

2
3

The local carrier needs to know who to contact on Class I connections for
service, such as track maintenance.

Administration responsibilities of Class I's and short lines have to be defined.

The objective should be increased traffic for all.

a. Be aware that Class I's now realize that local railroads can generate small
segments of business better than they can and feed this business to the
larger carriers.

b. There has to be cooperation between Class I's and local and regional
railroads. Most short-lines connect with Class I railroads.

c. Itis desirable to have two Class I connecting carriers.

H. Divisions of revenue.

1.

2

Revenues may be split by agreed upon divisions: per-car basis or junction
settlement.

Local and regional carriers should analyze the business and revenue
possibilities on a particular line segment, then try to obtain a junction
settlement as opposed to a division of revenue.

Class I connections normally require a large share of the revenues since they
perform the longest haul for the traffic.
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I. Car supply, hire, and interchange agreements.

In order to handle traffic with connecting railroads, the small carrier must subscribe to
standardized agreements covering interchange rules and the rates to be paid for using
another carrier's rail cars.

; J. Marketing: identifying potential shippers and competition.

1. Focus beyond on-line shippers.

a. Find out why non-rail shippers have not been using rail

b. Identify major industry groups.

c. Check out import/export activity.

d. Investigate effects of rail mergers/consolidations.

e. Check out industrial development. See if any new plants are proposed.
2. Shipper trends.

a. Shippers are developing a logistics mentality.

b. There is more centralization of operations.

c. There is more integrated decision-making.
3. Results of shipper trends.

a. A demand for higher service quality.

b. A need to offer just-in-time service.

c. A need to tailor service packages through contracts.

d. A shift to more sophisticated logistical systems.

K. Competitive analysis.

What are modal trends?

Has area rail service been in decline?

What are the effects of one-stop rail shopping now available?
How much of a competitive force are motor carriers?

Is there competition from other short-lines in the area?

N

Insurance Considerations

In the past, the inability to obtain affordable insurance coverage has been responsible for
forcing some small railroads out of business. In mid-1985, only one insurance company
was writing insurance for small railroads. The environment for insurance coverage,
however, has improved significantly in past years. The American Short Line Railroad
Association advises that rates are down and coverage has expanded. The group is in the
process of forming a captive insurance company to handle the higher levels of liability
coverage railroads have traditionally found difficult to obtain. When evaluating
insurance coverage, consider the following:

1. Look at several alternatives.
II. Recognize exposures and cover risks.

A. Purchase only what you need.
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B. Do not just buy on the basis of the cheapest quote.

ITI. How to obtain coverage.

A. Choose an insurance agent or broker, because of?:

1
2.

3

Experience with railroad insurance.
List of clients and references.
Servicing of account throughout the year.

B. Types of insurance to consider.

Aol e re

Liability.

Property.
Employee benefits.
Miscellaneous.

C. Services to be provided by insurer.

Sy T e

L
1.
2

[#8 ]

g

2000 =2 O UG (D

Claims assistance.

Certificates of insurance.

Rail safety and fire engineering,
Insurance placement.

Premium financing proposals.
Loss control.

imits of liability insurance (very important).

Local railroads: $2-5 million.

. Regional railroads: $10-30 million and up (limits include legal costs for

defense).
Minimum self-insured deductibles for short-lines: $25,000; for regionals:
$250,000.

. Minimum railroad property insurance deductibles for short-lines: $5,000; for

regionals: $100,000.

At what cost? Premiums are due 10 to 30 days from inception of policies
and depend on the following:

Condition of track.

Past loss record.

Limits chosen.

Background of management.

Types of contractual agreement.

Total property values.

Types and amounts of commodities hauled.

Amount of maintenance of way and equ1pment expenditures.

10 Number and protection of grade crossings.
11. Size: amount of payroll and revenue and miles of track.
12. Self-insured retention chosen.
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Considerations for Negotiating With Class I Connections

Class I railroads are aware of the ability of small railroads to generate and feed them
traffic that may have been overlooked, undermarketed, or otherwise neglected by the
larger carriers. To the extent that small railroads are able to accomplish this, the
additional revenue from such traffic may encourage a more cooperative and supportive
attitude from the larger carriers.

Disputes between small railroads and their larger connections appear to be based mainly
on attitude. Small railroads have often been viewed as unprofessional by larger railroads,
who in turn have been accused of being uncooperative in revenue negotiations or in
providing service.

One of the critical items for many small railroads is a dependable source of car supply, as
many small carriers are financially unable to purchase their own equipment. Itis
essential that small railroads work closely with their connecting carriers to obtain needed
car supply on mutually beneficial terms.

Concerning service contracts with shippers, it is advisable to investigate previous
arrangements either the larger connection or another small railroad had with the shippers
on the line. It may be advantageous to arrange to inherit contract terms that were
negotiated between the previous owner and the shippers on the line.

The small railroad should focus on obtaining commitments from shippers that as much
traffic as possible will be routed its way, especially from those shippers that have
transportation alternatives.

With regard to the actual sale of branch lines by Class I railroads, the selling carrier will
typically desire maximum retention of assets, including equipment, and will seek the
highest purchase price for the sale. Restrictions imposed on the buyer by the selling
carrier may be in the form of “tying agreements,” whereby the connecting carrier will not
serve the small railroad at certain points unless it delivers traffic to the connection at
specified additional points. This could cause the purchasing carrier to have to move
traffic through expensive switches, unless a satisfactory agreement is negotiated. The
smaller railroad may seek either regulatory relief or, possibly, judicial relief under the
antitrust laws.

In the long term, it is usually in the best interest of the small railroad to develop its own
asset base. High quality locomotives, for instance, are critical to small railroads just

beginning operations.

The selling carrier may try to push the risk of not closing the deal onto the buyer in order
{0 ascertain the commitment of the buyer. The buyer must be prepared to demonstrate
the sincerity of its offer.
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Other negotiation areas will typically include routing, sub-contracting for services,
arbitration of disputes, record keeping responsibilities, complaints, options, length of con-
tracts, emergency charges, communications, credit, and payment terms.
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Attachment 7

Chapter 12.--CITIES AND MUNICIPALITIES
Article 34.--PORT AUTHORITIES

12-3401. Port authorities; definitions. As used in K.S.A. 12-3402 to 12-3433, inclusive:

(a) "Port authority" means a port authority or joint port authority created pursuant to
K.S.A. 12-3402, and amendments thereto.

(b) "Submerged lands" means the lands presently underlying the navigable streams of
the state of Kansas and the lands underlying the waters of lakes, harbors, and navigation
channels which have already been or which shall be created by the impoundment of the
waters and the creation of commercial navigation facilities in the navigable streams.

(c) "Uplands" means lands contiguous to or fronting upon any submerged lands in this
state.

(d) "Publication" means publication once a week on the same day of the week for three
consecutive weeks in a newspaper of general circulation in the county or counties wherein
such publication is required to be made. Publication shall be complete on the date of the last
publication.

(e) "Created," as related to port authorities, means the activation of such authorities by
ordinance or resolution as provided herein.

(f) "Port" means water-port facility, airport facility, terminal facility, land transportation
facility, railroad facility or industrial-use facility.

(g) "Industrial-use facility" means any agricultural, commercial, industrial or
manufacturing facility, including the site therefor, which is a part of or contiguous to another
port facility or which a port authority determines will further the purposes of this act and will
promote the general welfare and economic development of the area of its jurisdiction.

An agricultural, commercial, industrial or manufacturing facility need not be part of or
contiguous to another port facility if the governing body of the city or county creating a port
authority also determines that such facility will further the purposes of this act and promote
the general welfare and economic development of such city or county. If the port authority
was created by two or more cities or counties, such determination also shall be made by the
governing body of the city or county in which such facility is located. In determining whether
agricultural, commercial, industrial or manufacturing facilities, not part of or adjacent to
another port facility, will further the purposes of this act and promote the general welfare and
economic development of cities and counties, such port authorities and governing bodies
shall consider:
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(1) The desirability and economic feasibility of the proposed facility;

(2) the technical and economic capability of the port authority or private interests to
operate the proposed facility;

(3) the potential economic impact of the proposed facility on the city or county in which
the facility will be located,

(4) the impact such facility will have on the development of interstate and intrastate
traffic which will make use of ports within the state;

(5) the impact such facility may have on the growth of new ports within the state; and

(6) the impact such facility may have on any existent comprehensive land-use plan
covering the proposed location of the facility.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 1; L. 1980, ch. 70, § 3; L. 1981, ch. 76, § 1; L. 1987, ch. 75,
§ 1; July 1.

12-3402. Port authorities; purpose; creation; legislative approval; tax levy; election
required; dissolution. (a) It is the purpose of this act to promote, stimulate and develop the
general welfare, economic development and prosperity of the state of Kansas by fostering the
growth of intrastate and interstate commerce within the state; to promote the advancement
and retention of ports within the state; to encourage and assist in the location of new business
and industry in this state and the expansion, relocation or retention of existing business and
industry when so doing will help maintain existing levels of commerce within the state or
increase the movement of commodities, goods and products produced, manufactured or
grown within or without the state through existing ports within the state or lead to the
development of new ports within the state; and to promote the economic stability of the state
by maintaining and providing employment opportunities, thus promoting the general
welfare of the citizens of this state, by authorizing port authorities to be established in each
city and in each county of the state.

A port authority shall be a public body corporate and politic which if established shall be
known as the "port authority" of the city or of the county. Joint port authorities may be
created under authority of this act by cooperative agreement executed by the governing
bodies of any city or county or cities or counties. Such joint authorities formed by such
cooperative agreement shall have all the powers and jurisdiction enumerated in this act. Such
creation shall be by ordinance or resolution. Except for port authorities created prior to April
1, 1981, no port authority shall be created without approval of the legislature by concurrent
resolution. The authority shall not transact any business or exercise powers hereunder until
the passage of a concurrent resolution by the legislature as herein before provided.
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A cooperative agreement creating a joint port authority may be amended by the
governing bodies of the cities and counties which executed such agreement. Any amendment
to such a cooperative agreement, including amendments which allow other cities located
within counties which are parties to the original agreement to join in such agreement, shall
not require approval by the legislature.

No member of the authority shall serve as such who owns land, other than a residence, or
represents in a fiduciary capacity or as agent any person who owns land surveyed or
examined for port locations, except that this prohibition shall not prevent a user of a port
facility from serving as a member of the authority. s

A port authority may sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, subject to the limitations
and other provisions of the Kansas tort claims act. The exercise by such port authority of the
powers conferred upon it shall be deemed to be essential governmental functions of the
creating city or county.

(b) Any city or county creating or participating in the creation of a port authority, before
any taxes are levied shall submit the question of whether an annual tax levy may be made on
the assessed taxable tangible property of such city, county, or a combination thereof, and the
amount thereof to the electors of such city or county comprising such authority. If a majority
of those voting on the question vote in favor of such tax levy, the same may be made for such
purpose and to pay a portion of the principal and interest on bonds issued under the authority
of K.S.A. 12-1774, and amendments thereto, by cities located in the county, and otherwise
such tax levy shall not be made. If such tax levy is approved, the authority may expend funds
not otherwise appropriated to defray the expense of surveys and examinations incidental to
the purposes of the port authority and may expend funds for any of the purposes as set forth
in K.S.A. 12-3406, and amendments thereto.

(c) Subject to making due provisions for payment and performance of its obligations, a
port authority may be dissolved by the city or county, or combination thereof, comprising it.
If the port authority is dissolved, the properties of the port authority shall be transferred to the
subdivision comprising it, or, if comprised by more than one city or county, to the city or
county comprising it in such manner as may be agreed upon by them. Obligations of the
authority shall not be obligations of the state of Kansas, nor of any city or county which
creates the authority, unless the obligations are specifically approved by a majority vote of
the electors of such city or county voting on the issue. Notice of such election shall be
published in a newspaper of general circulation in the county or counties once each week for
two consecutive weeks. The first publication shall be not less than 21 days prior to such
election. Such notice shall set forth the time and place of holding the election and the issue
which the vote is to determine.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 2; L. 1970, ch. 366, § 12; L. 1979, ch. 52, § 56; L. 1980, ch.
70, § 4; L. 1981, ch. 76, § 2; L. 1981, ch. 173, § 32;

L. 1987, ch. 75, §2; L. 1999, ch. 42, § 1; July 1.
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12-3403. Same; board of directors; membership, appointment, removal, terms, officers,
quorum, expenses. (a) A port authority created in accordance with this act shall be governed
by a board of directors. Members of a board of directors of a port authority created by the
exclusive action of a city shall consist of the number of members, not less than five, it deems
necessary and be appointed by the governing body. Members of a board of directors of a port
authority created by the exclusive action of a county shall consist of such members as it
deems necessary and be appointed by the county commissioners of such county. Members of
a board of directors of a port authority created by a combination of cities and counties shall
be divided among such political subdivisions in such proportions as such political
subdivisions may agree and appointed in the same manner as this section provides for their
appointment when such political subdivision creates its own port authority. When a port
authority is created by a combination of political subdivisions, the number of directors
composing the board shall be determined by agreement between such political subdivisions.
The appointing body may at any time remove a director appointed by it for misfeasance,
nonfeasance, or malfeasance in office.

(b) The directors of any port authority first appointed shall serve staggered terms.
Thereafter each successor shall serve for a term of four years, except that any person
appointed to fill a vacancy shall be appointed to only the unexpired term and any director
shall be eligible for reappointment, and no director shall be removed except for cause, and if
removed shall have the right of appeal to the district court of the county from which the
director was appointed.

(c) The directors shall elect one of their membership as chairperson and another as vice-
chairperson, and shall designate their terms of office, and shall create and appoint such other
positions and officers as the directors deem appropriate and provided for in their rules and
regulations. A majority of the board of directors shall constitute a quorum, the affirmative
vote of which shall be necessary for any action taken by the port authority.

(d) Each member of the board of directors of a port authority shall be entitled to receive
from the port authority reimbursement for necessary and actual expenses incurred in the
performance of such director's duties.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 3; L. 1987, ch. 75, § 3; July 1.

12-3404. Same; employees; advisory board; professional help. A port authority created
in accordance with K.S.A. 12-3402 shall employ and fix the qualifications, duties, and
compensation of such employees and professional help as it may require to conduct the
business of the port and may appoint an advisory board which shall serve without
compensation. Any employee may be suspended or dismissed, and the
services of professional help may be terminated at any time by the port authority.
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12-3405. Same; area of jurisdiction. The area of jurisdiction of a port authority created
in accordance with K.S.A. 12-3402, andamendments thereto, shall include all of the territory
of the city or county, or combination thereof, comprising it, together with any other
propertyoutside thereof conveyed to it, or over which it exercises control pursuant to
subsection (a) of K.S.A. 12-3406, and amendments thereto, or pursuant to the right of
eminent domain set forth in subsection (g) of K.S.A. 12-3406, and amendments thereto,
except that in no case shall the same area be included in more than one port authority, but the
jurisdiction of the port authority first attaching shall be exclusive unless the first attaching
shall cede or convey to another.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 5, L. 1981, ch. 76, § 3; L. 1987, ch. 75, § 4; July 1.

12-3406. Same; general powers and authority; limitations. A port authority established by
K.S.A. 12-3402, and amendments thereto, shall have full power and authority to:

(a) Purchase, acquire, construct, reconstruct, improve, equip, furnish, maintain, repair,
enlarge, remodel, own, sell, lease, and operate docks, wharves, warehouses, piers, and other
water-port facilities, airport facilities, terminal facilities, land transportation facilities,
railroad facilities or industrial-use facilities within the area of its jurisdiction, as defined by
K.S.A. 12-3405, and amendments thereto, consistent with the purpose of the port authority,
which purpose is hereby declared to be for a public purpose;

(b) (1) borrow money from either private financial institutions or any agency of the state
of Kansas or of the United States of America, and to issue therefor such notes or other
evidence of indebtedness as may be required and to mortgage, pledge, or otherwise encumber
the assets of the authority as security therefor, and (2) issue bonds as provided in K.S.A. 12-
3415, and amendments thereto;

(c) apply for, receive, and participate in any grants from the state of Kansas or from the
United States of America;

(d) construct, straighten, deepen, and improve any canal, channel, river, stream, or other
watercourse or way which may be necessary or proper in the development of the facilities of
such port;

(e) purchase, acquire, own, maintain, furnish, improve, repair, enlarge, remodel,
construct, reconstruct, equip, hold, sell, lease, or operate real or personal property for the

authorized purposes of the port authority, which exercise of such authority is hereby declared
to be for a public purpose;
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(f) apply to the proper authorities of the United States government for a grant within the
limits of the port authority either individually or in conjunction with a corporate
instrumentality of this state and one or more states, or a bi-state compact or a not-for-profit
corporation authorized to do business in this state and to establish, operate and maintain
foreign trade zones pursuant to the foreign trade-zone act, 19 U.S.C.A. 81a to 81y, inclusive,
as amended,;

(g) exercise the right of eminent domain, if approved by a 2/3 vote of the governing
body of the port authority, to appropriate any land, rights, rights-of-way, franchises,
easements, or other property, necessary or proper for the construction or the efficient
operation of any facility of the port authority and included in an official plan, pursuant to the
procedure provided by law, if funds equal to the appraised value of the property to be
acquired as the result of such proceedings shall be on hand and available for such purposes.
The port authority shall not exercise the right of eminent domain without first having
received approval, by resolution, of the governing body of the city or county which created
such port authority. If the port authority was created by two or more cities or counties, the
port authority shall not exercise the right of eminent domain without first having received
approval, by resolution, of the governing body of the city or county in which such property is
located. If such property is located outside the boundaries of the port authority, such port
authority shall not exercise the right of eminent domain without first having received
approval, by resolution, of the governing body of the city if such property is located within
the corporate limits of a city or from the board of county commissioners if such property is
located within the unincorporated area of a county. A port authority shall not have the right
of eminent domain to acquire a site for an industrial-use facility.

Nothing contained in K.S.A. 12-3401 to 12-3433, inclusive, and amendments thereto,
shall authorize a port authority to take or disturb property or facilities belonging to any public
corporation, public utility, or common carrier, which property or facilities are necessary and
convenient in the operation of such public corporation, public utility, or common carrier,
unless provision is made for the restoration, relocating, or duplication of such property or
facilities, or upon the election of such public corporation, public utility, or common carrier
for the payment of compensation, if any, at the sole cost of the port authority.

If any restoration or duplication proposed to be made hereunder shall involve a relocation
of such property or facilities, the new facilities and location shall be of at least comparable
utilitarian value and effectiveness and such relocation shall not impair the ability of the
public utility or common carrier to compete in its original area of operation.

If any restoration or duplication made hereunder shall involve a relocation of such
property or facilities, the port authority shall acquire no interest or right in or to the
appropriated property or facilities, except as provided in subsection (c) of K.S.A. 12-3406,
and amendments thereto, until the relocated property or facilities are available for use and
until marketable title thereto has been transferred to the public utility or common carrier.
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Provisions for restoration, relocation, or duplication shall be described in detail in the
plan specified in K.S.A. 12-3407, and amendments thereto;

(h) maintain such funds as it deems necessary;

(i) direct its agents or employees, when properly identified in writing, and after at least
five days' written notice, to enter upon lands within the confines of its jurisdiction in order to
make surveys and examinations preliminary to location and construction of works for the
purposes of the port authority, without liability of the port authority or its agents or
employees except for actual damage done;

() sell, lease or convey real and personal property not needed for the operation of the
port authority and grant easements of rights-of-way over property of the port authority; and

(k) promote, advertise, and publicize the port and its facilities; provide traffic
information and rate information to shippers and shipping interests.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 6, L. 1973, ch. 60, § 2; L. 1980, ch. 70, § 5; L. 1981, ch. 76,
§4;L. 1987, ch. 75, § 5; July 1.

12-3407. Same; plans for development, notice and hearing; filing of objections to plan;
revised plan, when. The board of directors of a port authority shall prepare or cause to be
prepared plans for the future development, construction, improvement and utilization of ports
within its area of jurisdiction and its facilities, including such maps, profiles, and other data
and descriptions as may be necessary to set forth the location and character of the work to be
undertaken by the port authority. Upon the completion of any such plan the board of directors
shall cause notice by publication as provided in K.S.A. 12-3401, and amendments thereto, to
be given in each county in which there is a political subdivision participating in the port
authority and in which any proposed facility is to be located, and shall likewise cause notice
to be served upon the owners of the uplands contiguous to any submerged lands affected by
any such plan in the manner provided by law for service of notice in the levy of special
assessments by cities or counties, and shall permit the inspection thereof at their office by all
persons interested. The notice shall fix the time and place for the hearing of all objections to
the plan, which shall be not less than 30 nor more than 60 days after the last publication of
such notice and after service of notice upon the owners of such uplands. Any interested
person may file written objections to such plan, provided such objections are filed with the
secretary of the board of directors at the office of the secretary not less than five days prior to
the date fixed for the hearing. Objections to the plan by 20% or more of the persons owning
real property contiguous to the real property contained in the proposed plan shall require the
affirmative vote of at least 3/4 of all of the members of the board of directors for the adoption
of the plan with any modifications or amendments thereto as an official plan of the port

authority.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 7, L. 1981, ch. 76, § 5; L. 1987, ch. 75, § 6; July 1.
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12-3408. Same; modification, amendment or extension of plan; notice and hearing. The
board of directors shall, from time to time after the adoption of an official plan, have the
power to modify, amend or extend the same, provided that upon the making of any such
modification, amendment or extension thereof, the board of directors shall cause notice to be
given and shall conduct a hearing, all as provided in K.S.A. 12-3407, and amendments
thereto. The board shall not adopt any modification, amendment, or extension until the notice
has been given and the hearing held as therein provided.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 8; L. 1981, ch. 76, § 6; April 18.

12-3409. Same; validity of modification, amendment or extension of plan. A plan and any
modification, amendment or extension thereof, when adopted by the board of directors after
notice and hearing as provided in K.S.A. 12-3407 or 12-3408, and amendments thereto, shall
be final and conclusive and its validity shall be conclusively presumed.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 9; L. 1981, ch. 76, § 7, L. 1987, ch. 75, § 7; July 1.

12-3410.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 10; L. 1981, ch. 76, § 8; Repealed, L. 1987, ch. 75, § 15; July
15

12-3411. Same; inapplicability to other laws. Nothing contained in K.S.A. 12-3401 to 12-
3414, inclusive, shall:

(a) Impair the provisions of law or ordinance directing the payment of revenues derived
from public property into sinking funds or dedicating such revenues to specific purposes;

(b) Enlarge, alter, diminish, or affect in any way, any lease or conveyance made, or
action taken prior to the creation of a port authority by any city, or by any county;

(c) impair or interfere with the exercise of any permit for the removal of sand or gravel,
or other similar permits issued by this state or the United States.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 11; July 1.

12-3412. Port authorities; contracts; public bids, when required; disadvantaged business
enterprises; negotiation of sale or lease of property, when. (a) No contract for the
construction, alteration or repair of any building, structure or other improvement undertaken
by a port authority created in accordance with K.S.A. 12-3402, and amendments thereto, and
involving an expenditure exceeding $10,000 shall be awarded by the port authority unless a
notice calling for bids shall have been given by publication in the Kansas register at least 30
days prior to the opening of such bids. No contract requiring public bids shall be awarded
except to the lowest responsible bidder, except when bids are received from one or more
disadvantaged business enterprises and any applicable funding guidelines require, such
contracts may be negotiated to assure disadvantaged business participation in the project.
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Every contract awarded which requires public bids shall be in writing and signed by the
chairperson of the port authority and by the contractor and, if the contract involves work or
construction, it shall be accompanied by or shall refer to plans and specifications for the work
to be done, prepared for and approved by the port authority.

(b) In exercising the port authority's power to sell real or personal property, the port
authority may seek public bids upon specifications approved by the port authority or the port
authority may negotiate the sale of any real or personal property upon such terms as the port
authority deems to be in the public interest, except that a negotiated sale of any real or
personal property shall be subject to the following:

(1) The current lessee of such property shall have the first right to purchase such
property;

(2) such property shall be appraised by an independent appraiser prior to such sale of
property; and

(3) such sale of property shall be for no less than the appraised value of such property.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 12; L. 1980, ch. 70, § 1; L. 1981, ch. 76, §9: 11987 eh-75,
§ 8; July 1.

12-3413. Same; budget; rents and charges; surplus of funds, use. (a) The board of directors
of a port authority created in accordance with K.S.A. 12-3402, and amendments thereto, shall
annually prepare a budget for the port authority.

(b) Rents, charges and administrative fees received by the port authority shall be used
for the general expenses of the port authority and to pay interest, amortization, taxes and
retirement charges on money borrowed and reserves therefor. If there remains, at the end of
any calendar year, any surplus of such funds after providing for the above uses and reserves
therefor, the board of directors may pay such surplus into the general funds of the political
subdivisions creating and comprising the port authority in proportion to their taxable tangible
property valuation as adjusted by the assessment ratio of the state.

History; L. 1969, ch. 89, § 13; L. 1981, ch. 76, § 10; L. 1987, ch. 75, § 9; July 1.

12-3414. Same; treasurer's bond; deposits and disbursements of funds. Before receiving
any moneys, the treasurer and deputy treasurer of a port authority created in accordance with
K.S.A. 12-3402, and amendments thereto, shall furnish bond in such amount as shall be
determined by the port authority, with sureties satisfactory to it, and all funds coming into the
hands of such treasurer or deputy treasurer shall be deposited by the treasurer or deputy
treasurer to the account of the port authority in one or more such depositories as shall be
qualified to receive deposits of county funds, which deposits shall be secured in the same
manner as county funds are required to be secured. No disbursements shall be made from
such funds except in accordance with rules and regulations adopted by the port authority.
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History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 14; L. 1987, ch. 75, § 10; July 1.

12-3415. Same; borrowing money; issuance of bonds; approval required. (a) For the
purpose of paying all or any part of the cost of purchasing or acquiring land or interests
therein, and the cost of purchasing, acquiring, constructing, equipping, reconstructing,
improving, repairing, enlarging, remodeling and furnishing buildings, structures, plants,
docks, wharves, warehouses, piers, sidings and other water-port facilities, airport facilities,
terminal facilities, land transportation facilities, railroad facilities or industrial-use facilities
or any part thereof; including additions, improvements, relocations, renovations, extensions
and modifications thereof (all of which as are included in a single project are hereafter
referred to in this act as "facility or facilities"), a port authority created pursuant to this act, is
authorized to borrow money upon credit of the income and revenues to be derived from the
operation of such facilities, together with any other available income and revenues from other
revenue producing facilities of such port authority, and to issue negotiable bonds of such port
authority in such amount as the board of directors of the port authority shall deem necessary
for the purpose; and to provide for payment of such bonds and rights of holders thereof as
herein provided.

(b) The port authority shall not issue bonds without first having received approval, by
resolution, of the governing body of the cities or counties which comprise such port
authority.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 15; L. 1980, ch. 70, § 6; L. 1981, ch, 76, § 11; L. 1987, ch.
75, § 11; July 1.

12-3415a.

History: L. 1981, ch. 74, § 10; L. 1981, ch. 65, § 1; L. 1982, ch. 298, § 21; Repealed, L.
1987, ch. 75, § 15; July 1.

12-3415b.
History: L. 1981, ch. 76, § 14; Repealed, L. 1987, ch. 75, § 15; July 1.

12-3416. Port authorities; conditions of bonds; negotiability. Bonds and other obligations
authorized by this act shall be executed by the chairperson and secretary of the port authority.
Such bonds and other obligations may be issued in one or more series, may bear such date or
dates, may mature at such time or times not exceeding 40 years from their date, may be in
such denominations and in such form, either coupon or registered, may carry such
registration and conversion privileges, may be executed in such manner, may be payable in
such medium of payment at such place or places, may be subject to such terms of redemption
with or without premium, and may bear such rate of interest, and may contain such other
terms and conditions not inconsistent with this act, as may be provided by official resolution
of the board of directors of such port authority, notwithstanding the provisions of any other
statute affecting the issuance of municipal bonds.
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Such bonds may be sold in such manner and at such price or prices, not less than par plus
accrued interest to date of delivery, as provided in K.S.A. 12-3428, and amendments thereto.
Bonds issued under this act are declared to be negotiable instruments.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 16; L. 1981, ch. 76, § 12; L. 1987, ch. 75, § 12; Julyl.

12-3417. Same; bonds; installment payment of bonds; conversion provisions. In the event
any issue or series of bonds is issued pursuant to this act pursuant to a loan agreement or
bond purchase agreement with any agency of the United States government, then and in that
event, notwithstanding any other provision of law, the board of directors of the port authority
may in any resolution authorizing bonds hereunder provide for the initial issuance of one or
more bonds, in this section called “bond,” aggregating the amount of the entire issue; and
may make such provision for installment payments of the principal amount of any such bond
as it may consider desirable and may provide for the making of any such bond payable to
bearer or otherwise, registrable as to principal and interest, and where interest accruing
thereon is not represented by interest coupons, for the endorsing of payments of interest on
such bond. The board of directors of the port authority may further make provision in any
such resolution for the manner and circumstances under which any such bond may in the
future, at the request of the holder thereof, be converted into bonds of smaller denominations,
which bonds of smaller denominations may in turn be either coupon bonds or bonds
registrable as to principal or principal and interest.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 17; L. 1983, ch. 49, § 54; May 12.

12-3418. Same; exercise of powers constitutes governmental function; tax exemption for
property acquired, exceptions. The exercise of the powers granted by this act will be in all
respects for the benefit of the people of the state, for the increase of their commerce and
prosperity, and for the improvement of their health and living conditions, and the activities
and operations of a port authority will constitute the performance of essential governmental
functions. No port authority shall be required to pay any taxes or assessments upon any
property acquired and used by it or leased to another under the provisions of this act or upon
the income therefrom, and any bonds issued under the provisions of this act, their transfer
and the income therefrom (including any profit made on the sale thereof) shall at all times be
free from taxation within the state except that property acquired by a port authority shall be
exempt from ad valorem property tax only until the calendar year in which the same is
rented, leased, subleased or developed and returns revenue to such authority in excess of the
amount necessary to retire the obligations of the port authority and pay administrative costs
of the port authority, and in such year such property shall be placed upon the tax rolls and
thereafter ad valorem property taxes shall be paid thereon as is provided by law. The
provisions of this subsection shall not apply to Kansas retailers' sales tax, ad valorem
property tax on industrial-use facilities, state inheritance tax or any intangible tax.

All sales of: (1) Tangible personal property and services purchased directly by any port
authority for use exclusively by such authority; (2) tangible personal property or services

purchased by a port authority for constructing, maintaining, equipping, reconstructing,
repairing, enlarging, remodeling or furnishing port facilities other than an industrial-use
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facility; and (3) tangible personal property or services purchased with funds of a political
subdivision by a contractor for constructing, reconstructing, repairing, enlarging or
remodeling a port or industrial-use facility for any port authority shall be exempt from the
Kansas retailers' sales tax imposed by K.S.A. 79-3603, and amendments thereto.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 18; L. 1980, ch. 70, § 7; L. 1981, ch. 76, § 13; L. 1987, ch.
75, § 13; July 1.

12-3419. Same; payment of bonds from combined revenues; priorities; subsequent
series of bonds, liens. The board of directors of a port authority may in its discretion
authorize one issue of bonds hereunder for the purpose of purchasing, acquiring,
constructing, reconstructing, improving, equipping, furnishing, repairing, enlarging and
remodeling of more than one building structure, project or facility, as herein defined, and
may make such bonds payable from the combined revenues of all such buildings and
facilities so constructed, acquired, improved or equipped, in whole or in part, with the
proceeds of such bonds; together with revenues from the operation of any existing revenue
producing buildings or facilities. If more than one series of bonds shall be issued hereunder,
payable from the revenues of such buildings and facilities, priority of lien thereof as to such
revenues shall be as prescribed by proceedings authorizing the issuance of such respective
bond issues. It shall be within the discretion of the board of directors of such port authority at
the time the first series of bonds is authorized, to provide that subsequent series of bonds
payable from the same revenues, in whole or in part, shall not be issued; or that subsequent
series of bonds shall be subordinate as to lien; or that subsequent series of bonds shall enjoy
parity of lien upon such conditions and restrictions as are specified therein.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 19; L. 1981, ch. 76, § 15; April 18.

12-3420. Same; issuance of bonds and refunding bonds; approval required. The board of
directors of a port authority may issue bonds hereunder for the purpose of refunding any
bonds or other obligations of the port authority theretofore issued pursuant to this act; or it
may authorize a single issue of bonds hereunder for the purpose in part of refunding such
previous obligations and in part for the purchasing, acquiring, constructing, reconstructing,
improving, equipping, repairing, enlarging and remodeling facilities of such port authority.
The port authority shall not issue such refunding bonds without first having received
approval, by resolution, of the governing body of the cities or counties which created such
port authority.

Where bonds are issued under this section solely for refunding purposes, such bonds
either may be sold as provided in K.S.A. 12-3428, and amendments thereto, or may be
exchanged for outstanding obligations. If sold, the proceeds either may be applied to
payment of obligations refunded or may be deposited in escrow for the retirement thereof.
All refunding bonds issued under this section shall in all respects be authorized, issued and
secured in the manner provided for other bonds issued under this act and shall have all
attributes of such bonds. Except as otherwise provided in this section, all refunding bonds
issued hereunder shall be issued in the manner prescribed by and subject to the provisions of
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K.S.A. 10-116a, and amendments thereto. The board of directors may provide that any such
refunding bonds shall have the same priority of lien on the revenues pledged for their
payment as was provided for obligations refunded thereby.

History; L. 1969, ch. 89, § 20, L. 1977, ch. 58, § 8; L. 1981, ch. 76, § 16; L. 1987, ch.
75, § 14; July 1.

12-3421. Same; bonds not debt of state, county or city, exception; special obligations,
required recitals. No bonds issued under provisions of this act shall ever become a debt or
obligation of the state of Kansas, nor shall the faith and credit of the state of Kansas be
pledged in whole or in part, directly or indirectly, for the payment of such bonds, or interest
thereon, except if so authorized by election as provided in subsection (c) of K.S.A. 12-3402.
Bonds issued under this act shall not be an indebtedness of any county or counties, or any
city or cities, which shall have created or joined in the formation of the port authority issuing
the same. All bonds issued pursuant to this act shall be special obligations of the port
authority concerned, payable solely from the revenues of the buildings and facilities referred
to therein. Such bonds shall contain on the face thereof a statement to the effect that neither
the state, nor any county or city concerned shall be obligated to pay the same, or the interest
thereon, except from revenues of such facilities; and that neither the faith and credit nor the
taxing power of the state or any political subdivision thereof is pledged or may hereafter be
pledged to the payment of principal of or interest on such bonds.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 21; July 1.

12-3422. Same; pledges of revenues and income; powers of board of directors. The board of
directors of a port authority issuing bonds pursuant to the provisions of this act shall pledge
for the payment of principal of or interest on such bonds, all or any part of the revenues to be
derived from the management and operation of the buildings and facilities for the
construction, acquisition or improvement of which the bonds are issued; together with any
other available income and revenues from revenue producing facilities of such port authority.
In order to secure prompt payment of the principal and interest, and the proper application or
revenues pledged thereto, the board of directors of such port authority is authorized by
appropriate resolution:

(a) To covenant as to the use and disposition of the proceeds of the sale of such bonds;

(b) to covenant as to the operation of the facilities and buildings and the collection and
disposition of the tevenues derived from such operation;

(c) to covenant as to the rights, liabilities, powers and duties arising from the breach of
any covenant or agreement into which it may enter in authorizing and issuing the bonds;

(d) to covenant and agree to carry such insurance on the buildings and facilities, and the
use and occupancy thereof as may be considered desirable and, in its discretion, to provide

that the cost of such insurance shall be considered a part of the expense of operating the
buildings and facilities;
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(e) to vest in a trustee or trustees the right to receive all or any part of the income and
revenues pledged and assigned to or for the benefit of the holder or holders of bonds issued
hereunder and to hold, apply and dispose of the same, and the right to enforce any covenant
made to secure the bonds; and to execute and deliver a trust agreement or agreements which
may set forth the powers and duties and the remedies available to such trustee or trustees and
may limit the liability thereof and prescribe the terms and conditions upon which such trustee
or trustees or the holder or holders of the bonds in any specified amount or percentage may
exercise such rights and enforce any or all such covenants and resort to such remedies as may
be appropriate;

(f) to fix rents, charges and fees to be imposed in connection with and for the use of the
buildings, services and facilities of such port authority, which rents, charges and fees shall be
considered to be income and revenues derived from the operation of the buildings and
facilities, and are hereby expressly required to be fully sufficient to assure the prompt
payment of principal and interest on the bonds as each becomes due, and to make and
enforce such rules and regulations with reference to the use of the buildings and facilities, as
it may deem desirable for the accomplishment of the purposes of this act;

(g) to covenant to maintain a maximum percentage of use and occupancy of the
buildings and facilities for revenue producing purposes;

(h) to covenant against the issuance of any other obligations payable from the revenues
to be derived from the buildings and facilities; and to covenant as to priority of resort to such
revenues between obligations of such port authority;

(1) all such agreements and covenants entered into by the board of directors of such port
authority shall be binding upon the board and the authority, its agents and employees, and
upon its successors in interest; and all such agreements and covenants shall be enforceable by
appropriate action or suit at law or in equity, which may be brought by any holder or holders
of bonds issued hereunder or in their behalf.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 22; July 1.

12-3423. Same; agreement with federal government. The board of directors of a port
authority may enter into any agreement or contract with the United States of America or any
agency or instrumentality thereof which it may consider advisable or necessary in order to
obtain a grant of funds, a contract for purchase of its bonds, or any other aid or assistance in
connection with the construction, addition, furnishing and equipping of any building or
facility as herein defined.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 23; July 1.
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12-3424. Same; segregation and use of proceeds; contracts for buildings and facilities. The
proceeds to be derived from the sale of bonds herein authorized shall be segregated and used
solely for the purpose for which the bonds are authorized. The board of directors of a port
authority is authorized to make any contracts and execute all instruments which in its
discretion may be deemed necessary or advisable to provide for the construction, furnishing
and equipping of any building or facility as herein defined.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 24; July 1.

12-3425. Same; approval of bonds by attorney general; effect. All bonds issued hereunder
shall be submitted to the attorney general of Kansas for examination, and when such bonds
have been examined and certified as legal obligations of the issuing authority by the attorney
general in accordance with such requirements as he or she may make, the same shall be
incontestable in any court in the state of Kansas unless suit thereon shall be brought in a
court having jurisdiction thereof within ninety (90) days from the date of such approval.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 25; July 1.

12-3426. Same; investments in bonds of authority authorized. Bonds issued under the

provisions of this act are hereby made securities in which all banks, trust companies, savings

and loan associations, investment companies, and others carrying on a banking business; all

insurance companies and insurance agencies and others carrying on an insurance business,

may lawfully invest funds, including capital funds, under their control or belonging to them,

providing such bonds shall not be used by any depository as security for any public funds.
History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 26; July 1.

12-3427. Same; borrowing money in anticipation of issuance of bonds; restrictions; failure
to issue bonds, effect. Whenever the board of directors of a port authority shall have adopted
a resolution authorizing the issuance of any series of bonds hereunder and said bonds have
been sold but prior to the time as of which the bonds can be delivered, the board of directors
of a port authority finds it necessary to borrow money for the purpose for which the bonds
were authorized, such board of director may, by appropriate resolution, authorize the
borrowing of money in anticipation of the issuance of the bonds, and the issuance of the note
or notes of the board of directors to evidence such borrowing. The amount so borrowed shall
not exceed the principal amount of the bonds and shall not bear interest at a rate exceeding
the average interest rate of the bonds. Such note or notes shall be signed in the manner
prescribed by the board of directors and shall be made payable at such time or times as the
board of directors may prescribe, not later than one year from their respective dates and may
be renewed from time to time by the issuance of new notes hereunder. The proceeds of any
loan made under this section shall be devoted exclusively to the purpose for which the bonds
shall have been authorized and the note or notes and the interest thereon shall be paid with
the proceeds of the bonds simultaneously with the delivery of the bonds. If for any reason the
bonds shall not be issued, the holder or holders of the notes shall be entitled to all rights
which would have been enjoyed by the holders of the bonds had they been issued; and the
notes shall be paid from the revenues provided for the payment of the bonds, and shall be
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entitled to the benefit of all covenants, agreements and rights appearing in the resolution
authorizing the bonds for the benefit of the bonds.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 27; July 1.

12-3428. Same; sale of bonds; conditions. All bonds sold hereunder may be sold at public
or private sale in the discretion of the board of directors. If such bonds are sold at public sale,
they shall be awarded to the best bidder, based upon an open competitive public offering.
Notice of sale of such bonds shall be advertised at least fourteen (14) days in advance of the
time of receiving bids and said notice shall appear at least once a week for two (2) successive
weeks in a newspaper of general circulation in the county where the principal office of the
port authority is located. No bonds shall be sold for less than par value.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 28; July 1.

12-3429. Same; emergencies; contracts. If the port authority determines that an emergency
exists and an expenditure in an amount exceeding ten thousand dollars ($10,000) is necessary
in order to avoid loss of life, substantial damage to property, or damage to the public peace,
health, safety or welfare, the contracts to deal with such emergency may be made and entered
into without public notice or competitive bids.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 29; L. 1980, ch. 70, § 2; April 15.

12-3430. Same; oath and bond of trustees. Any trustee or trustees, as provided herein, first
shall take the oath of office required of an elected public officer and shall be under a good
and sufficient fidelity bond, to be approved by the attorney general, in a surety company
authorized to transact surety business in the state of Kansas. The cost of said bond shall be
paid from funds of the revenue bonds. The oaths of office shall be administered by any
person authorized to administer oaths in the state of Kansas.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 30; July 1.

12-3431. Same; meetings open to public; records. After the effective date of this act,
meetings of an organized port authority shall be open to the public to the same extent as is
required by law of other public boards and commissions. All records of said authority shall
be public records and shall be kept in a place, the location of which shall be listed in the
office of the county clerk of each county wherein any revenue bond authorized by them
hereunder shall be recorded.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 31; July 1.
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12-3432. Same; liability of trustees. No trustee or beneficiary shall be charged with any
liability whatsoever by reason of any act or omission committed or suffered in the
performance of such trust or in the operation of the trust property, except for willful or
grossly negligent breach of trust: Provided, however, Any act, liability for any omission, or
obligation of a trustee or trustees, in the execution of such trust, or in the operation of the
trust property, shall extend to the whole of the trust estate or so much thereof as may be
necessary to discharge such liability or obligation and not otherwise.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 32; July 1.

12-3433. Same; liberal construction; severability. This act being necessary for the
welfare of the state and its inhabitants, and for the growth and development of commerce and
industry in the state of Kansas, it shall be liberally construed to effect the purposes thereof.
The provisions of this act are severable, and if any section, sentence, clause or provision
hereof shall be held unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, the remaining
provisions shall not be impaired or invalidated thereby.

History: L. 1969, ch. 89, § 33; July 1.
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Kansas Rural Development Council
Steve Bittel, Executive Director 785/271-2770

|{e}ll

7

Kansas Electric Power Cooperative, Inc.
Loren Medley, Business Development Coordinator 785/271-4846
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House Resolution
(HCR) 5016

Requesting a Temporary
 Restraint of Railroad
Abandonment in Kansas



Events Leading To Today

e KRDC organized a Rural Rail Symposium -
held January 5, 2000
—attended by 50 participants
—request for a task force

e KRDC organized a Rail Task Force Meeting
held in August 4, 2000
—attended by 50 participants

—resolution to request STB to place a moratorium on
rail abandonment

o



Events Con’t.

e Counties are considering the issue of forming a
P ort Authority for benefit of keeping the rail

e KDOT will prepare study for developing a Rural
Transportation P olicy
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Available Grain & Hay for Shipping
State of Kansas
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Grain & Hay Production

Study Area
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Rail Issues Facing Kansans

Identified Problems with Statewide
Implications

13
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Lack of Clear Rail Abandonment
Policy in Kansas

e No policy on helping businesses and
communities facing disruption of rail service

e Need for more control of rail right-of-way
procedures

e Current loan program --- is it enough?
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Not All Costs Show Up
Immediately

e High cost of highway and bridge maintenance
e Loss of property valuation/tax revenue

e Loss of some economic activities

e Direct loss of income to farmers

15
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Needs

e Education / Technical Assistance

to Communities and Businesses
On Working With Rail
Governing Bodies

e Increased use of Port Authority
e Increased State Assistance

16
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Grain Transportation
For Commissioner Kenneth Meier

Commissioner Meier:

Per your request I called three elevators that transport grain in Harvey County;
Halstead, Walton, and Elbing with the following results.

Halstead CO-OP - Mr. Scott Woodbury.

Halstead has three elevators that receive grain from or transship grain on
Harvey county roads; Halstead, Patterson, and Mount Hope. The estimated
annual tonnage is 120,000 for all three stations the last five years. He did not
have information readily available for each location. He did mention that more
farmers were buying semi-tractor trailer rigs and hauling directly to terminal
in Newton, Hutchinson, or Wichita and that would have an impact on county
roads.

This represents 4,800 trucks @ 25 tons per truck.

Elbing Grain Company, Mr. Elmo Murray

They transport an estimated 25,500 tons of grain annually and all of it over 1*
Street / County Road 570 in Harvey County to the Newton terminal. They have
not used rail service for a number of years.

This represents 1,200 trucks @ 25 tons per truck
Farmer's Grain CO-OP Walton Ks. Mr. Larry Goerzen

They have three locations in Harvey County; Walton, McLain, and North
Newton. The estimated tonnage for each location:

Walton 45,000 tons

McLain 15,000 tons

North Newton 22,500 tons
Annual total 82,500 tons

This represents 3,300 truck @ 25 tons per truck
Total truck traffic is 9,300 annually

\\Hvdata01\admin\Special Projects\General\Grain Transportation.doctiouse Transportation Committee

03/13/01 9:51 AM March 13, 2001
Attachment 3



HARVEY COUNTY

2000
FAS & OFF-SYSTEM BRIDGE INSPECTION
Federal County Location Crossing | OM3 | POSTING | SUFF.
Bridge Bridge MARKER RATING MAINTENANCE NEEDED AND REMARKS
No. No. NEEDED % _

000000000400450 | E-17.9 |3.0S 3.1W OF NEWTON SAND CREEK — 6 | 12| 15[ 24.9 |Post6 Tons
000000000400600 | 32-R.5 |2.4W 1.5N OF HESSTON WEST EMMA CREEK — 6 9|NA 29.9
000000000400080 | 16-K.4 |4.6S OF HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK — 8 | 12 | NA| 25.7 |Channel Protection Undermining, Repost 8 ton sign is down S end.
000000000400410 | K-13.5 |5.5W OF NEWTON WEST EMMA CREEK — 8 12| 16| 30.5 |Reinforce or replace piling @ pier #2, #5 & #6. Post 8 Tons.
000000000400090 | 16-L.3 [3.7S OF HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK — 10 | 15 | NA| 48.8 [Channel Protection Undermining
000000000400480 | G-27.5 |1.0S 6.5E OF NEWTON GYPSUM CREEK — 10 | 17[NA | 419
000000000400680 | A-20.0 |3.0E SEDGWICK UNNAMED — 10 | 13| 23] 47.6
000000000400710 [ O-16.4 [0.5E 1.0S OF HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK — 10 | 15[NA 30.0
000000000400050 | 16-A.6 |AT SEDGWICK SAND CREEK — 12 | 16 | NA| 28.8 [Patch 10" drilled hole in deck, Remove large downed tree (Posted 12 Tons)
1000000000400240 | Q-16.9 [AT HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK — 12 | 27|NA | 60.3
[0° 0000400470 | G-23.6 [1.0S 2.6E OF NEWTON EAST FORKJESTER CREF 2 12 | 24[NA | 74.9
0L..00000400580 | 21-B.8 |5.0E 1.8N OF SEDGWICK JESTER CREEK — 12 | 15[NA | 21.8
000000000400010 | J-27.1 [4.6E OF NEWTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15 | 27 [ NA| 80.4
000000000400030 | J-28.7 [6.2E OF NEWTON W. BRANCH WHITEWATER — 15| 24 | NA| 67.1
000000000400060 | 16-1.01 |3.0W 1.9S OF NEWTON EAST EMMA CREEK — 151 20 | NA| 69.0
000000000400070 | 16-J.7 |5.3S OF HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK — 15 | 18 [ NA| 52.4
000000000400110 | 3-A.99 |7.0S OF BURRTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15 | 27 [ NA| 77.3
000000000400120 | 3-G.2 |1.85 OF BURRTON ‘UNNAMED STREAM — 151 27 | NA| 77.3 |Remove log upstream. Patch hole exit lane sw quad.
000000000400130 | 3-G.7 |1.3S OF BURRTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15 | 27 | NA| 77.3
000000000400140 | 3-0.2 |6.2N OF BURRTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 15| 256 [ NA| 76.3
000000000400150 | 3-0.7 |6.7N OF BURRTON BLAZE FK. LIL. ARK. RIV. — 15 ] 21 | NA| 69.3
000000000400160 | 3-0.8 |6.8N OF BURRTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15| 20[NA | 88.1 |[NW Wing needs stabilized.
000000000400170 | Q-4.5 |10.5W OF HESSTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15| 27|NA | 88.2
000000000400180 | Q-5.2 |9.8W OF HESSTON TURKEY CREEK — 15| 21|NA | 63.3 [Remove treesin R/W.
000000000400190 | Q-6.4 |8.6W OF HESSTON SAND CREEK — 15| 20| NA| 61.9
000000000400200 | Q-7.5 |7.5W OF HESSTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15| 27 | NA| 88.3
000000000400210 | Q-10.1 [4.9W OF HESSTON BLACK KETTLE CREEK — 151 27 | NA| 883
000000000400220 | Q-12.6 |2.4W OF HESSTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15| 27 | NA| 883
000000000400300 | 11-H.5 [1.5N OF HALSTEAD UNNAMED STREAM — 15| 27|NA | 8841
000000000400310 | 11-H.9 [10.0W 0.1S OF NEWTON KETTLE CREEK — 15| 27|NA | 59.8
10" 0000400320 | 11-P.5 |5.0W 0.5S OF HESSTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15| 27|NA | 89.3
Ot .00000400330 [ 11-R.8 [5.0W 1.8N OF HESSTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15| 27|NA | 883
000000000400340 | 28-A.7 |12.0E 0.7N OF SEDGWICK WILDCAT CREEK — 15| 19|NA | 65.9
000000000400350 | 28-E.4 |6.0E 4.65 OF NEWTON GYPSUM CREEK — 15| 27|NA | 89.5
000000000400360 | 28-1.4 |5.6E OF NEWTON WALNUT CREEK — 15| 27|NA | 894
000000000400370 | 28-J.8 [6.0E 0.8N OF NEWTON W. BRANCH WHITEWATER  — 15| 27|NA | 89.5 |[Checks sides & btm. water too high @ Inspect time
000000000400380 | 28-R.3 |3.0E 3.3N OF WALTON UNNAMED STREAM 2 15| 27|NA | 783
000000000400420 | K-15.1 |3.9W OF NEWTON DRY CREEK — 15| 27|NA | 894
000000000400430 | K-15.9 [3.1W OF NEWTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK — 15| 20(NA | 68.1
000000000400440 | K-16.6 |2.4W OF NEWTON EAST EMMA CREEK — 15| 27|NA | 883
000000000400460 | G-22.5 [1.0S 1.5E OF NEWTON WEST FORK JESTER CRE 2 15| 27|NA | 83.9
000000000400490 | G-3.45 [1.05 0.45E OF BURRTON KISIWA CREEK 1 15 | 27|NA 78.4 |Remove large down log, West barrel
000000000400500 | G-6.1 |4.9W OF HALSTEAD N. BRANCH KISIWA CREElf — 15| 27|NA | 784
000000000400505 |11.7-G.6|CITY OF HALSTEAD LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 15 ] 19|NA | 60.2
000000000400510 | 25-D.1 [3.9S 4.0E OF NEWTON WEST WILDCAT CREEK — 15| 27|NA | 89.5 |Post North end 15 Ton
0r~"10000400520 | O-21.7 |3.0N 0.7E OF NEWTON SAND CREEK — 15 | 18|NA | 58.5
( 200400530 | O-22.6 |3.0N 1.6E OF NEWTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15 | 22|NA 70.8 |Top has debonded Conc. consider patching & silica fume overlay
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) FAS & OFF-SYSTEM BRIDGE INSPECTION
Federal County Location Crossing ] OM3 | POSTING SUFF.
Bridge Bridge MARKER RATING MAINTENANCE NEEDED AND REMARKS
No. No. NEEDED _ %

000000000400540 | O-23.4 |3.0N 2.4E OF NEWTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15 | 27|NA 89.4
000000000400550 | O-30.4 [4.4E OF WALTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15| 27|NA 89.4
000000000400590 | 32-Q.9 |1.6W 0.9N OF HESSTON TRIB. TO WEST EMMA CK| — 15 [ 27|NA 78.2
000000000400610 | 32-L.5 |0.4W 0.5N OF NEWTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15 | 27|NA 89.1
000000000400630 | 19-J.9 15 | 27|NA No Computer file found. City File
000000000400640 | 19-k.1 15 | 27|NA No Computer file found. City File
000000000400650 | K-19.1 — 15 | 27|NA No Computer file found. City File
000000000400660 | A-18.6 |1.6E SEDGWICK UNNAMED STREAM 2 15| 27|NA 89.1
000000000400670 | A-19.9 |2.9E SEDGWICK BLACK KETTLE CREEK 2 15 | 27|NA 89.2
000000000400690 | A-20.6 |3.5E SEDGWICK UNNAMED 2 15| 23| 36| 82.6
107 10000400700 | A-21.4 |4.4E SEDGWICK UNNAMED 4 15| 19|NA 70.3
Ou_ 20000400720 | O-16.7 |2.05 0.8E OF HESSTON TRIB. MIDDLE EMMA CREf ~ — 15 | 27|NA 89.5
000000000400040 | J-30.1 |7.6E OF NEWTON E. BRANCH WHITEWATER| — 20 | NA| 40| 96.0
000000000400271 | 11-C.7 |0.7W 3.6S OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — 20 | 23|NA 81.0
000000000400620 | D-21.1 |4.0S 0.1E OF NEWTON UNNAMED STREAM — 20 |[NA |NA 96.4
000000000400020 | J-27.6 |5.1E OF NEWTON WALNUT CREEK — NA|NA|NA| 929
000000000400100 | 16-L.6 |4.5W 0.4S INT. K15-1135 MIDDLE EMMA CREEK — NA | NA| NA| 988
000000000400225 | Q@-13.5 |1.5W OF HESSTON WEST EMMA CREEK — NA [NA [NA 99.7
000000000400243 | Q-17.6 |1.0E OF HESSTON TRIB. TO MID. EMMA CREF  — NA |NA [NA 80.6 [Observe scour @ Abutments
000000000400250 | Q-19.4 |2.4E OF HESSTON EAST EMMA CREEK — NA |NA |NA 97.2
000000000400260 | A-15.4 |AT SEDGWICK LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — NA |[NA |NA 99.7
000000000400281 | 11-F.9 |W. EDGE OF HALSTEAD TRIB. LITTLE ARK. RIVER — NA |NA |NA 99.7
000000000400290 | 11-G.6 |0.6N OF HALSTEAD LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — NA |NA [NA 82.0
000000000400390 | R-29.1 |3.0N 3.6E OF WALTON DOYLE CREEK — NA |NA |NA 91.9
000000000400400 | R-29.3 |3.0N 3.8E OF WALTON UNNAMED STREAM — NA |[NA |NA 91.9 [Observe scour @ Abutments
000000000400560 | 32-N.1 |1.0N 2.5W INT. K15-1135 EAST EMMA CREEK — NA [NA |NA 96.8
000000000400570 | 32-0.8 |0.6S.E. OF HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK — NA |[NA |NA 94.8
000000000400730 | O-18.9 |6.0W OF WALTON EAST EMMA CREEK — NA |[NA |NA 99.0 [Starting to scour under abut, Needs Backwalls
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2000
FAS & OFF-SYSTEM BRIDGE INSPECTION
Federal County Location Crossing | OM3 | POSTING SUFF.
Bridge Bridge MARKER RATING MAINTENANCE NEEDED AND REMARKS
No. No. NEEDED %o

Local / Minor
W E e ELEIGEE N R-13.5 |2.5W 1.0N OF HESSTON WEST EMMA CREEK 2 3 5|NA 38.0 |All piling show signs of dry rot Repair S piling @ Pier #3(dry rot & no support)
O eE DB Yl 18-F.4 |2.5W 4.1S OF NEWTON TRIB. TO SAND CREEK —_— 3 3|NA 22.4
[elo[eZ: oLy Soo T2l 8-C.9 [5.0E 5.1S OF BURRTON TRIB. TO KISIWA CREEK 2 4 6{NA 33.0
[o]e%LololTolek 0EYGGM G-15.1 [3.1E OF HALSTEAD EAST EMMA CREEK — 4 5|NA | 47.0 [Remove trees in R/W
[POLELLEREEDELV B-20.4 [8.55 OF NEWTON JESTER CREEK 1 4 7{NA 26.2 |Trim trees near bridge
[elo[e ol loleBTot 0l D-15.5 [6.0W INT. [135 & K196 TRIB. OF EMMA CREEK — 5 7INA 41.6
oo = Too [y RT0STE O M-17.6 |4.0S 1.7E OF HESSTON EAST EMMA CREEK 2 5 9[NA 45.0 |Repair bit mat chuck holes in deck surface
o[ ELfoE A R0 E 0 C-21.1 |7.0W 2.0S OF ANNELLY JESTER CREEK — 5 8{NA 20.4
We[eZ DRSO E-22.1 |5.55 1.6E OF NEWTON JESTER CREEK — 5 7INA 19.4 |[Note Rebar showing & spalling bottom of deck

[ofsPdS0BEISE 23-L.4 |2.5E 1.9N OF NEWTON TRIB. TO SAND CREEK 4 5 9INA 19.4
0 (kiYL 30-1.2 (1.0W 5.2N OF WHITEWATER |EAST WHITEWATER CREH  — 5 5|NA 26.5
DDz lolofkisklvEyAl F-30.3 |2.2E 1.0N OF ANNELLY TRIB. EAST WHITEWATER] — 5 6|NA 22.4 |Remove trees so that posting is visable
lefozTolorclolsk 05T 0T0M C-15.1 |7.5S 5.4W OF NEWTON EMMA CREEK — 6 8INA 25.0 [Patch pot holes in bit mat & patch hole in deck span 4
WL Toof kWLl K-26.75 [0.5N 6.2E OF NEWTON TRIB. W. WHITEWATERCH — 6 9|NA 28.5 |Monitor scour @ abuts. Monitor crack in abut. backwall
oo Dolekskispdoits0lol E-30.7 |2.6E OF ANNELLY EAST WHITEWATER CREH — 6 8|NA 41.8  |Remove trees so that posting is visable
DLLEN LRI R-4.5 (1.5E 9.0N OF BURRTON SUN CREEK 2 7 13[NA 36.0 |Remove log jam ASAP. Reinforce Piling #1 @ Pier #2. Posted 3 Tons
WiEDrCrEhETOV  J-9.5 |1.5N 7.3E OF BURRTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 7 13| 18] 40.0
e[z Tololsolsk 0o lol E-15.1 |6.4W 1.0N INT. 1135-K186 EMMA CREEK — 7 11|NA 50.2  [Trim or remove overhanging trees
[ealoZRelorcelep [ots (ol D-15.1 (3.0S 3.1E OF HALSTEAD EMMA CREEK — 7 9INA 47.0
DTl feolo T A 20-Q.9 |6.0N OF NEWTON EAST EMMA CREEK 2 7 | 11|NA 22.4
e[oRafercyfelsDSE T C-20.9 |7.5S 0.4E OF NEWTON TRIB. TO JESTER CREEK 2 7 12|NA 29.5 [Remove frees that overhang Gd. Rail. Remove 1' dead load gravel.
WL E PR WGTSE 21-K.6 |1.1N 0.5E OF NEWTON SAND CREEK — 7 11[NA 48.3 |Need stabilized fill NW corner. Post 7 Tons
2D ek BRI E-22.2 |5.55 1.7E OF NEWTON JESTER CREEK — 7 11[NA 22:5
el Dfofsp ol stafsi M 23-A.2 |2.5E 9.3S OF NEWTON TRIB. TO GOOSEBERRY C| — 7 11|NA 28.0 [Replace bridge or replace all piling in N. abut. Post 3 Tons until repaired.
Wz rr G E 24-0.7 [3.5E 5.2N OF NEWTON BEAVER CREEK 2 7 12|NA 39.0 [Reinforce stringer #12, Span A. Post 3 Tons until repairs are made.
WLZ eyl H-24.2 |2.5S 3.7E OF NEWTON JESTER CREEK — 7 11|NA 55.3
ORI EREEELEVE A-28.5 |9.5S 8.0E OF NEWTON WILDCAT CREEK — 7 11[NA [ 47.3
Dz hERISCE0 E-30.6 |2.5E OF ANNELLY EAST WHITEWATER CREH  — 7 | 15|NA [ 427 |Small log jam, needs chain saw work to pass bridge
N lop LG K-8.6 |0.5N 11.5W OF NEWTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER 8 10[NA 19.4 |Note Rebar showing in girders & cover spalling

Wpgerole:ojsM 9-D.1 |6.0E 4.95 OF BURRTON KISIWA CREEK — 8 | 14[NA 27.3
0 rgerololf:vAl 9-C.9 |3.0W 3.0S OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — 8 | 14[NA 25.3
[efoxToloygeleo[olstsloisl 10-D.1 |7.0E 4.9S OF BURRTON KISIWA CREEK — 8 11|NA 24.0
D ELEREEDETEPE D-20.4 |3.0S 8.4E OF HALSTEAD TRIB. TO JESTER CREEK — 8 13|NA 64.4
PODET KRG L-27.6 |7.1E 1.0S INT. [135-K15 WEST WHITEWATER CRE — 8 14|NA 40.8
e kkOGEEOM D-17.2 |3.0S 5.2E OF HALSTEAD SAND CREEK — 9 | 14|NA | 66.3 |Remove treesin R/\W
WhpETfelsg kil D-17.8 |3.0S 5.8E OF HALSTEAD TRIB. TO SAND CREEK — 9 15|NA 67.3 |Post bridge 9 tons
PllenTeelsph s s Q-21.9 [6.5N 1.4E OF NEWTON SAND CREEK 2 9 15|NA 67.3
ODEh iR B-22.4 18.5S 1.9E OF NEWTON GOOSEBERRY CREEK — 9 | 16|NA | 42.1 |Moderate dry rot on some piling, monitor
o Tolopds koo lsTsloy A 2-N.3 |1.0W 5.3N OF BURRTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER 2 10 | 14|NA 36.3 |Remove trees overhanging bridge saw large logs to pass piers. Post 10 tons
(oo helopgs kYOI O-2.6 |6.0N OF BURRTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER 1 10 | 13|NA 33.8
WONEDDrERENEDE O-2.65 |6.0N OF BURRTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER 1 10| 16|NA | 454
([o[oElelopgsislinlsyd XMW 5-E.7 |2.0E 3.35 OF BURRTON KISIWA CREEK 1 10 | 16|NA 57.1
(oD lirdek LG 6-0.4 [3.0E 6.6N OF BURRTON TRIB. LITTLE ARK. RIV. 2 10 | 16|NA 65.1 |Remove trees to expose posting sign
DD EDlpelTst 2 D-8.7 |3.0S 3.3W OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — 10 | 18|NA 34.8 |[Not bridge size - remove from file
=Tkl y (il G-12.4 |0.5E OF HALSTEAD LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 10 | 10|NA 32.9

SEOETOE J-14.3 |0.55 6.2W OF NEWTON WEST EMMA CREEK — 10 | 14[NA | 483
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2000
FAS & OFF-SYSTEM BRIDGE INSPECTION
County Location Crossing | om3 | POSTING | SUFF.
Bridge MARKER RATING MAINTENANCE NEEDED AND REMARKS
No. — NEEDED %o
N-16.2 [3.0S 0.2E OF HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK 4 10 [ 15|NA 49.3 |Post west end 10 tons & reset east posting
F-17.9 |6.0E 1.0S OF HALSTEAD TRIB. TO SAND CREEK 2 10 | 18|NA 49.3
F-18.3 |1.0S 6.3E OF HALSTEAD SAND CREEK — 10 | 15|NA 67.3 |Trim or remove trees overhanging rail
19-N.7 [1.5W 4.2N OF NEWTON EAST EMMA CREEK 4 10 [ 15]NA 37.2
22-Q.3 |1.5E 6.8N OF NEWTON SAND CREEK — 10 | 14|NA 41.8
22-P.0 |3.0W 1.0N OF WALTON TRIB. TO SAND CREEK 1 10 18|NA 59.8 |Monitor scour @ abuts.
22-D.6 |1.5E 5.9S OF NEWTON JESTER CREEK — 10 | 17|NA 72.0
23-E.2 |1.5E 1.2N INT. K196-1135 JESTER CREEK — 10 [ 16]NA 49.6
C-25.4 |7.5S 4.9E OF NEWTON TRIB. TO WILDCAT CREEK  — 10 | 17|NA 46.0 [Needs several bridge planks replaceded
M-26.3 |2.5N 5.8E OF NEWTON TRIB. W. WHITEWATER CH 2 10 [ 15|NA 54.8
27-A.8 |4.0E 2.25 OF WHITEWATER |WILDCAT CREEK — 10 [ 18|NA 35.2 |Post south end 10 tons
G-29.1 |3.58 8.6E OF NEWTON WEST WHITEWATER CRE — 10 [ 18|NA 45.7
G-30.8 |3.0N 0.2W OF WHITEWATER |EAST WHITEWATER CREE  — 10 [ 20|NA 34.9
F-30.8 |2.5E 1.0N OF ANNELLY EAST WHITEWATER CREF 1 10 [ 15|NA 20.4
L-9.0 [1.5N 11.4W OF NEWTON BLACK KETTLE CREEK — 12 | 22| 40| 96.0
D-13.5 [3.0S 1.5E OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — 12 | 16]NA 57.1
19-0.1 |1.5W 4.6N OF NEWTON EAST EMMA CREEK 2 12 [ 22|NA 59.9
H-30.5 |2.5S 10.0E OF NEWTON EAST WHITEWATER CREE 2 12 | 22|NA 69.4 |Remove frees so that posting is visable
17-K.5 [1.0N 3.5W OF NEWTON EAST EMMA CREEK — 13 [ 22|NA 794
L-27.4 |1.5N 6.9E OF NEWTON WEST WHITEWATER CRE — 13 | 23|NA 72.0
L-21.1 |0.5E OF NORTH NEWTON SAND CREEK = 14 | 18|NA 69.8 |Minor wearing surface debonding spans 1 & 2
C-1.2 [1.3W 6.0S OF BURRTON TRIB. TO ARKANSAS RIVE| — 15 | 27|NA §8.5
7-N.8 |4.0E 5.8N OF BURRTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 15| 19|NA 68.5 |Need deck patching & silica fume overlay
7-D.8 |4.0E 4.1S OF BURRTON KISIWA CREEK — 15 | 27|NA 89.5
7-C.9 |4.0E 5.1S OF BURRTON KISIWA CREEK — 15| 27|NA 89.5
7A.2 |4.0E 7.8S OF BURRTON STREAM 2 15| 27|NA 89.5 |Need 2 MO3 & N 15 ton sign
0-7.1 [2.0S 8.8W OF HESSTON TRIB. LITTLE ARK. RIV. — 15 | 27|NA 88.5 [Need stabilized fill NE corner Rdwy approach
M-7.6 [4.0S 8.5W OF HESSTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 15 | 21|NA 79.9 [Showing repaired piling, post bridge 15 tons
K-8.7 [0.5N 11.4W OF NEWTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 15 | 20{NA 65.2
M-9.1 [4.0S 6.9W OF HESSTON BLACK KETTLE CREEK — 15 | 25|NA 75.8 [Scour under west abut
K-9.7 [0.5N 10.8W OF NEWTON BLACK KETTLE CREEK — 15 | 15|NA 68.3
12-F.3 |10.7S OF HALSTEAD UNNAMED STREAM — 15| 23|NA 72.0
12-D.05[1.0E 2.9S OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — 15 | 22{NA 39.6
F-12.2 [1.08 0.2E OF HALSTEAD UNNAMED STREAM _ 151 151 NA| 633 T.ri-m trees overhanging handrail, Scour behind abuts piling, needs steel sheet
piling, needs backwall
M-16.6 |4.0S 2.4W OF HESSTON WEST EMMA CREEK 2 15 |[NA |NA 96.0
D-13.7 |3.0S 1.7E OF HALSTEAD LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 15 | 20|NA 66.2
H-14.3 |0.5N 2.7E OF HALSTEAD WEST EMMA CREEK — 15 [ 20|NA 78.2
F-15.1 ]1.0S 3.1E OF HALSTEAD EMMA CREEK — 15| 19|NA 71.5 |Remove trees in RIW
P-15.6 |1.0S 0.6W OF HESSTON DRY CREEK — 15 [ 27|NA 89.4
C-15.6 |1.8N 0.4W OF SEDGWICK TRIB. TO EMMA CREEK — 15 [ 27|NA 61.5
J-16.4 |0.58 4.1W OF NEWTON TRIB. MIDDLE EMMA CREH  — 15 [ 23|NA 77.0
D-16.9 |3.0S 4.9E OF HALSTEAD TRIB. TO SAND CREEK — 15| 23|NA 83.0
17-C.6 |3.5W 6.9S OF NEWTON SAND CREEK — 15 | 23|NA 83.0
17-C.2 |3.5W7.35 OF NEWTON TRIB. TO SAND CREEK 1 15 [ 27|NA 87.5
L-17.1 |1.5N 3.3W OF NEWTON EAST EMMA CREEK — 15 [ 20|NA 49.7
18-M.8 |2.5W 3.3N OF NEWTON EAST EMMA CREEK 3 15| 23|NA 82.0 [Repair south end of steel plank deck soon
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2000
FAS & OFF-SYSTEM BRIDGE INSPECTION
County Location Crossing | OM3 | POSTING | SUFF.
Bridge MARKER RATING MAINTENANCE NEEDED AND REMARKS
No. _ — NEEDED %
L-19.5 [1.5N 1.0W OF NEWTON TRIB. TO SAND CREEK — 15 | 27[NA 89.5 [Rip Rap toewalls
P-21.7 [1.0S 5.8E OF HESSTON SAND CREEK 3 15 | 20[NA 60.7
R-22.2 [7.5N 1.8E OF NEWTON SAND CREEK 2 15 | 22[NA 80.4
L-22.5 |1.5E OF NEWTON UNNAMED STREAM — 15 | 27|NA 89.5 |Add riprap to toewalls.
M-27.4 {2.5N 6.9E OF NEWTON WEST WHITEWATER CRE 2 15 | 23|NA 715
B-27.6 |18.5S8 7.1E OF NEWTON WILDCAT CREEK — 15 | 27|NA 89.5 |Clean 2 west barrels. Add stabilized Fill to toewalls of E. barr.
L-30.1 [1.5N 9.6E OF NEWTON TRIB. E. WHITEWATER CK 1 15| 27|NA 89.5 |Need stablized fill, 2' washouts into Rdwy.
D-13.1 [3.0S 1.1E OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — 16 | 26|NA 76.2
K-26.1 |0.5N 5.6E OF NEWTON TRIB. W. WHITEWATER CH — 16 | 27|NA 87.5
F-12.6 |1.0S 0.8E OF HALSTEAD LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 17 | 26|NA 74.2 [Remove drift upstream
H-19.2 [0.5N 7.7E OF HALSTEAD SAND CREEK — 17 | 23|NA 84.0
F-22.2 11.0S 10.2E OF HALSTEAD TRIB. TO JESTER CREEK — 17 | 23|NA 72.0 |Post bridge 17 tons
17-Q.3 [0.3N 1.0E OF HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK 2 18 [ 28|NA 83.7 [Log drift upstream side needs chain saw work
N-13.3 |13.0S 2.7W OF HESSTON WEST EMMA CREEK 2 19 | 30|NA 89.9
2-0.95 |1.0W 6.8N OF BURRTON BLAZE FORK CREEK 1 20 | 27|NA 86.5
A-3.3 |8.0S 0.3E OF BURRTON TRIB. TO ARKANSAS RIVE| — 20 [NA [NA 96.0
5-Q.4 |2.0E 8.6N OF BURRTON SUN CREEK - 20 | 27|NA 91.5 |Remove logs up stream
5-0.3 |2.0E 6.3N OF BURRTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 20 | 27|NA 86.5 |Remove frees overhanging bridge
A-5.4 18.0S 2.4E OF BURRTON TRIB. TO ARKANSAS RIVE — 20 [NA |NA 97.0  |Needs 2 new OM3 or paint existing ones
6-0.2 |3.0E 6.2N OF BURRTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 20 | 27INA 86.5 |Remove trees overhanging bridge
6-G.2 |3.0E 1.8S OF BURRTON NORTH BRANCH KISIWA [ — 20 [NA [NA 97.0
R-6.7 |1.0N 9.3W OF HESSTON SAND CREEK — 20 | 27[NA 86.5
D-6.8 |3.0S 5.2W OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — 20 [NA [NA 98.0
D-7.2 |3.0S 4.8W OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — 20 [NA [NA 98.0
7-D.3 |3.0S 4.7W OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — 20 | 27|NA 90.5
L-7.9 |3.5N 4.9E OF BURRTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 20 | 25|NA 83.8
8-K.8 |5.0E 2.8N OF BURRTON LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 20 [ 25|NA 83.9
J-8.3 [1.5N 5.8E OF BURRTON TRIB. LITTLE ARK. RIV. — 20 [NA [NA 97.0
9-L.8 |6.0E 3.8N OF BURRTON BLACK KETTLE CREEK — 20 | 24[NA 87.4
D-9.1 |3.0S 2.9W OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK - 20 [NA [NA 98.0
N-9.9 |3.0S 6.1W OF HESSTON BLACK KETTLE CREEK 2 20 | 24[NA 87.4 |Remove trees & limbs in R/W needs steel sheet piling on W abut
10-R.1 [7.0E 9.1N OF BURRTON TRIB. BLACK KETTLE CRE 2 20 |NA [NA 99.0
0-10.2 [2.0S 5.8W OF HESSTON BLACK KETTLE CREEK 2 20 [NA [NA 99.0
R-10.4 |1.0N 5.5W OF HESSTON BLACK KETTLE CREEK 2 20 [NA [NA 99.0
K-10.4 |0.5N 10.1W OF NEWTON TRIB. BLACK KETTLE CRE| — 20 |NA |NA 97.0
J-10.5 |1.5N 8.0E OF BURRTON BLACK KETTLE CREEK — 20 | 23[NA 81.0 [Remove trees over hanging bridge & in riw
P-10.8 {1.0S 5.3W OF HESSTON TRIB. LITTLE ARKANSAS R 20 [NA [NA 97.0
H-11.6 |0.5N OF HALSTEAD BLACK KETTLE CREEK — 20 | 21[NA 80.9 |Remove 12' posting, no posting required
G.7-11.8|AT PARK AT HALSTEAD BLACK KETTLE CREEK — 20 [NA [NA 79.5
D-11.9 3.0S 0.1W OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — 20 [NA [NA 98.0
H-12.1 |0.5N 0.5E OF HALSTEAD TRIB. LITTLE ARKANSAS R — 20 INA [NA 97.0 |Remove 15 high tree from bridge deck
S-12.4 |3.5W 2.0N OF HESSTON TRIB. WEST EMMA CREEK 2 20 |NA [NA 97.0
P-12.7 |1.0S 3.3W OF HESSTON TRIB. TO EMMA CREEK 2 20 [NA [NA 91.8
13-0.3 |2.0W 1.9S OF HESSTON EMMA CREEK — 20 |[NA [NA 95.9
13-D.1 |1.0E 2.9S OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — 20 [NA [NA 98.0
P-13.5 {1.0S 2.5W OF HESSTON WEST EMMA CREEK 2 20 | 27[NA 87.5 |Remove trees in R/'W
M-13.5 |4.0S 2.5W OF HESSTON WEST EMMA CREEK — 20 | 20[NA 91.5
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FAS & OFF-SYSTEM BRIDGE INSPECTION

County Location Crossing | omM3 | POSTING SUFF.

Bridge MARKER RATING MAINTENANCE NEEDED AND REMARKS

No. NEEDED - % e

L-13.5 [1.5N 6.9W OF NEWTON WEST EMMA CREEK 2 20 | 27|NA 86.5 |Remove trees overhanging bridge SE corner needs stabilized fill
0-13.6 [2.08 2.4W OF HESSTON WEST EMMA CREEK 2 20 | 26[NA 85.2 |Abut needs steel sheet piling back wall
14-R.9 |2.0W 1.9N OF HESSTON WEST EMMA CREEK 4 20 |[NA [NA 97.0

C-14.7 |1.0W 2.0N OF SEDGWICK LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 20 [ 20[NA 89.5

15-B.6 [3.0E 4.4S OF HALSTEAD LITTLE ARKANSAS RIVER — 20 | 26[NA 84.2

C-16.7 |7.5S 3.8W OF NEWTON SAND CREEK — 20 | 20[NA 84.2 |Remove trees in RAW

C-16.8 |7.58 3.7W OF NEWTON SAND CREEK — 20 |[NA [NA 97.0

C-20.4 |7.55 OF NEWTON TRIB. TO JESTER CREEK — 20 [NA |NA 97.0 |Trim trees overhanging Gd. Fo.

E-21.3 |3.0S OF NEWTON UNNAMED STREAM — 20 |[NA |NA 97.0

F-21.6 [2.0S OF NEWTON UNNAMED STREAM — 20 [NA [NA 97.0

22-A.4 |1.5E 9.1S OF NEWTON GOOSEBERRY CREEK — 20 [NA |[NA 97.0

22-A.3 |1.5E 9.28 OF NEWTON TRIB. TO GOOSEBERRY C| — 20 [NA [NA 97.0 |Remove trees overhanging Gd rails
24-G.8 |2.0E 2.25 OF NEWTON JESTER CREEK — 20 | 27[NA 89.5

26-B.6 |5.0W 1.4S5 OF WHITEWATER [WEST WILDCAT CREEK — 20 |[NA [NA 97.0 |Trim trees near bridge

B-26.7 |8.55 6.2E OF NEWTON TRIB. TO WILDCAT CREEK  — 20 [NA [NA 97.0 |Remove trees near Br,

27-D.1 |3.0W OF WHITEWATER WILDCAT CREEK — 20 [NA [NA 97.0

1-28.7 |1.5S 8.2E OF NEWTON WEST WHITEWATER — 20 [ 23|NA 82.0

29-G.3 |2.0W 3.3N OF WHITEWATER |WEST WHITEWATER CRE| — 20 [ 23|NA 79.0

29-C.7 |2.0W 0.3S OF WHITEWATER |GYPSUM GREEK — 20 | 21|NA 75.9

30-F.2 [1.0W 2.2N OF WHITEWATER |WEST WHITEWATER CRE| — 20 |NA |NA 79.0

30.C.1 |1.0W 0.9S OF WHITEWATER [GYPSUM CREEK — 20 | 23|NA 80.0

(C-30.0 |7.58 9.5E OF NEWTON GYPSUM CREEK — 20 | 23|NA 80.0 |Remove trees near bridge approaches
S$-4.5 |2.0N 11.5W OF HESSTON SUN CREEK — NA |[NA |[NA | 100.0

E-4.6 |3.55 1.5E OF BURRTON TRIBUTARY TOKISIWACK — NA [NA |NA 92.0

5-0.95 [10.0W 1.0S OF HESSTON UNNAMED STREAM — NA [NA |NA 87.9

E-6.3 |3.5S 6.3E OF BURRTON KISIWA TRIBUTARY — NA [NA |NA 92.0 |Monitor scour @ abuts.

S-6.8 |2.0N 9.2W OF HESSTON CROOKED CREEK — NA |[NA [NA | 100.0

N-6.8 |3.0S 9.2W OF HESSTON TRIB. LITTLE ARK. RIV. — NA [NA |NA 97.0

D-7.9 |3.05 4.1W OF HALSTEAD KISIWA CREEK — NA [NA |NA 97.0

8-C.5 [5.0E 5.5S OF BURRTON KISIWA CREEK 1 NA [NA |NA 97.0

9-L.1 [6.0E 3.1N OF BURRTON BLACK KETTLE CREEK — NA [NA [NA 96.0 |Remove 12 ton posting sign both ends
0-13.1 12.0S 2.9W OF HESSTON TRIB. TO WEST EMMA CRI 2 NA [NA |[NA 97.0

14-J.5 |2.0E 3.5N OF HALSTEAD WEST EMMA CREEK — NA | 28[NA 87.7

G-14.9 [2.9E OF HALSTEAD WEST EMMA CREEK — NA [NA [NA 90.5 |Remove trees in RIW

M-15.1 [4.08 0.9W OF HESSTON WEST DRY CREEK 2 NA [NA [NA 99.0

M-16.1 [4.0S 0.1E OF HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK — NA | 26[NA 88.2 |Remove trees overhanging handrail
L-16.1 |1.5N 4.4W OF NEWTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK — NA |[NA [NA 85.2

J-16.1 10.58 4.3W OF NEWTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK 1 NA [ 25[NA 83.9

P-16.7 |1.0S 0.4E OF HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK 2 NA | 25[NA 83.9

R-17.3 |1.0N 1.4E OF HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK 2 NA | 24[NA 80.4

S§-17.5 |2.0N 1.5E OF HESSTON MIDDLE EMMA CREEK — NA | 27[NA 86.5

H-17.9 |1.0S 1.9W OF NEWTON MUD CREEK s NA [NA |NA 96.0 |Scour under abuts typ. needs backwall
(G-18.2 |6.2E OF HALSTEAD MUD CREEK — NA [NA [NA 98.0 |Trim or remove trees overhanging rail
(G-18.9 |6.9E OF HALSTEAD SAND CREEK 2 NA [NA |NA 85.5

P-19.0 [3.0N 1.5W INT. K15-1135 EAST EMMA CREEK 2 NA [NA |[NA 94.0

19-H.1 [1.5W 2.45 OF NEWTON TRIB. TO SAND CREEK — NA [NA |NA 97.0 |Remove long R.R tie from up stream side
19-G.5 [1.5W 3.0S OF NEWTON SAND CREEK — NA | 36|NA 89.2 [Monitor scour @ abuts.




HARVEY COUNTY

Federal
Bridge
No.

0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
(sl 08
0 008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008
0004008

00040084
00040084

00
200
200
970

00

00

00040080700

0004008
0004008

20
230

o
-

340

2000
FAS & OFF-SYSTEM BRIDGE INSPECTION
County Location Crossing | OM3 | POSTING SUFF.
Bridge MARKER RATING MAINTENANCE NEEDED AND REMARKS
No. - - - —_— NEEDED "_/u

19-G.2 [1.5W 3.35 OF NEWTON TRIB. TO SAND CREEK — NA [NA |NA 97.0

H-19.0 |0.5N 7.5E OF HALSTEAD SAND CREEK 2 NA |NA [NA 97.0 |Exposed toewalls needs stabilized fill up & down stream
1-19.7 [1.5S 0.7W OF NEWTON SAND CREEK — NA | 20{NA 83.9
R-20.05[4.1E 1.0N OF NEWTON EAST EMMA CREEK 2 NA [NA [NA 97.0

M-21.1 |0.6E OF INT. 1135-K15 SAND CREEK — NA [NA [NA | 100.0

N-21.3 |2.0N 1.0E OF NORTH NEWTOl SAND CREEK 1 NA | 27[NA 84.5 |Remove trees in R/W overhanging bridge
R-21.9 |7.0N 1.5E OF NEWTON TRIB. TO SAND CREEK 2 NA [NA [NA 92.0

22-N.7 |3.2W 0.3S OF WALTON BEAVER CREEK — NA [NA [NA 96.0

Q-22.6 [6.5E OF HESSTON TRIB. TO SAND CREEK 2 NA [NA [NA 97.0

23-Q.3 [2.5E 6.8N OF NEWTON TRIB. TO SAND CREEK — NA [NA [NA 97.0

23-0.4 [2.5E 5.1N OF NEWTON BEAVER CREEK 2 NA [NA [NA 88.2

23-0.1 [2.1W 0.1N OF WALTON TRIB. TO BEAVER CREEK 2 NA [NA [NA 92.0 ;

F-23.5 |4.5W 1.0N OF ANNELLY JESTER CREEK — NA [NA [NA 97.0 |Needs stablized backfill SE corner
26-E.2 |4.0E 4.85 OF NEWTON TRIB. TO WILDCAT CREEK  — NA [NA [NA 97.0

M-26.5 [2.5N 5.9E OF NEWTON TRIB. W. WHITEWATER CH 2 NA [NA [NA 97.0

27-L.1 [1.6N 6.5E OF NEWTON WILDCAT CREEK — NA [NA [NA 97.0

N-27.3 |1.0N 6.7E INT. 1135-K15 WEST WHITEWATER CRE 2 NA [NA [NA 97.0

F-27.6 |4.5S8 7.1E OF NEWTON GYPSUM CREEK — NA [NA [NA 97.0

E-28.1 |1.0N 2.8W OF WHITEWATER [GYPSUM CREEK — NA [NA |[NA 97.0 [Remove treesoverhanging guard fence.
29-Q.2 [8.0E 6.7N OF NEWTON TRIB. TO DOYLE CREEK 2 NA [NA [NA 97.0

30-Q.4 [9.5E 6.8N OF NEWTON DOYLE CREEK — NA [NA [NA 85.7

30-0.2 [9.5E 4. 7N OF NEWTON DOYLE CREEK 2 NA [NA [NA 97.0

P-30.8 [5.5N 10.2E OF NEWTON TRIB. TO DOYLE CREEK 2 NA [NA [NA 97.0

31-P.5 |10.5E 6.0N OF NEWTON DOYLE CREEK 1 NA | 27[NA 84.5 |Remove trees overhanging bridge
31-P.4 |10.5E 5.9N OF NEWTON TRIB. TO DOYLE CREEK 2 NA [NA |NA 97.0

2.0W 0.9N OF HESSTON TRIB. WEST EMMA CREEK 76.5 [No Harvey County File

P-28.9 [4.0E 1.0N OF WALTON TRIB. TO DOYLE CREEK — Replaced w/ 8' x 5' Squash Pipe (Remove From Harvey County Files)
C-30.2 |7.55 9.7E OF NEWTON LOCAL ROAD — Railroad Bridge

—Replaced 1997

Tofd
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KANSAS

ASSOCIATION OF

COUNTIES

6206 SW 9th Terrace
Topeka, KS 66615
785027292585
Fax 78527223585
email kac@ink.org

TESTIMONY
concerning House Concurrent Resolution No. 5016
re. a Moratorium on Rail Abandonments in Kansas
House Transportation Committee

Presented by Randy Allen, Executive Director
Kansas Association of Counties
March 13. 2001

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my name is Randy Allen,
Executive Director of the Kansas Association of Counties. [ am here today to
express support for HCR 5016 as it would apply to abandonment of rail lines in
rural Kansas.

In the process of developing our policy statements for the 2001
legislative session, Kansas county officials had a good discussion about the
negative impact that rail abandonment has had on county roads and bridges,
many of which were not constructed to carry heavy loads of commodities
formerly shipped by rail. Counties and rural townships are responsible for
maintaining 109,606 miles or 81.9% of all public road miles in Kansas and for
19,787 or 75.9% of all public bridges in Kansas. As such, counties’ investment in
roads and bridges is enormous. The financial strain on county budgets for the
maintenance of county roads and bridges swells each time rail abandonment
occurs. As such, the KAC's policy statement, unanimously adopted by our
membership last November, is to urge the federal Surface Transportation Board
to declare a moratorium on all #ura/ rail abandonment in Kansas until the State of
Kansas and local communities have an opportunity to develop a rural
transportation policy and determine the feasibility of a responsible party
purchasing abandoned rail operations.

Our support for a rail abandonment specifically focuses on rural areas,
because we believe there may be rail abandonments underway or planned in
some of our urban counties which boards of county commissioners want to
proceed as expeditiously as possible. Specifically, we understand that the Kansas
Department of Transportation, Sedgwick County and the City of Wichita, and
railroads in the Wichita area are working on a plan for major transportation
improvements in west Wichita along US 54/400 which require some rail line
abandonment but which have a large measure of support from several
stakeholders. We do not want to jeopardize projects such as what is anticipated in
Sedgwick County, and have therefore crafted our policy statement to address
rural rail abandonment only.

We appreciate the committee's sensitivity to this issue and want to
express our desire to be helpful in finding solutions to transportation problems.

The Kansas Association of Counties, an instrumentality of member counties under K.S.A. 19-2690, provides
legislative representation, educational and technical services and a wide range of informational services to its
member counties. [nquiries concerning this testimony should be directed to Randy Allen or Judy Moler by
calling (785) 272-2585.

House Transportation Committee

March 13, 2001
Attachment 4



KANSAS RAILROADS

800 SW JACKSON
SUITE 1120
PATRICK R. HUBBELL TOPEKA, KANSAS 66612-1292 " (785) 235-6237
TO: House Transportation Committee
FROM: Pat Hubbell
DATE: March 13, 2001
RE: Regulation of Railroad Abandonment by the Surface

Transportation Board - HCR 5016

* Under Federal law, a railroad may not abandon a common carrier line without the
STB'’s advance authorization, 49 USC 10903. Thus, abandonment is preempted by
a federal regulation.

* Federal law covers all main lines and branch lines. Spur, industrial, team, switching
or side tracks are excepted, 49 USC 10906. These are deemed to be of local
interest and thus subject to state regulation.

* Forlines subject to federal regulation (i.e. main lines and branch lines), the STB
must apply the time-honored “public convenience and necessity” standard. This
requires the STB to perform a balancing test to determine whether the burden on
the railroad from continued operation is outweighed by the burden on the shippers
and the public from loss of rail service. '

* An exception is available where lines have been out of service for at least two years.
However, even in an out-of-service exemption the STB requires the carrier to file
information establishing unprofitability of the line to justify abandonment.

* The STB abandonment process encourages sale of the line to another operator.
Potential purchasers are given notice and an opportunity to bid on the line once its
abandonment is authorized by the STB, 49 USC 10904.

* Under the STB's regulations, 459 CFR 1152.27, Offers of Financial Assistance
(OFA’s) cause the abandonment to be stayed pending negotiation of a sale price for
the line. If the railroad and purchaser cannot agree, the STB sets terms and
conditions of sale, which can be as low as the line's net liquidation value.

* The federal statute and the STB’s rules constitute a system with a
presumption in favor of continuation in service of rail lines if at all feasible.

House Transportation Committee
March 13, 2001
Attachment 5



Railroad Service

Kansas

Facilities

Traffic

Employment
and Earnings

Railroad
Retirement

:

Railroad Service and Employment

Mumber of Freight Railroads
Miles Operated (Excluding Trackage

Total Carloads of Freight Carried
Total Tons of Freight Carried

Rail Employees Living in State
Fraight Employees Only
Total Wages of Rail Employees
Freight Employees Only
Average Per Freight Rail Employee:
Wages
Fringe Benefits
Total Compensation

Railroad Retirement Beneficiaries
Railroad Retirement Benefits Paid

17

Rights) 5,438
4 697,063
256,849,863

7 656
5,270
$422,342,000
$379,128,000

$55,200
$18,500

73,700

15,328
$169,032,883

Freight Railroad Traffic in Kansas

Tons Originated 1999

Tons Terminated 1999

1999

Tons U Tons Y%

Farm Products 15,927,075 60% Coal 5,805,891 34%
Food Products 3,730,746 14% Farm Products 2,001,884 12%
Chemicals 2,080,380 8% Chemicals 1,341 968 1%
Mixed Freight 1,208,880 5% Glass and Stone 1,310,576 8%
Petroleum 952 883 4% Mixed Freight 1,188,216 7%
All Other 2,458,175 9% All Other 4,838,124 28%

26,368,139  100% 16,986,668  100%
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Prepared by the Policy and Economics Department of the Association of American Railroads
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«reight Railroads Operating in

Kansas

Miles of Railroad
Operated in Kansas

Class | Railroads
Burlington Morthern and Santa Fe Rwy. Co.
Kansas City Southern Railway Ca.
MNotfolk Southern Carp.
Union Pacific Railroad Co.

Regional Railroads
Central Kansas Railway
Gateway Western Railroad
|&M Rail Link
Kyle Railroad
Missouri & Northern Arkansas Railroad

MNehraska, Kansas & Colorado RailNet, Ine.

South Kansas & Oklahoma Railroad

Local Railroads
Southeast Kansas Railroad Co.
Stillwater Central Railroad, Inc.

1,896
18
2

2,336

4,252

1,116
1

13
601

8

138
320

2.198

1999
e T RRE e o e e R

Miles QOperated

Number Excluding

Including

of Freight  Trackage Trackage

Railroads Rights Rights

Class | 4 2,996 4252
Regional Fi 2,093 21498
Local 2 B4 G4
Switching & Terminal 4 280 280
17 5438 6,794

Miles of Railroad
Operated in Kansas

Switching & Terminal Railroads

Cimarron Valley Railroad

Dodge City, Ford & Bucklin Railroad Co.
Garden City Western Railway
Hutchinson & Naorthern Railway

203
27
44

B

280

Railroads
wasenss  [terstate Highways

Rail netwerk baged upon 1937 Mational Tranzportation Atlaz Database publizhed by the US DOT Bureau of Transportation Skatistics,

Class I Railroad - As defined by the Surface Transportation Board, & railroad vyith 1999 operating revenues of at least $258.5 million.

Regional Railroad - A non-Class [ine-haul railroad operating 350 or more miles of road andfor with revenues of at least $40 million.

Local Railroad - & railroad which is neither a Class | nor a Regional Railroad and is engaged primarily in ine-haul service.
Switching & Terminal Rallroad - A non-Class | railroad engaged primarily in switching and/or terminal services for other railroads.
Note: Railroads operating are as of December 31, 1933, Some mileage figures may be estimated.
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nsas Farm Bureau

ss. PUBLIC POLICY STATEMENT

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION

RE: HCR 5016 - Urging the STB to impose a moratorium on rail
abandonment in Kansas.

March 13, 2001
Topeka, Kansas

Presented by:
Leslie J. Kaufman, Associate Director
Public Policy Division
Kansas Farm Bureau

Chairman Hayzlett and members of the House Transportation Committee, thank you for the
opportunity to comment today on HCR 5016. | am Lesl's Kaufman, Associate Director of
Public Policy for Kansas Farm Bureau.

The abandonment of rail lines is a matter of intense concern to agricultural producers. Kansas
Farm Bureau strongly supports the concept that carriers should not be permitted to easily
abandon existing lines. KFB has no member-adopted policy that directly supports or opposes
a moratorium on rail abandonments, which HCR 5016 seeks to urge, but we do recognize the
critical importance of a sound transportation infrastructure to production agriculture, agri-
business and rural communities. |

We support the concept that the state embark upon a strategic, long-term rural transportation
policy which incorporates a comprehensive review of rural transportation issues including:

e the adequacy and cost competitiveness of current rail lines and service;

e a cost-benefit analysis of investment and incentives for improved railroad infrastructure
versus continued degradation of state and county roads due to increased heavy
transport traffic; and

e the potential for creative public-private partnerships to develop entities such as port
authorities and short-line railroads to better address regional transportation needs.

We would suggest such a review could be conducted by a broad-based group of
stakeholders, including legislators, railroad representatives from each class of railroad,
agricultural and commercial shippers, representatives from communities who rely heavily on
rail service, and transportation and infrastructure experts.

We understand the decade-long trend toward rail abandonment has occurred in an effort to
create both service efficiencies and increased profitability for railroads. However, we
question whether the point of diminishing returns has been reached considering the long-term
economic health of the state. As such, we encourage the state to take a long-term view of
the rail situation, examine ways to improve and maintain service, and maximize infrastructure

investments rather than imposing a short-term moratorium. Thank you. _
House Transportation Committee

March 13, 2001
Attachment 6



Skill Transportation Consulting Inc.

1809 N. Broadway / Suite F
Wichita, Kansas 67214
Phone 316-264-9630 Fax 316-264-9735

March 8, 2001

Rep Gary Hayzlett

Transportation Committee Chairman
115 South

State Capital Bldg

Topeka, KS 66612

Re:  Hearing on House Concurrent Resolution Bill 5016.
Honorable Chairman Hayzlett,

Transportation Practitioner Irlandi is an advisor and consultant to the Kansas Rail
Users Association (KRUA) KRUA’s members include shippers and receivers of railroad
freight, interested citizens who wish to preserve rural rail service and county and city
officials.

I’m unable to attend the meeting Tuesday, March 13, 2001 at Room 519 S State
Capital because I’'m preparing a protest to S.T.B.’s Environmental Assessment in AB
Docket No 406 (Sub No 14x).

KRUA has just filed a “Motion For Leave To File A Reply To Reply and Motion
To Reject CKR’s filing to our original protest to the Abandonment Exemption in
Sedgwick County Kansas. In a Petition For Exemption a reply to reply is frowned upon
by the S.T.B. because it is a violation of 49 CFR 1104.13 (¢).

How important is House Bill 5016? This S.T.B. Practitioner is aware that it is one
of the most important Bills ever introduced by the Kansas Rural Development Council
because the federal government has preempted almost all of the states rights in any
adjudication brought up concerning railroad issues.

There’s a minimum of 110 days to adjudicate an abandonment proceeding. All of
the evidence has to be submitted in a Protestant’s case-in-chief (CIC) in a Petition For
Exemption. Evidently, KRUA “struck a chord” with it’s CIC because of CKR’s reply
with rebuttal evidence. -

A moratorium will also prevent a city, county or a state department (Trio) to team
up which was accomplished in AB Docket No 406 (Sub No 14x), to have a railroad file a
abandonment of a section of it’s railroad track which might have detrimental affect on
other cities, counties in other sections of the state.

House Transportation Committee
March 13, 2001
Attachment 7



The Trio, in this case, met with the CKR in the summer of 1999 to get the CKR to
abandon 16 miles of track on it’s present Wichita to Kingman line, No one west of
Kingman was aware of the meeting until it was a news release in the Wichita Eagle.

The Trio is paying to upgrade an alternate route from Conway Springs to
Kingman with construction of a new 2 mile section to hook up two sections of CKR
tracks south of Alameda to a point near Carvel.

For your information the S.T.B.’s environmental assessment was faulty and it was
mislead by CKR’s faulty Environmental Report. A moratorium will prevent this type of
alleged clerical errors to again come forth in a proceeding.

There is included ten copies of this letter for your committee members.

Respectfully yours,

es J. Irlandi
B Practitioner

STL —LLB of Laws
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Dated: March 7. 2001

BEFORE THE
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

AB DOCKET NO 406 (SUB NO 14X)

CENTRAL KANSAS RAILWAY, L.L.C.
-ABANDOMENT EXEMPTION-
IN SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE
A REPLY TO REPLY
AND MOTION TO REJECT

Kansas Rail Users Association
1809 N. Broadway / Suite F
Wichita, Kansas 67214

By James J. Irlandi

STB Practitioner

CMSTL - LLB of Laws
1809 N. Broadway / Suite F
Wichita, Kansas 67214



BEFORE THE
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

AB DOCKET NO 406 (SUB NO 14X)

CENTRAL KANSAS RAILWAY, L.L.C.
-ABANDOMENT EXEMPTION-
IN SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE
A REPLY TO REPLY
AND MOTION TO REJECT

Kansas Rail Users Association (KRUA) of Wichita, Kansas respectfully files this
Motion For Leave To File a Reply to Reply And Motion To Reject. KRUA respectively
states:

Surface Transportation Board’s (STB) Home Page

KRUA'’s Practitioner Irlandi desires to go on record as to the excellent
information center that the STB has provided to members of it’s bar with its Internet
Home Page, Practitioner Irlandi has used this resourceful tool in downloading cases used
in KRUA'’s case-in-chief and those referred to by CKR’s counsel in this proceeding.

Preliminary Statement

KRUA has filed this motion because CKR has introduced new evidence which
was not contained in it’s case-in-chief (CIC). CKR has submitted the new evidence in
order to rebut KRUA’s assertions in its case-in-chief (CIC). CKR has misinterpreted

KRUA’s statements concerning the alternate route. At page 4 of KRUA’s CIC there is



stated, “This 1s incorrect and implies that a route is available to Kingman when in fact the
route is unavailable today (January 26-2001) a route to be available has train traffic
moving over it to Kingman. Have any trains moved over the route? The answer is no!
Trains may have moved to Conway Springs but not to Kingman.”

The Freight Traffic Red Book in its Traffic Glossary defines “Route” thusly:

“The course or directions that a shipment moves. B. To
designate the course or direction a shipment moves.”

Further inquiry into Hawkins 1154-8 “Routes Routing and Misrouting” reveals
that the ICC decided a case which dealt with an impractical route similar to the Conway
Springs to Kingman route. The case is found in 234-ICC 727 Docket No 27638
AEOLian American Corporation v. NHNH&H RR.

The syllabus stated:

“Upon further hearing, findings in prior report, 225 I.C.C.
453, that the rate charged on 44 carloads of lumber from
Neponset, Mass., to east Rochester, N.Y., was inapplicable
and that the shipments were misrouted, modified.
Applicable rate found unreasonable, and reparation
awarded.”

At page 729 there is stated:

“The route over the New Haven from Boston to
Framingham on which the finding of misrouting in the
prior report was predicated extends south and southwest
from Boston through Neponset and other stations such as
Braintree, South Braintree, Braintree Highland, and
Randolph, Mass., to Stoughton Junction, thence northwest
and north through Canton Junction, Mass., to Readville,
thence west to Framingham. The distance from Boston to
Readville over the direct route over which the shipments
moved is 9 miles compared with 32 miles over the route
through Neponset and Stoughton Junction. The New
Haven states that there is no movement of traffic from
Boston destined to points west of Framingham over the
route through Neponset, and it introduced evidence to



support its position that, owing to the additional switching
which would be required at several junctions and the lack
of facilities and freight train service, such a route would be
impracticable. It is clear from the evidence that such a
route is unnatural and illogical and one over which a
shipper could not reasonably have requested
transportation.”

Blacks Law Dictionary Revised Fourth Edition defines a route thusly:

“In railroad parlance, a designated course over a way or
right of way, irrespective of the singleness or multiplicity
of operation thereon. Regenhardt Const. Co v. Southern
Ry. in Kentucky, 297 Ky. 840, 181 S.W. 2d 441, 444.”

CKR has abandoned a portion of the original route, therefore, there is no actual
route of movement over which a shipper may ship a car now.
CKR’s NEWLY SUBMITTED EVIDENCE
At page 3 of CKR’s Reply there is found the following:

“Fourth, KRUA presents the testimony of an unqualified
layman as “evidence” that the planned flood control by the
City and the planned highway interchange by the State are
unnecessary and unwarranted. As shown in the attached
affidavits from the City and State, both projects are
absolutely necessary and that unless the abandonment is
authorized and the track removed, the projects cannot be
completed. = Those affidavits are from professional
engineers, not a train brakeman with no training or
experience in the relevant field In summary, nothing
presented by KRUA or Mr. Hostetler warrants a denial of
the Petition, Rather, the evidence submitted by CKR
overwhelmingly demonstrates that the Petition should be
granted.”

CKR has submitted new evidence from these engineers which was not previously
submitted in CKR’s CIC. This will be treated infra.
At page 3 of the CKR’s reply there is captioned CKR’s Alternative Route Will

Be More Efficient And Economical.



The new evidence concerns the Conway Springs to Alameda line. There is stated:

“The City, State, and County approached CKR in the
summer of 1999, after the abandonment was authorized but
before it was consummated, to see if CKR would be willing
to forego abandoning the segment between Conway
Springs and Alameda. @ The proposal of the three
governmental entities was to have CKR abandon the Line
and rehabilitate and upgrade the line between Alameda
and Conway Springs. As part of this project, CKR is
relocating a short segment of its line near Kingman in order
to provide its shippers better access to Wichita. After
numerous discussions, CKR agreed to the proposal because
no shippers would be adversely affected, the three
governmental agencies would be able to effect a number of
necessary improvements in their respective jurisdictions,
CKR would still be able to serve its customers in south
central Kansas over a newly rehabilitated route, and at the
completion of the project, its shippers would have a faster
and safer route into and out of Wichuta.

After making the decision to forego abandoning the line
between Alameda and Conway Springs, CKR notified the
STB of its intent not to consummate the abandonment. By
letter dated March 24, 2000, KSW notified the Board that it
had consummated the abandonment of the Hardtner
Branch and the portion of the Stafford Branch between
Kingman and Olcott. By letter dated May 25, 2000, KSW
requested an extension of time to consummate the
abandonment of line between Kingman and Conway
Springs. The requested extension was granted by decision
served June 13, 2000, in Docket No. AB-437 (Sub-No 1).
In the May 25™ letter, KSW explained that it was relocating
its line near Kingman and retaining in operation the line
between Alameda and Conway Springs and that it needs
the extension because it was still unclear precisely which
short segment of the line being relocated near Kingman
would no longer be needed. By letter dated November 15,
2000, KSW sought a further extension of time to
consummate the abandonment of the short segment of track
near Kingman. The request was granted by decision served
November 30, 2000. Accordingly, CKR has not and does
not intend to abandon the rail line between Alameda and
Conway Springs. Apparently, Kansas Corporation
Commission (“KCC”), the publisher of the official map,
modified the official Kansas rail map on the basis of
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abandonment authority granted by the Board and not upon
official notice of the consummation of the abandonment.”

The CKR has failed to state that the Kansas Corporation Commission was not
advised of the extensions granted on the KSW Conway Springs to Alameda line as it is
required to advise the state government agency on same. Please note that city, state, and
county approached the CKR and not other counties and cities which would be affected by
the abandonment. The CKR made the decision without contacting the shippers who
utilize the line for overhead traffic, as well as shippers on the 16 mile stretch. The CKR
knows what’s best for it’s shippers in order to obtain city, county and state monies to
rehabilitate a section of track which it had intended to be abandoned. Please note the date
summer of 1999 cited supra.

At page 6 there is a heading entitled “CKR Provided More Than The Required
Notice of Abandonment.” The new evidence is found at page 7 whereat there is found:

“Second, in May 2000, CKR and officials from the City
and County met with shippers located in Garden Plain,
Cairo, and Cheney, Kansas and explained to them the
proposed abandonment and rehabilitation of the alternate
route, including the fact that no overhead shippers would be
adversely affected by the abandonment. Third, on January
5, 2000, a mere month after the governmental agencies and
CKR reached agreement on the project, Mr. Ogborn of
CKR fully explained the project to Messrs. Lamb and
Goetz of PGI at a meeting in Great Bend, Kansas.”

Please note that officials from the City and County met with shippers located in
Garden Plain, Cairo and Cheney Kansas. The above information was not in CKR’s CIC.
It took almost a year in one instance and six months in the other instance for the CKR and

the City and County to notify shippers of the intended abandonment. (Summer of 1999

to May 2000) an allegedly six months at Great Bend January 5, 2000. No shippers were



contacted at all previous to the above two dates. Gene Lamb was correct in his statement
that he had to read of the abandonment notice in the Wichita paper. A very valuable
customer of the CKR. At page 8 of the Reply there is stated:

“Fifth, CKR published notice of the proposed abandonment

in the Wichita Eagle on December 7, 8 and 9, 2000.”

There is stated supra, Mr. Ogborn of CKR on January 5, 2000 explained of the
project to Messrs, Lamb and Goetz.

CKR has quoted Board’s rules about notification to shipper quoting 49 C.F.R.
§1152.60 (a). Gene Lamb’s company is the largest employer in the city of Kingman. It
is not the good business practice of a railroad to forget a valuable customer and quote the
need not to notify the customer of an intended abandonment.

Additional new evidence was introduced at page 8 of the reply:

“The reason CKR spent so much time explaining the
abandonment and rehabilitation project to PGI is that PGI
is one of CKR’s most valued customers and CKR wanted
to ensure PGI understood that rail service to them would
be improved. The route miles over the Line between
Wichita and PGI’s facility in Kingman are 44.3 whereas the
alternative route will be 63.9 miles — a difference of 19.6
miles. The running time between Kingman and Wichita
over the Line is 4.4 hours while the running time over the
alternative route will be 2.7 hours. In other words, the
alternate route will produce an in-transit time saving of 1.7
hours which should be of significant importance to a
shipper like PGI that engages in a just-in-time inventory
practice.”

The CKR has not introduced any witness such as a roadmaster , railroad engineer

or a conductor who will utilize the route as to the speeds of travel or a time table to

verify the statements made supra. Nor has CKR introduced any evidence about the new
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Alemeda cut off and how the shipments will be handled at Kingman with the new route.
It is axiomatic that if the track to Kingman was upgraded and properly maintained that
the shorter route would engage less time then the prospective route.

At page 10 of CKR’s reply there is entitled the heading “Removal of the Line is
Necessary for Flood Control” New evidence is being introduced in rebuttal to
Hostetlers’ statements that the railroad bridge is not the cause of the flooding. In
addition at page 11 CKR is citing cases in rebuttal to Hostetler’s testimony .

The two miles of track is new construction and an environmental assessment
should be made on same, if it crosses a creek and wild life is involved and other
environmental conditions. At bottom of page 11 the CKR has stated:

“Even if the abandonment of the Line were denied, CKR
could elect to reroute the overhead traffic moving to and
from Wichita over Conway Springs.”

Over which route would the overhead traffic move? The old route which hasn’t
had a train over it for over two years. The fact that the line has to be rehabilitated is
proof that the line is not a viable route at this time. The CKR has not submitted any
evidence concerning the new construction to justify the speed limit or any other
information concerning the route.

CKR’s reply at pages 12 and 13 are information which should have been
'mcludeci in the CIC concerning the 16 mile track. This new evidence is not allowable and
should be stricken from the record.

Exhibit A is the affidavit of Steve Lackey. He specifically states that the affidavit

is in response to KRUA’s CIC.

IZ_*I.O



At page 2 there is new evidence submitted concerning the firm of Black & Vetch
and new evidence which should also have been submitted in the CKR’s CIC.

At page 6 one finds new evidence concerning the highway bridges. It states:

“KRUA argues that the highway bridge next to the rail
bridge is as much of the cause of flooding as the rail bridge.
In fact there are two highway bridges next to the rail bridge
— one twolane bridge for eastbound traffic and one two lane
bridge for westbound traffic. The master plan calls for
those bridges to be tom out and new bridges built in their
place.”

The remainder of the affidavit includes information on the railroad bridge and
rebuttal to Hostetlers statements. All of the information contained therein is heresay
evidence. There is no manner by which KRUA may exam the report as to its authenticity
and it’s recommended procedures. In addition, the affidavit of Steve LacKey contains no
work papers, charts or maps which KRUA could peruse to ascertain whether the
construction figures are accurate.

Verified Statement of Al Cathcart P.E.

His verified statement is in response to KRUA’s CIC. It is new evidence
submitted basically to rebut the statements made by KRUA’s Hostetler. All of Cathcart
information could have been submitted in CKR’s CIC. Again there are no work papers,
charts or maps which KRUA could check to ascertain whether the information is
accurate.

Development of a Precedent Case for the STB
There is a lack of information provided by the CKR city, county and state

concerning costs of rehabilitating the alternate route for future handling of overhead

traffic. Figures have been submitted on costs of elevating bridges, both rail and highway



but no figures to determine whether the alternate route costs is less than the costs of
removal of the tracks and constructing the interchanges as CKR, City, County and State
(Trio) desire and related in this proceeding.

Most of the evidence submitted thus far is without substantiating work papers and
is based on the Trio’s claim that the rail bridge causes flooding and highway designs will
be improved by removing the railroad’s bridge and tracks.

The Trio approached the CKR in the summer of 1999 requesting to abandon its
line and to help pay to rehabilitate a line approved for abandonment but was not
consummated, {this was additional new evidence}. Without the Trios request for the
trackage to be removed, there is very little if any argument for the CKR to abandon its
16-mile segment of track. The Trio have contributed finds to the CKR to relocate its
trackage and take private property away from land owners by use of Eminent domain, in
lieu of actually working with the CKR to address the issues the rail line poses. One must
keep in mind that this is a 16-mile stretch of trackage, which has been in place since 1884
(over one hundred-ten years) and suddenly in a matter of a few short years is an
overbearing burden to the Trio. Before 1999, the CKR was just fine operating on the 16-
mile line and did not intend to abandon the line; therefore the entire abandonment is
based upon requests by the Trio. How would this case be different if a major railroad
were involved and not a short line railroad? The answer is CKR will have an alternate
route rehabilitated by the Trio such as the 16 mile of track was rehabilitated in 1994 and
1995. The alternate route may be abandoned in the future because of only two available

customers
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KRUA predicts this will come to pass after 10 years or less. The potential
sections to be abandoned will be Kingman to Pratt, Coats to Protection and Kingman to
Garden Plain. The only shipper left will be Isabel Coop and the only receiver will be
P.G.L. Oriented Polymers Inc.

This case will be a strong precedent for future cases. The main issue af hand is
the railroads location and problems the rail line poses to the Trio. The new shipper and
current shippers are left out of this equation. The current shippers (Techmer PM,
Spartech Compounding) having committed to transloading their commodities to
accommodate the Trio and CKR’s request to abandon the line. Concrete Materials
Company is expanding it’s facilities and is seeking to build a ral spur and have
contacted the CKR in request for such service. With a shipper online and overhead
traffic earning thousands of dollars and abandonment would be impossible. The
alternate route from Conway Springs to Kingman has no customers. How will CKR
manage to maintain the line if the Kingman to Pratt line is abandoned. Kingman to
Garden Plain and Coats to Protection line. These are the fears of the overhead traffic
shippers, as well as the receiver.

Since this entire case is nearly completely reliant upon the Trio’s request for
removal of the line, the decision to abandon this line will create a major precedent for all
railroad locations in the U.S., which have railroad right-of-way locations that are
unpleasant or difficult to work around (i.e. bridges, highways, overpasses, noise), that
number is totally unlimited. How many other cities nationwide would like to rid
themselves of a railroad? How many locations nationwide are there that have a rail line

in a curve near a building or on a bridge? Or other similar construction challenges?
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There maybe other states which have the same problem of highway oriented officials of
government to the detriment of rural rail line shippers as the STB utilizes court evidence
procedures, and to grant this CKR’s Petition For Exemption will become a precedent to
allow railroads to abandon small sections of their system which could be profitable by
alleging that overhead traffic may be rerouted via an alternate route.

In addition, other cities, states, and local governments may decide what track may
be abandoned even if there are shippers online, and shippers wanting service as long as
the railroad is agreeable to abandoning their line.

KRUA Moves To Reject CKR’s Reply
In This Proceeding

Reference to 49 CFR 1104.13 ( c ) states ‘a reply to a reply is not permitted.” Not
only has CKR flagrantly violated this provision, the affidavits submitted by both
engineers contained rebuttable new evidence which is not allowed by the STB rules of
evidence in a Petition for Exemption. The STB has issued a decision in STB Docket No.
459 (Sub-No. 2X), Central Railroad Company of Indiana — Abandonment Exemption, In
Dearborn, Decatur, Franklin, Ripley, and Shelby Counties, Decided: May 4, 1998.

The STB denied the petition for Exemption filed by the Central Railroad
Company. At slip 2 of the decision the STB stated:

“If CIND did not wish to pursue its petition following its
agreement with RailTex, CIND could have withdrawn its
petition. As we pointed out in our decision served April 1,
1998, in this proceeding, this case is subject to a deadline
established by Congress. The parties fail to assert, much
less demonstrate, that we may grant the relief they seek and
still comply with the statute. Nor has CIND shown that our
action on its outstanding petition will adversely affect its
proposed sale of the Shelbyville line to Rail Tex. We also

will reject a reply filed by CIND on Apnl 30, 1998.
Although styled a rebuttal, the pleading is reply to
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protestants’ reply to CIND’s petition, and as such is
prohibited by 49 CFR 1104.13 (¢ ).”

KRUA downloaded the Environmental Assessment (EA) in AB 6 (Sub No 382x)
and the decision with a service date of September 21, 1999 from the STB Home Page on
the Internet.

The Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company
Abandonment of Chicago Area Trackage in Cook County, IL

The EA was dated August 9, 1999 and a companion “Late Release August 9,
1999 was a “Notice to Parties.” It stated:

“A decision served today incorrectly stated the service date
as August 6, 1999, on the certain versions. Comments are
now due on September 8, 1999. Please correct your copies
to reflect the correct service and comment due dates where

necessary.”

At slip 2 under “Preliminary Matters” the STB stated:

“PRELIMINARY MATTERS: On August 27, 1999, BNSF
filed a motion for leave to file a reply and a reply to the

joint reply. BNSF made these filings knowing that our

procedures provide only for the filing of a petition and a
reply thereto. See Central Railroad Company of Indiana —

Abandonment Exemption — In Dearborn, Decatur, Franklin,
Ripley and Shelby Counties, In, STB Docket No AB- 459
(Sub-No 2x) (STB served May 4, 1998) (Central Railroad).
If BNSF had desired to assure itself of the right to rebut a
filing in opposition to its abandonment request, BNSF
could and should have filed a formal application.
Moreover, replies are due within 20 days of the filing they
seek to address. BNSF’s filing is not only irregular but out
of time as well, and the petitioner offers no explanation as
to why it is late. Under our interpretation of the ICC
Termination Act of 1995, we are required to decide an
abandonment exemption petition within 110 days to allow
for offers of financial assistance to be submitted by the
120" day. Here, the 110" day following the filing of the
petition is September 21, 1999. In this case, were we to
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accept the proffered reply, the remaining time would not
be adequate to afford the joint protestants an opportunity
for rebuttal. Rebuttal would be necessary because BNSF
submits new material in its proffered reply which in
faimess the shippers must be allowed to address. We will
reject BNSF’s reply.”
As mentioned supra, both engineers’ affidavits attached to CKR’s reply stated that
they were rebutting KRUA’s Witness Hostetler’s testimony. Page 1 of Lackey’s verified

statement states:

“(CKR) in caption proceeding. The purpose of this
statement is to refute the misstatements and factual
inaccuracies contained in the Opposition and to provide the
Surface Transportation Board with the facts concerning
Wichita’s support for the Petition.”

Page 1 of Cathcart, PE’s verified statement states:

“(CKR) 1n the caption proceeding. The purpose of this
statement is to refute the misstatements and factual
inaccuracies contained in the Opposition and to provide the
Surface Transportation Board with the facts concerning the
State’s support for the Petition.” (Please notice the similar
language which two expert engineers has provided herein}

The Grossett Webster Dictionary defines refute as a verb as to dispute; to
controvert. Both engineers have submitted rebuttable testimony which must be rejected
by the STB. Each engineer has attempted to bring into the record evidence which the
CKR failed to accomplish in its CIC.

Deliberate Downgrading of Wichita to Kingman Line

At page 13 of KRUA’s CIC, KRUA introduced evidence that there were a total of

3079 overhead cars shipped by the shippers. CKR took notice of Irlandi’s testimony and

referred to it as:
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“The problems with KRUA’s revenue calculations are
multifold, including that they are based on fictitious
numbers that KRUA apparently conjured up by using car
movements that did not occur, rate factors that are
inaccurate, and faulty calculations of average miles.”

There are no rebuttal figures furnished by the CKR in its Reply in the first place.
In the second place, the shippers furnished the detailed information. In the third place,
CKR’s witnesses did not rebut those figures only a general statement by the preparer of
the Reply. The new evidence submitted by the CKR gives a specific time frame that the
Trio approached the CKR for the abandonment project. It was the summer of 1999. In
KRUA’s CIC at page 8 there is submitted. CKR’s page 5 states:

“Those costs, however, are not based on normalized
maintenance levels. Because of the low volume of local
traffic moving over the Line and the planned rerouting of
the overhead traffic, only essential maintenance has been
performed on the Line in the last three years. CKR has
sought to minimize its operating costs on the Line by
performing only the maintenance that is absolutely
necessary to maintain operations on the Line.”

Please note the following, “only essential maintenance has been performed on the
line in the last three years.”

CKR could not have known of the planned rerouting of traffic for three previous
years because it’s PFE was dated December 21, 2000. Three previous years would date
to December 21, 1997. The Trio met with the CKR during the summer of 1999.

In KRUA'’s CIC at page 20 there is stated in part the following:

“Additional information from a confidential source reveals
that witness Hostetler was correct in his assessment of the
tracks. The information revealed that the state of Kansas

granted a low interest loan to rehab the Wichita to Kingman
line in 1994 thru mid 1995. State Highway inspectors were
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seen observing the laying of 1200 used ties a mile from
Murdock east and other sections 1000 used ties per mile.
Tampers were used to tamp down the ballast from many
truckloads. In many miles the ballast came up to the tracks
before tamping in down.”

With all the work performed in 1994 thru mid 1995, the line must have had a
speed limit of at least 25 mph. In fact, CKR’s Time Table dated August 7, 1994 on the
Wichita Sub MP 3.6 to MP 79.7 was 25 mph. From 1995 through the year 2000 the line
has deteriorated in some sections to 5 mph. For four and a half (4 !%) years the Kingman
line has had only essential maintenance to keep the line open for traffic Now, the CKR
desires to remove a 16 mile section at the behest of the Trio who will purchase the line
for allege use of the right away.

New Customer on the 16 Miles to be Abandoned

In its CKR’s Reply there is no mention that Concrete Materials Company (CMC)
is seeking rail service at its plant 1811 § 135" Central Kansas Railway, LLC answered
Mike Lies President letter a copy of which was sent to the STB with KRUA’s CIC. CMC
has contacted a professional track contractor to obtain an estimate for providing tracks
from the railroad connection to the plant. CMC is going to file a request with the STB for
a switch connection and tracks as 49 § 11103 requires at page 472 of title 49
Transportation § 10101 to 20100. It has received an astronomical money request from
the CKR even though CMC is ready to do the groundwork by its employees. The letter
dated February 7, 2001 by President William Frederick stated:

“In the event, CKR cannot provide rail service to your plant
until an appropriate siding and turnouts are constructed to
connect your plant to the CKR line. Concrete Materials

Company would be responsible for paying the cost of
installing the track and turnouts needed to provide that rail
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service to your plant. The cost to install approximately
1,000 linear feet of siding and two turnouts would be
approximately $320,000. That figure includes but is not
limited to the costs for engineering, design, materials (e.g.,
ties, plates, rail, etc.), labor, and equipment.”

The normal cost of building a new siding is $10.00 to $11.00 per foot depending
upon the weight of the raill. CMC will have an expert track layer company to bid on the
job to the railroad connection.

CONCLUSION

KRUA has cited cases which definitely stated that a reply to a reply is not the
proper manner for a railroad to submit rebuttal evidence when it files a petition for
exemption. A railroad should use 49 § 10903 “Filing and procedure for application to
abandon or discontinue” if it wishes to utilize all rules of evidence in an abandonment
case. Witnesses for the CKR attempted to place rebuttal evidence in this proceeding as to
the flooding and highway project issues. In fact, the majority of the material submitted
by the CKR’S reply attempts to rebut the material submitted by KRUA and it’s witnesses

in KRUA’S CIC.
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PRAYER
KRUA prays that the Motion To Reject CKR’S Reply To Opposition And Motion
To Strike is adopted by the STB. KRUA also prays that KRUA’S Opposition and Mr

Hostetlers Citizen Protest are approved by the Surface Transportation Board.

Respectfully Submitted
Kansas Rail Users Association
1809 N. Broadway / Suite F
Wichita, Kansas 67214

Feh e

Practitfoner
C STL - LLB of Laws
09 N. Broadway / Suite F
Wichita Ks 67214 (316-264-9630)

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, James J. Irlandi, do hereby certify that the original and ten copies was sent by
U.S. mail postage prepaid to the Surface Transportation Board and a copy served to

CKR’s Counsel Karl Morell Ball Janik LL.P., Suite 225, 1455 F Street NW,

é%nes J. Irlgdi

Washington, D.C. 2005 (202) 638-3307.
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Chairman Hayzlett and Transportation Committee Members;
Thank you for holding this hearing on SB 73.

SB 73 was introduced because of a situation which has occurred in the north central and
north west areas of Kansas.

The provisions of K.S.A. 8-143 currently provide for three trailer registration exemptions:
(1) Farm trailers used in carrying 6,000 pounds or less or agricultural products;
(2) non self-propelled vehicles (trailers) used and designed for:
(a) Applying fertilizers and only incidentally moved upon the highways; or

(b) picking up and transporting hay or forage from a field to storage, or
from storage to a feedlot and only incidentally moved upon the
highways

The problem has occurred because a highway patrolman decided to interpret the statute
literally. If a hay trailer picks up AND transports hay bales he does not give it a ticket.
However, if a trailer only carries bales (but does not pick up the bales) he then gives it a
ticket. This results in the owner of the trailer not only having to pay a ticket but also
purchase a tag.

I have discussed the situation with Col. Brownlee and he agreed with me that this was a
more literal translation than was being used anywhere else. However, he indicated that he
did not want to override the highway patrol officer. He felt that it would be better if the
legislature cleaned up the language so there could be no mistake that the exemption
included both types of trailers as was intended in the original legislation.

Indeed, the intention of the K.S.A. 8-143 was to exempt trailers that just haul hay and
forage as well as those that both pick up and haul hay and forage. SB 73 would clarify the
issue by exempting both.

House Transportation Committee
March 13, 2001
Attachment 8



After discussions between Bruce and the Division of Vehicles, it was determined that it
would be better to move the exemptions to K.S.A. 8-128, the general registration exemption
statute. So that is what this bill does.

In SB 73 new paragraph (8), page 1, exempts farm trailers used and designed for
transporting hay or forage from the field to storage or from storage to a feedlot and is only
incidentally moved on the highways.  Also, since the definition of farm trailers under
K.S.A. 8-126 includes semitrailers, the bill excludes semitrailers from the exemption.

The Division of Vehicles believes that the exemption in K.S.A. 8-128 for implements of
husbandry would cover the fertilizer vehicles (which were also exempted under K.S.A.
8-143) making it unnecessary for the bill to contain that particular provision.
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To: The House Transportation Committee
Representative Gary Hayzlett, Chairman

From: Todd Johnson, Executive Secretary, Purebred Division
Subject: Support for SB 73 - Clarification of Registration for Farm Trailers
Date: March 13, 2001

I'm here this afternoon on behalf of the Kansas Livestock Association to support

SB 73 which clarifies farm trailers used for transporting hay or forage are exempt
from registration.

The reason for this bill stems from problems some of our members in north
central and north west Kansas have had with law enforcement officials regarding
hay trailers. While transporting hay, producers have been stopped and ticketed
because their trailers are not registered. The reason officers have ticketed the
producers is because they have interpreted K.S.A. 8-143, literally.

K.S.A. 8-143 provides for exemption of registration fees if trailers are used and
designed for “picking up” and transporting hay or forage from a field to a
storage area, as long as they only incidentally operate on highways. The “picking
up” language is what has been taken literally. The trailer in question is not

designed to pick up bales, but instead simply transports them. If this trailer were
designed to “self load,” it would not be ticketed.

In 5B 73 changes are made to K.S.A. 8-128, the general registration exemption

statute, to clarify that trailers used for both picking up and transporting hay, are
exempt from registration.

Attached to my testimony are pictures of the trailer in question. This type of
trailer has been manufactured in Phillipsburg, Kansas, for 12 years and is sold
into many counties and states. The trailer design is unique as it unloads itself, but
again, is designed exclusively for transporting hay bales.

I thank you for your time this afternoon and hope you will consider favorably SB
73

House Transportation Committee
March 13, 2001
Attachment 9
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Pride of the Prairie

Made In U.S.A.
Self-Unloading
und Bale Trailers

-

Ro

2 ..'.E.L;I.F‘ c L..|LIEC:
=T i

Just a few of the benefits of the Pride of the Prairie bale trailers are-

A positive latching system that retains the bales for a safe haul
Machine bowed tubing cradles are very strong, yet still light enough to lift by hand

May be loaded from the side with a grapple or from the end with a bale spike
Few moving parts means low maintenance

Brakes and 10 ply Radial Tires are standard equipment
Cradles release with little effort and dump all bales at once

Pride of the Prairie trailers are
sturdy built with tubing
construction throughout

guaranteeing you many years of

: ;ﬁ‘ﬂg—jgy dependable service.
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