


Exhibit 2 

TEF~MINAL RAILHOAD ASSOCIATION OF ST. LOUIS 

December 22. 2008 

Mr. Gregory J. I lorn. P.L 
Project Director 
Missouri Department of' rranspomll ion 
707 NOIth Second Street 
81. LOllis, Missouri 63102 

Dear Mr. Horn: 

Thank you for scheduling the November 25, 2008 meeting with regards to the 
propose.d bridge pier placements on TRRA property located in the Wiggins #2 Yard and 
the property west of Wiggins H2 Yard. We feci that thj~ meeting was vcry productive 
and a great henefit to all in attendance. We have reviewed the latest conceptual pier 
placement proposal as depicted 011 the drawing suhmitted by Mr. Jeff Smith, P. E.. with 
HNTB Corporation, labeled "Illinois Approach Spal1 Layout", daled Novemher 25, 2008 
and received by 'T'RRA on December 4, 2009. Tilt' drawing accurately reflects the agreed 
changes betw'ccn TRRA and MoDot regarding the span layout in Wiggins #2 Yard and 
property west of Wiggins tf'2 Yard. We look forward to wDrking with you to finalize the 
rest of the project. 

Attached. please find TRRA '5 commcnts in reference to the mecting held on 
November 2008, at the lOOT Districi Office in Collinsville, Illinois, in response to a 
memo from Gwen Lagemann with mOT dated November ~6, 2008, 

If you have allY questiuns or comments, please fed free to contact Kerry Paubel 
al(314-538-4 745). 

Sincerely. 
, ' I i

'If' . (j) f.( 	 fwd. ./JtJ{L'.'(/14£ A._ 
• J/1 	 " t 11,clln.'y (,.mnnc 
Interim President 

cc: 	Gwen F. Lagemann-IJ)C)'J 
Brooks K. Brcslal·IDUT 



Illinois Department of lransportation 
MemoranduITl 

To File 

From: Gwen Lagemann 

Subject: Meeting Minutes 

Date: November 26, 2008 

TRRA COMMENTS (in Yellow): 

Gwen, 
TRRA believes that great progress was rmlde on November 25, and we 

appreciated the opportunity to rneet with the DOTs and ICC. Attached are the 
comments to the minutes, 

On November 25, 

2008, IDm ilnd !VoDOT met with the Illinois COlllrYerre Commission (ICC) and the 

Termjnal Railroad A:,soCiation of St. Louis (TRRA) to discuss the new Mississippi River 

Bridge (fvIRB) Project. The meeting began at 10:00 c,m. in the Regiol1<l1 Conference 

Room at lOOT District 8':, office in Collinsville, il. 

After introductions, iDOT began the meeting witll a brief overview of the entire project 

utiliLing the overall l;roJect exh.bit. IDOT explained that ICC approval/authorization is 
required tor this project for lOOT to construct grad,' separations over all of the 
railroads, 

lOOT and MoDOT conductea group meetings with all of the railroads in March and 
September of 2008, to discuss pier and access road locations. Four of the five involved 

railroads have corllcpllially ilpproved the proposed pier locations, Conceptual 

approval of the piers is required for the DOTs to be~iil designing the structures and 

access roads. 

TRRA COMMENT: TRR!\ asked at the meeting if any of the oth~'r railroads had signed 

any memorandums of undprstanding as to the location of access roads or pier locations 
and DOTs saId none had, OOT~ also stated that TRRt, had executed all rights of entry 
and other documents requested of it to allow prelimindry site investigation on TRRA 

property. 

lhE,tP ,lie stili some issues with TRRA regar-ding the nUl,'be: of piers that will be located 

on their property, The present proposal pl'ovides 2 pius inside TRHA's Wiggins #2 Yard 

and 6 piers between TRR!,\'s 112 Yard and thECVCP (a 10tal of 8 piers). The 

DOTs explained that the pr('ferrl'd number of piu') in this area, for the most 



economical structure, is 12; however, the DOh realized this would unreasonably 

restrict TRRA's future usc of their property and reduced the number of piers to 8. TRRA 

had requested the number of piers on their property be reduced to 5 to leave room for 

future expansion, Any further reduction in piers would cause the cost of the bridge to 

increase exponentially and the DOTs did not feel the taxpayers should pay for the 

increased cost of the bridge for development thilt may 01 :llay not occur. 

TRRA COMMENT: Willie TF{Rt, appreciates that the DOTs considered the projects 
impact on underlying property owners when doing the initial designJ the first design of 

pier placl:~ment showed to TRRA and other railroads in March, 2008, was for eIght piers 

on TRRt\ property. There wa~ never a proposal ~hown to TRRA that included 12 piers. 

TRRA asked about tlie proposed utility relocations on their property. AmerenUE needs 

to relocate their tower line onto THHA properly to avoid a conflict with the main span 

bridge cables. The DOh advised they are working with AmerenUE to relocate theil' 

towelS in such a way that they will line up with the proposed bridge piers. This was 

done to E'l1sure as minimal impact as possible to THHA property. 

The DOTs advised that if an agreement can't be reached with TRRA, they see ICC as a 

helpful rarty to resolve the 0ut<;t;mding issues. Shoulo this occur, the DOTs envisioned 

a progre~sive filling to rE'solve the various Issues in ~teps - piers, access roads and 
necessary Cdsernents. The DO r., ernphi,sized they would prefer an agreement with 

THRA (ornnwnt: DOTs cornments in tilE' meeting was that ICC assistance might be 

needed regardless of whether TRRA arid the DOTs resolved the issues on pier 

placement and that the issues requir ICC assistance involved other 

railroads/property owners, no\ Just TRRi\, 

TRRlI eXfJlrlilled they ale a $Inall company wirh iinited r~orn for growth, Unlike TRR/\'s 

C!a~s I counterparts, they only operate in the 5t Louis area and provide employment 

for local residents. Tf~R,l\ <Idvi~pd the first place they VIii! expand is inside their Wiggins 

#2 Yard aile! they need to preserve room inside the yard fOt future growth. TRRA 

agreed with the DOTs i(lea of staggering the plcrs to ,,(comnlOdate the silape of their 

yard. 

The DOTs advis('d they had dc'ne some calculations to determine the projected growth 

of the yard. The calculation was based on the exhibit TRRI\ had previously provided the 

DOTs, which showed the majority of the future expansion bE'tween the Wiggins #2 Yard 

and the levee. The DOTs ca!culations, based on FRA guidelines, showed the 8 pier 

option would not impact futu;€! expanSion for over 100 j'('ars. The 5 piN option would 

allow an additional 5 years of growth. 

TRRA asked If lhev had bCi?n provided with il copy of the 5 pier option they are 

requesting be construc.tecl. Trw DOTs ddviseO it hid bel'n provided at d previous 

meeting. 

THRA askl'd I' the 1llJ:1,be'· of piers inside Wiggin's #2 Y,"cI (Quid bp reduced from 2 to 1 

as this i~, tim',' tileil dEsired Me" for growth. TRRI\ (alculateci, at ful build out, the 

Wiggins ttl Yard (dn hold 8S0 {ars. [<va plels inside t!lly'ard would reduce the capacity 

by 250 Cars, or about 28~~, The DOTs askpd if the pil>r; inside thE' yard can be reduced 



to 1, if 1 Cdn be added outside the yard to offset the increased cost for the longer spans 

inside the yard. TRRA was open to considering this as their expansion will most likely 
occur inside the yard. TRRA asked If a pier can be put on the Kansas City Southern's 

(KCS) property to reduce the ,pan length. The DOTs advised the KCS is already 
restricted on both sides with no room for expansioll except in the middle of their 
property and a drain line running down the middle of their property would complicate 

locating a pier in this area. TRRA indicated they may reach full build out inside the yard 
in 10·20 years. 

TRRA Comment: In the original pier placement d€~sign shown to the railloads in March 

2008, there was a pier placed on KCS's property adjacent to the east boundary of 

TRR,I\' s Wiggins II yard. In subsequent months the pier was removed from the design. 

The original placement of the pi('r from KCS property lNould have made jf more feasible 

to place olllV j pier on the Wiggins II property. TRRA only asked why the pier was 

removed from th2 March, 2008 design and ',vas not requesting that an additional 

burden be placed on an iidja<.ent property owner from what was shown in the original 
design. 

TRRA and the DOTs then discussed possible options for a pier inside the Wiggin's tt2 

Yard. The DOTs consultant sketched a possible location fOI the pier on the plan sheet. 

The proposed solution takes (ldvantagt' of a space considered "dead" to raiiroad 

f'xpanSioll by placing a pier between tracks currently separated by an AmerenUE 
(' ...... ; . .., '"' 1 ~I"'\ ; ~)f" f:', . 
.. : ",v l I\'" f "" £_t..; .t.>",.!. \.A'J 

adjacent piers may be re;,paced to eliminate a pier in the widest available space in the 
Wiggins 1/ 2. Yard with the new location at approxirndte ~tation 118+00. Location of a 
pier in the subject area would limit horizontal track clearance to significantly less than 
2S feet generally preferred, but would still be greater than 10 feet. Impact loads would 
be included in the deSign, likely resulting in the use ot uashwalls. TRRA was open to 

this modificiltion as placing a pit'f in the "dead" space and adjusting the remaining piers 

ad(lreSsecl THHi\'s concern. It was noted any modlflcation~ may affect the pier 

locations previously approved by tile other raiiroads. HiHB's layout of the proposed 

revisions wili be provided to TRP..t\ the week of December 1, 2008. TRRA will review the 
proposal and providr· their comrqents and/or approval within 1 week. 

TRRt\ COrllment: THRA believes the compromise placement of piers inSide Wiggins 1/ is 

a workablE: solution with 1 pier being place in the middle of the open area of Wiggins II 

and 1 pier being ill the 'dead :>p"ce' created by the Arneren LIE tramission tower. This 
would retain the 8 piN impact on TRRA property as proposed in the original pier 

placement design, but preserve more build-out potential. Til(?re also W(lS discussion of 
the pos<;ibility of shifting other pier locations that could result in one pier being 

removed from TRRt, propertv to the wcs: of Wiggins 11 yard and one pier being moved 
from Norfolk Southern Property to TRRA property at a location to the Ecst of Wiggins II 

yard, but therE' was no Implication that the shifting of piers within the Wiggins II YJrd 

was dependent on tho,>c lelocdtions. later in the meeting during the on·site inspection 
the DOTs indicated that it would not be realistic to reduce the nWl1ber of piers on the 
TRRA property west 01 II. TRRA will feVievlJ \ill:: proposed layout and provide 

commerlts as quickly ilS 



After the discussion, all of the parties were transported to the site for a fteld review via 

a charted bu), The office portion of the meeting atnOlirned at approximately 11:00 
a,m, 

Two stops were made on the field review, The first stop was on top of the levee 

overlooking the river and the v(Jcant area between TRRA's Wiggin's #2 Yard and the 

Ipvl"c, The proposl"d bndge and pier lo,ations, ArnerenliE's tower relocation and the 

drilled ~h,dl load test contract were dislUssed, TRRA was agreeable to allowing 

MoDOrs contractor onto their property, on the east side of the levee, to perform the 

load test. 

The scccJ)d stop on the rield reviI;\\, was inside TRBA's V/iggin's 112 Yard at the location 

where TRHA is requesting the pier inside the yard to be located, 

All parties werE' returned to IDOT's office at approximately 12:45 p,m. 

1) Meeting sign-in sheet 
i.) Hand out prepalt,d by the DOTs and distributE'd to all pal'ties at the beginning 

of ttH: office porlion of the meeting 



Exhibit 3 


I'EHi\lJ:\:\L PAILHO\ l) ASSOUYrlO\, 01 ST. UllilS 

C. R. McQUEEN, JR lO()\i ST. LOllIS UNION STATION, STE 200 
DIRECTOR ENOJNEERIN() SI,I{V ICES ST LOllIS, MISSOURI 63103 

AND ADMfNISTRAT10N 	 PHONE ,,:4·539·4124 
FAX 314·61;·.1613 

rn,,-~queenfiHm1111l~,lrs.iJIQ~g:£RW 

Fdmwry 13, 200s> 

Mr. Greg Hom 

Mississippi River Bridge Projec.t DIrector 

Missouri Depar~lllcllt ofTransportHtion 

707 N. Second Sln.:et Suite 300 

St. Louis, MisSl)Uri 63102 


RE: New Proposed Mississippi Rivm' Bridge 

Dear Mr. Hom: 

Pursuanllo our meeling on January 15,2009, MODOT requested that the TRRA provide 
preliminary comments to MODor regarding the new proposed Mississippi River Bridge 
and/or to provide CoullteqHl)pOsais 10 MODOT's of1ice. We have reviewed the 
documents furnished by MODCn and offer the following comments/concerns: 

1. 	 Preliminary drawings developed by HNTB rellcct 8 pier lo(~ations, (16 picl's), 
on TRRA right-of-way at the Wiggins #2 yard location. 

2. 	 Horizontal c!c,iranccs are listed to proposed piers as 25' -0" minimum which is 
ncceptablc to TRRA. It is noted that Pier 1120 has horizontal clearances less 
than 25'-0". The suppJicl1 dctai I appears to meet AREMA requirements for 
pier protection walls. Approval will depend IIpon a detailed review of the 
crash wall design lu be dOllC upon final submittal. 

3, 	 Vertical clearances are Iistr~d to bottom of structure as 23' -6" minimum which 
is acceptable to TRRA. 

4. 	 Nor1h access road in be parallel to Track #1 on the west sid.;: of the yard. 
South access foad to parallel Track #4 on cast side of Track /14. TRRA to 
review filial access road alignments, profile and grading plans upon final 
submittal. Roads to be constructed of 12" compacted aggregate with a 
shoulder 30' from rear track. Access road profile to match existing railroad 
snbballast proftic, approximately 2' below top of rail elevation, with cross 
slope draining away from existing tracks. See attachment for preferred access 
road location. 

5, 	 TRP.A prefers no scuppers/drains and/or outlet spouts to discharge fi'om piers 
1119 and 1120 or ai nny locatioll inside 1)1' existing Wiggins it2 Yard footprint. 
Current pl~lIlS rcf1ed drall1age discharge at pier #19. TRRA recommends 



taking this dlainclge either wc<;lward to pier #1 ~ or eastward to pier #22. 
TRR/\ \0 review (11 a later dale as more de\:Jiled drainage plans are developed. 

6. 	 Current plans re(]cct a 3'-6" banicr curb which is aeceplable. However, 
CUll en! rai Iroad standards also rcquir~~ sp lashboan:s and safety fence. Barrier 
curh and spJashboard 11,,(;d to have a minimum height of 5'-0". Barrier curb 
and tenee need to have it minimum height of 10'-0". TRRA to review at a 
IJter (bte as morG dclaikd curb, splnshboard and fC:lcc details an,; developed. 

7. 	 Current l'a:\roiHl standards require overhead lighting for stl11clurcs over 80' in 
width. No lightillg IS c[llTe-lilly shown. TR RA to review at a later date as 
mon: dct::liled plans are availahle;. Lighting will need to he provided for any 
future track expansion Dll tile western properly. Maintenance or lights shall 
be lhe n:"pom>iblllly of MODO'l/JDOT. Access to pcrlimn any maintenance 
for lighls Sh:ltl be COO1\lll1atcd wiih TR RA prior to accessing the property at 
any time. 

8. 	 TRRA acknowledges the r-:qlliremcnt of multir'[\: utility relocalions. TRRA is 
currelltly rovit;wing Amercn's proposed relocations. Any utility relocations 
will require TRI<'A f\:view. 

If you have any qm.·stions or commcnh;. please fed fi:(.,e to Gontact the undersigneci at 
314·539-4724. 

Very IlliY yours, !l 

,{J. /it..Of'N'(/(fr
-_./ 

C. R. MeQuc(:n, lr. 
Director Engineering Services 
and At.lmini~tratil)n 

cc: K. T. Paubd 

Attachments: 
1. Preferred Access R,)ad Layout 
2. TRRA overhead grade separauon .lata sheetlcheckl;:::t. 
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THRA OVERHEAD SUBMITTAL CHECKLIST 


FILE.: 
PRELIMINAHY PLAN 

SLJ8MITrAL CHECKLIST GRADE SEPARATION: 

Highway/Slreel Name: !'l~,,\' J'.~.lEJ~q~ MRS 
Location (City & State): RLQQ.I:\[YI1Jl 
County/Parish: ;'2J...CJair 
Project Number: ____ .......__ .__._.~____ ._.. ... 
Date: 02-10-09 

1-_-.-__.....,..__¢I1""'*'W._..c""'_~<,,y-;;"~~_~''''_ """"1flNI~"'~_r-'_..'_"'''''''''",'''''''ij..t¢,j,,,,,,,,,,-..,,,>w,,-~-''#;ruhwr'''''.'7~~''''' MWJ2!t 

Item Required Information Min. As Railroad Remarks 
Required Submitted -=__ ,ll"~~!i~~?;;.",;,.P===P;;;"EN";,;D;..I",,NG'"---I 

AiR _Nl.
"pier #18 

_ ",' ".-¥ 

1 
2 
3 

Horizonta! clearance (Left) (CL to Fau,) 

Horizontal d.:;arancs: (Rioht) (CL lu Face) 

VertiCal clearaocs: (from Top 01 

18'·0" ~~25J~!r·:[i~K f---. 
18' - 0"--[------_.•..•. 

-23'-6"lmin) A23' 0' 

Preliminary Approval 

'. t:;I ... '. "nary Approval 
4 Horizontal""",,,,,,,,,, to Footing trorn CL 2~' - 0" 25' (min) A Prelimlna!y APproval 
5 Depth lop of lootmg below base of rali 6'· (l'. 6' (mi!!L_ p, Prelir)1inary Approval 
6 Pier protection wali required tor <: 25' 25'·0" 2~~_~in)' A Preliminary Approval 
7 ShOring required (CL to ne"rest Pt.) 12'·0"- TBO- P Pending Final Submillal 

Pier #19 
~. 

1 
2 
3 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 

Tf~RA Overhead Submiltdl Checklist (Wiggins 2) 



rRRA OVERHEAD SUBMITTAL CHECKLIST 

,,"., """.".-..,;:..."..,..,:..,"'."" ~ 

Item Min. 

2 "---p;:ejjmina~t Approval._ 
3 Preliminary bPer£wa!....._._. 

1--:4:---F";';;";;;;';<_~c-=:.~.___ .. - ..••-.,..-.-~--.--..l--..:..;;:.;:.::..:..;;."":-..+.-;::.:..:.:~...:.:..:..:............j...••=---j,,--_CuITt.:ntly Un5!~':.Bev~!"..;........._-{ 
5 ._.:........::.__.....J.-.__;;:.;._::...~:..:.___I_..:..:.......j_.~.~~!Pina!Y..~erov.;;;.al__......... 
6 ___2~J\Jhlifl1LRe.....u_i_rc_'d~_-1 
7 Demolition required .. _.__ ._ 

8 Abutment slope protectiol, 

9 Temp. construction Final Submittal 
10 Temp. conslnlclion l1onzo'lkJl cleaf,JIlce Final Submittal 

INSTRUCTIONS: 
Milepost and direclion of Milepost must be shown in tne plans. Left and Right is the orientation of structure 
elements facing in ttm direction of increasing milepost 

FILL ALL APPLICABLE PARTS OF TABLE 1\0.0\11:: In Column "As ~l!J~lnitle!t: INSERT ALL 
APPLICABLE VALUES FROM PLANS. 

For an,! exceQtion to tho..minimum regui!g.f!l.qr!ts_~~n ther,::.hQ.~fu!.t a de.!~.!!l.Q 
explanation/ceaso!l.whYJheJ.!lmJ.!!!!-!!!i regIJJJ:~monts cannot bU[9..YtQ.ea. 

PRELIMINARY PLAN REVIEW: 
IF ITEMS ON ABOVE TABLE SHOW DEFICIENCIES, ACCEI"TANCF OF PRELIMiNARY PlANS WILL NOT 

GRANTED UNTIL DEFICIENCIES ARE RESO'_VED. 

FINAL PLAN REVIEW: 
PRtOR TO STRUCTURE CONSTRUCTiON SIGr~E[) FiNAL PLANS, SPECIAL PH.lWISIONS, AND HYDRAULIC CALCULATIONS iF 

REQUIRED SHALL BE SUBMITFD FOR FINAL REViEW. If ALL iTEMS ARE RESOlVED .Il,~m PLANS COMPL Y. 

WILL RELEASE STRUCTUHE. ",elf;; CONSTRUCTION 

UNITS: 
UNITS FOR THE ABOVE CrlECI<!.Isr BE I'~ EN(;USH. 

TRR/, Overheaci Submittal Chec!<iist {Wiggins 2) 



TERMINAL RAILROAD ASSOCIATION OF ST. LOUIS 

OVERHEAD GRADE SEPARATION DATA SHEET 

1.) location: City: .QrooHyD. County: Stale: Ll, 

2.) Milepost to centerline of Bridge: YYjggjll~M;:;1IJJ:-~Uf'.J2..~1""'1:1Jt 

4.) Utilities on Railrcad Pmper1y: 
Any Acljustnwn!s 

Ameren ( 2 Overi)f)lJd Lin,;.;s) Yes, Relocatron ReU Oesell. P.E. (314-8:i1-404G) 


Fiber Optic (DND) ? 


Fiber Optic (Mel/Quesl) ') ? 


5.) Ust all the at-grade crossings that wili I)e eliminated by Um construction of this 
grade separation. !'J9..!lE'! 

6.) Minimum horizontal clearance from centerline of the nearest track to tace of Pier: 6L~ 

B. Existing (if applicable): !'J/A 

7.) Minimum vertical clearance above top of high rail: 

B. Existing (if applicable): NL6 

TRf~A Overhoad GrC1clf~ Separation Data Sheet (Wiggins 2) 

http:YYjggjll~M;:;1IJJ:-~Uf'.J2


8.) list piers where crash walls am provided. 

9.) Describe how drainage from approach roadway IS handled. t-!t6 

11.) List piers where sMring is required to protect track §.rlQ[illfLL~ftlil\ll[~.1I.'!YhegiL~~S;'?'y'ia!iQr)j~ 

12.) Scheduled Letting Date: 

ALL INFORMATION ON THIS OATA SHEET TO BE FURNISHED BY THE SUBMITTING 
AGENCY TO THE TRRA DIRECTOR OF ENG. SERVICES & ADMINISTRATION 

TRRA Overhead Grade; Separalion Data Sheet (Wiggins 2) 
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Exhibit 4 

To: Files 

From: Mike Pritchett 

Subject: MRB Project RR Coordination Meeting 

Date: April 1, 2008 

On March 26, 2008, at 1 :30 PM, a meeting was held in tile Regional Conference Room of lOOT 
District 8. The attached sign-in sheet documents the individuals in attendance. 

Brooks Brestal, Deputy Project Manager (lOOT), provided an introduction for the meeting. He noted 
that all parties need to have a clear understanding of the project and the role of the railroads in 
bringing the project to completion. He noted that the project had three major components: the 
Missouri North 1-70 Interchange (MoDOT), the main river bridge (MoDOT is the lead agency but the 
bridge is jOintly administered by MoDOT and lOOT) and the Illinois Approach Roadways (lOOT). He 
said that this arrangement was part of the agreement between Illinois and Missouri that was 
announced in Februmy. 

Greg Horn, Project Manager (MoDOl} added that this project is indeed going to happen. He pOinted 
out that funding is in place and the two states are in agreement as to how the project will be 
implemented. He said that constructior should begin in the next 18 months. He said that we need 
the railroads' help to be successful, and he said he was glad to see good participation at today's 
meeting. 

Brooks then invited all those at the meeting to individually introduce themselves and to say what their 
expectations were from this meeting. Some recurring responses were the desire to see the new plan 
(and how it differs from the former plan)., what the impacts are on the railroads (both the new plan and 
the ultimate plan) and the desire to see this project built in less than 10 years. In response to a 
question, Brooks noted that Relocated IL 2, is a separate project with its own EIS. He added that while 
Relocated IL 3 has funding in our multi·yes. r pl3.n, our primary focus at this time is to proceed with the 
MRB Project. 

Brooks noted that we would be asking each railroad to provide the name and contact information for 
an individual who would make sure all activities related to this project move forward within their 
company. All railroad correspondenc'3 will be directed to these individuals (rather than the home office 
or higher level officials) to ensure that prompt Cletion is taken 

He said that each mil road would be 9iven some "horflGwork" today to take with them and that it was 
essential to meet the schedule that W;?cS going to be p;esented. 

Gwen Lagemann proceeded with th8 attached slide show p!'8sentation. She fielded questions from 
the attendees as the presentation progressed. 



MRB Project RR Coordination Meeting 
March 26, 2008 
Page 2 

Various railroads pointed out thai they would require rigrlt of entry permits for any agent of the two 
DOT's dOing work, archaeological testing or mitigation, surveys, etc. on railroad property. This was 
due to their concern about liabiiit}' (insurance) and the safety of individuals Emtering railroad property. 

Gwen noted that lOOT would be asking for permanent access for inspection and maintenance of the 
various structures over railrcad property anej facilities. 

The railroads asked if tile archaeological excavations would be limited to the area needed to built the 
piers and Brooks replied affirmatively. The railroads ""rere concerned about soil contamination during 
archaeological excavations and/or construction. KCS noted concerns about their liability, the need for 
off-site disposal of contaminated soil and that their permission would be needed before any 
environmental testing could take placp. 

The railroads asked who would be responsible for special waste or archaeological work as well as 
utility relocation. lOOT will perform Preliminary Site Investigations (PSI's) for the excavations. KCS 
noted confidentiality agreements may be necessary for the PSI work. 

KCS also asked about security of the access roads on raBroad property and asked for locked gates to 
prevent random access. We agreed to a dual-locked gate system if necessary. 

UP said that it may not have the resources to m:)et the proposed schedule. lOOT said that it would 
pay for extra effort tllrough an agreement at the end of the process, so it was important for the 
railroads to track their efforts and costs. NS and UP noted that their auditors may not accept 
expenditure of funds without authorization. They said that a letter from lOOT would be needed to 
provide up-front authorization of the work. $50,000 is needed per railroad for consultants to review 
plans. 

UP said that the contract)rs need to find out in advance if they can get the required insurance to work 
on railroad property. A "by written contract" clause will not be allowed. It was pointed out that lOOT 
was advised of this concern five year;; ago and that Hlis issue could delay tile project. 

KCS asked who will gElt the invoices from tile ra;~roads, lOOT or MoOOT. The agreements will be 
between the railroads and 100r, so lOOT Will be tilled. There will only be individual agreements, no 
Memorandum of Understanding. 

Brooks noted that the proposed river t'ridge is HssenUaHy in tria same location as tile 2001 plan. The 
designers for the initial 4-lanH bridge 'Nill determine whether trle ultimate EB or WB structure will be 
built first. 

TRRA asked if the 2008 project was fully fundt~d. Brooks s2id that is has been published in the news 
media that $49 million of tI'e cost 'N3S dependent upon a capital bill passing the Illinois General 
Assembly. He assured those in attendance that both states are committed to build the project and that 
the remaining funding will /)e found. He noted that the construction is expected to take 4 to 6 years, so 
the remaining funding Gwld be aliocate(J in a future 'nij1ti~year program. He said that the goal is to 
begin construction in 2010. 




