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Mayor and Council
Minutes
November 1, 2023

The monthly meeting of the Keedysville Mayor and Town Council was called to order at 7:00 pm with the following
present: Mayor Ken Lord, Assistant Mayor Brandon Sweeney, Council Members Judy Kerns, Matt Hull, Sarah Baker
Town Attorney Ed Kuczynski, Town Administrator Lisa Riner, Administrative Assistant Teresa Pangle.

’

Minutes from the September 6, 2023 Public Hearing and October 4, 2023 meeting were approved.

The General Fund Report was $459,483.22

Announcements were read

Audit Report - Ms. Clarke with Smith, Elliott, Kearns & Company (SEK) reported it was a smooth process, and all is good.
Community Deputy Report

Deputy Watkins completed his normal checks, 7 in the park, 6 in the cemetery, 8 in Stonecrest, 8 in Rockingham, 8 in

Cannon Ridge, 7 calls for service, half an hour of foot patrol, 1 Court day, 2 days of training, and 1 special event (trick or
treat).

Resident Comments
Ms. Gemeny reported a street light on S. Main Street is blinking/strobing.

Mr. Thompson presented information about the four mature trees he had lost. He feels this is due to the builders not
following rules/regulations and the Town'’s failure to protect the easement between his property and the Stonecrest
subdivision. See attached documents.

Ms. Riner reported an email was received from Mr. Holder on October 25, 2023, that will be made part of the minutes.

Old Business

Dogstreet Rd & Main St Crosswalk — Ms. Riner reported the painting is done and the crosswalk is there. We are waiting
on a new stop sign. Ms. Riner spoke to Ms. Walton and she will remove the bark from the tree stump and the vine so as
not to obstruct the stop sign.



Clearing Area at Stormwater Pond near 31 Farragut — Ms. Riner reported Mr. Heimer from the County sprayed the Tree
of Heaven. Mr. Babington will take care of the removal in mid-winter.

Trash Service Bids — We received two bids for trash collection, Apple Valley Waste, and J & J Trash Service. 1&J had the
lowest bid. There was some conversation about the transition. Ms. Riner will coordinate to have J & J drop off their bins
before Apple Valley Waste removes hins. The new pickup day with J & J will be Wednesdays for trash, yard waste, and
recycling. Ms. Kerns motioned to accept the } & J Trash Service bid, Ms. Baker seconded and all voted in favor. Service
will start at the beginning of February 2024,

eCode 360 — We are waiting to get a second quote from Municode.

Town Hall Windows & Plumbing Repairs — Plumbing repairs have been completed. Ms. Riner reported there are two
quotes for the window repairs. Mr. Sweeney motioned to approve the quote from Smith Renovations, Mr. Hull
seconded and all voted in favor.

Speeding/Passing on 34 —~ Ms. Riner said the County talked to the State about the issues on Rt 34. Someone from the
State called and said this is an issue throughout the County. They are using Rt 67 as a guinea pig to go away from their
normal rules to try to fix these problems by not allowing passing at intersections. The lines on Rt 67 have already been
painted. it will be 1-2 years for them to study the no-passing zone changes made on Rt 67. They will revisit the Rt 34
issues after the study.

New Business
Community Parks & Playground Grant Contingency Amount — Ms. Riner reported we dropped the contingency amount
from the grant application. We did apply for the full amount that was quoted.

No Trucks on Dogstreet Sign — Ms. Riner said the County is looking into this. They are going to put up a counter to see
how many trucks come through. There may be some kind of approval needed from the State, but they are looking into
it.

Council Comments
Ms. Riner reported cleaning of the WWII monument was completed by a State organization that provides this service for
free.

Ms. Riner mentioned the holiday dinner for the Town Council as well as a dinner for Mr, Abraham. Details are still being
worked out. Ms. Kerns mentioned a new restaurant in Boonshoro, Branded Chophouse as an option for the Town
Council dinner. Ms. Riner said the Planning and Zoning dinner will be on December 1% at the Bavarian Inn.

Meeting adjourned at 7:44 pm.
Respectfully Submitted,

Teresa Pangle
Administrative Assistant



M Gma i ! Teresa Pangle <tpangle@keedysvillemd.com>

Re: MDNR asked STB for a DJ and the railroad has been abandoned for almost 50

years
2 messages

Lisa Riner <Iriner@keedysvillemd.com> Mon, Oct 30, 2023 at 9:57 AM
To: Justin Holder <jholder2004@gmail.com>

Cc: Town Hall <townhall@keedysvillemd.com>, Ed Kuczynski <ed.kuczlaw@gmail.com>, Sarah Baker
<sbhaker@keedysvillemd.com>, Brandon Sweeney <bsweeney@keedysvillemd.com>, Judy Kerns
<jkerns@keedysvillemd.com>, Ken Lord <mayorkenlord@gmail.com>, hullscraneservice@hotmail.com, "Talley H. Kovacs -
DNR-" <talley.kovacs@maryland.gov>, Teresa Pangle <tpangle@keedysvillemd.com>

Good Morning Justin,

We will attach these documents to our October meeting minutes.
Thanks!

Lisa Riner

Town Administrator, Notary

Town of Keedysville

19 S Main St, PO Box 359, Keedysville, MD 21756
301-432-5795 (office), 240-313-8603 (cell)

Iriner@keedysvillemd.com, www.keedysvillemd.com
Town Hall Hours: Monday - Friday 8:00am - 2:00pm

On Wed, Oct 25, 2023 at 7:00 PM Justin Holder <jholder2004@gmail.com> wrote:
Dear Town of Keedysville,

Please see attached petition to STB and the decision. Ms. Kovacs from DNR filed the petition. (I copied Ms. Kovacs
because | think her candor in the petition, and to our courts has been disgraceful.)

In either case, Ms. Kovacs made the request and STB confirmed what has been obvious for the last 30 years, the State
of Maryland is a fraud, bootstrapping up a colorable claim.

Please publish these documents in the Mayor and Council minutes to inform the citizens of Keedysville, and
Washington County of the truth.

Have a great weekend.

Respectfully,

Justin Holder




Lisa Riner <Iriner@keedysvillemd.com> Mon, Oct 30, 2023 at 10:05 AM
To: Teresa Pangle <tpangle@keedysvillemd.com>

Lisa Riner
Town Administrator, Notary
Town of Keedysville !

19 S Main St, PO Box 359, Keedysville, MD 21756
301-432-5795 (office), 240-313-8603 (cell)
Iriner@keedysvillemd.com, www.keedysvillemd.com
Town Hall Hours: Monday - Friday 8:00am - 2:00pm

[Quoted text hidden]

2 attachments

.@ Decision 1.11.2023 51488.pdf
63K

.@ Petition for Declaratory Order with Exhibits.pdf
2254K
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
DECISION
Docket No. FD 36606

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES—
PETITION FOR DECLARATORY ORDER

Digest:' The Maryland Department of Natural Resources filed a petition for
declaratory order requesting that the Board determine whether a previous owner
of a rail line consummated the abandonment authority granted by the Board’s
predecessor agency. This decision finds that the abandonment was timely
consummated and the Board therefore lacks jurisdiction over the line.

Decided: January 11, 2023

By petition filed on April 22, 2022, the Maryland Department of Natural Resources
(MDNRY} seeks a declaratory order determining whether a portion of the Hagerstown Branch
between Valuation Station 0+00 at Weverton, Md., and Valuation Station 980-+00 at Roxbury,
Md. (the Line), formerly owned by the Washington County Railroad Company (WCRC) and
operated by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company (B&O Railroad), has been abandoned or
whether it remains part of the interstate rail network and the Board retains jurisdiction over it.
(Pet. 3.) MDNR states that it acquired the line from WCRC’s successor in interest in the Line,
CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSXT), in September 1991 and “is exploring options for a rail-to-trail
project.” (Id. at 1.)

Along with its petition, MDNR submits a June 1978 certificate and decision by the
Board’s predecessor, the Interstate Commerce Commission (ICC), permitting abandonment of
the Line (as well as another line segment not at issue here).? See Wash. Cnty. R.R. Aban.

I The digest constitutes no part of the decision of the Board but has been prepared for the
convenience of the reader. It may not be cited to or relied upon as precedent. See Pol’y
Statement on Plain Language Digs. in Decisions, EP 696 (STB served Sept. 2, 2010).

* An Administrative Law Judge initially authorized abandonment of the Line in
November 1977. See Wash, Cnty. R.R. Aban. Portion Hagerstown Branch Between Weverton
& Hagerstown, also Portion of the Antietam Branch near Security, All in Wash. Cnty.. Md..

AB 19 (Sub-No. 20) et al. (ICC served Nov. 8, 1977). Subsequently, the ICC received a petition
for administrative review, which it denied in a 1978 decision affirming the 1977 decision. See
Wash. Cnty. R.R.—Aban, Portion Hagerstown Branch Between Weverton & Hagerstown, also
Portion of the Antietam Branch near Sec., All in Wash. Cnty.. Md, (April 1978 Decision), AB 19
{(Sub-No. 20) et al. (ICC served Apr. 27, 1978).




Docket No. FD 36606

Portion Hagerstown Branch Between Weverton & Hagerstown, also Portion of the Antietam
Branch near Security, All in Wash. Cnty., Md. (June 1978 Ord.}, AB 19 (Sub-No. 20) (ICC
served June 22, 1978). The June 1978 Order, AB 19 (Sub-No. 20), slip op. at 2, provided that, to
exercise the abandonment authority, applicants would need to advise the ICC in writing of the
date the abandonment took place and submit two copies of the journal entries showing that the
Line had been retired from service.> The order also provided that, if not exercised within one

year, the abandonment authority would expire. June 1978 Ord., AB 19 (Sub-No. 20}, slip op.
at2.

Additionally, MDNR submits two letters describing actions taken by either WCRC or
B&O Railroad following the June 1978 Order.* The first is addressed to the ICC acting secretary
and signed by an attorney for the Chessie System Railroad (Chessie), which owned B&O
Railroad.” (Pet., Ex. D.} The letter, dated December 6, 1978, and stamped as received by the
ICC on December 10, 1978, states that the abandonment authority authorized in Docket No.
AB 19 (Sub-No. 20) “was exercised at 12:01 AM, November 15, 1978 and asserts that journal
entries would be forwarded to the ICC. (1d.)

The second letter, dated April 10, 1979, is signed by Aubrey H. Herndon, Jr., Chief,
Interpretations Branch, and is addressed to Chessie’s assistant vice president and comptroller,
thanking him for his “letter of April 4, 1979, submitting the accounting for the authorized
abandonments of the Hagerstown and Antietam branches that had been inadvertently omitted
from [his] original submission to us of February 2, 1979.” (Pet., Ex. E.} The letter states that
“[t]he accounting is acceptable and our file on this matter will be closed.” (Id.)

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Under 5 U.S.C. § 554(e) and 49 U.S.C. § 1321, the Board may issue a declaratory order
to terminate a controversy or remove uncertainty. The Board has broad discretion in determining
whether to issue a declaratory order. See Bos. & Me. Corp. v. Town of Aver, 330 F.3d 12,

14 n.2 {Ist Cir. 2003}, Delegation of Auth.—Declaratory Ord. Proc., 5 I.C.C.2d 675, 675 (1989).
For the reasons discussed below, the Board will issue a declaratory order finding that the
abandonment authority granted by the ICC in the June 1978 Order was consummated and that
the Board does not have jurisdiction over the Line.

3 In this context, “retirement” refers to consummation of abandonment authority. See
Black Hills Transp.—Modified Rail Certificate, FD 34924, slip op. at 5 (STB served Jan. 27,
2010). The submission of journal entries indicating the intent to retire a line was “the approach
followed at that time to inform the agency when an abandonment had been consummated.” Id.

4 MDNR states that these letters are the “only documentation known to MDNR? relating
to actions taken by WCRC or B&O Railroad with respect to the abandonment. (Pet. 3.)

> B&O Railroad was part of Chessie, a unit of CSX Corporation, before merging into the
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Company, which merged into CSXT. See CSX Transp.. Inc.—
Aban.—Between Big Pool & Tonoloway in Wash. Cnty.. Md., AB 55 (Sub-No. 240X}, slip op.
at 1 n.1 (ICC served July 13, 1988).

N
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For lines authorized for abandonment before 1997.¢ the Board determines whether
abandonment authority was consummated on a case-by-case basis by evaluating all the facts and
circumstances to determine the line owner’s intent. See Beaufort R,.R.—Modified Rajl
Certificate, FD 34943, slip op. at 6 (STB served Mar, 19, 2008). In determining whether there
was an intent to consummate abandonment, the Board looks to the rail carrier’s actions,
including both stated intentions and various physical acts. See Md. Transit Admin.—Aban.
Exemption—in Somerset Cnty., Md., AB 590 (Sub-No. 1X), slip op. at 3 (STB served May 13,
2015).

As noted above, in Docket No. AB 19 (Sub-No. 20}, the ICC authorized WCRC to
abandon and B&O Railroad to cease operations over the Line. See June 1978 Ord.. AB 19
(Sub-No. 20), slip op. at 1. The ICC order required that, to exercise the authority, the applicants
advise the ICC in writing of the date the abandonment took place and submit copies of the
relevant journal entries, and it provided that the authority would expire if not exercised within
one year. Id. at 2.

The record here contains a letter from Chessie stating that the abandonment authority was
exercised on November 15, 1978. (Pet., Ex. D.) That letter was received by the ICC on
December 10, 1978, (id.), and establishes both that the abandonment authority was exercised
within the one~year period and that the ICC was advised in writing of the abandonment. See
June 1978 Ord., AB 19 (Sub-No. 20), slip op. at 2.

Although the December 1978 letter also states that journal entries would be forwarded to
the ICC, (Pet., Ex. D), the ICC file for Docket No. AB 19 (Sub-No. 20) in the Board’s
possession does not contain journal entries. However, the April 10, 1979 letter, which appears to
be from the ICC to Chessie, sufficiently demonstrates that the ICC did receive relevant Jjournal
entries at some point prior to that date. That letter seemingly responds to a letter from Chessie,
which is described as “submitting the accounting” for the “abandonments of the Hagerstown and
Antietam branches” authorized in Docket No. AB 19 (Sub-No. 20). (Pet., Ex. E.} As the Board
has recognized, it was standard ICC practice to describe correspondence containing journal
entries as “submitting accounting,” which indicates that the ICC sent the April 1979 letter to
Chessie after having received journal entries. See Chester Cnty.. Pa.—Pet, for Declaratory Ord.,
FD 36400, slip op. at 3 (STB served July 13, 2021) (stating that an ICC letter described
correspondence it received “as ‘submitting accounting’ for rail line retirements,” which showed
that the ICC received “a journal entry showing the accounting information”™). Additionally, the
April 1979 letter states that “[t]he accounting is acceptable and our file on this matter will be
closed,” demonstrating that the ICC considered the journal entries sufficient and conclusive on
the matter, and that no additional action was necessary to close the file. (Pet., Ex. E (noting that
a copy of the letter would be inserted into the file for Docket No. AB 19 (Sub-No. 200))

¢ In 1997, the Board established a rule requiring that railroads authorized to abandon a
line file a “notice of consummation™ within one year of the service date of a decision authorizing
the abandonment “to signify that it has exercised the authority granted and fully abandoned the
line,” 49 C.F.R. § 1152.29(e}(2). Such notice is “deemed conclusive on the point of
consummation.” Id.; see Honey Creek R.R.~Pet. for Declaratory Ord., FD 34869 et al., slip op.
at 4-5 (STB served June 4, 2008).
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There is no evidence of record that calls into question this interpretation of the letters
submitted by MDNR. Accordingly, the Board finds that the record sufficiently demonstrates that
abandonment authority was exercised within one year of the June 1978 Order. See Black Hills
Transp., FD 34924 slip op. at 5 (finding that journal entries were conclusive evidence that a
carrier had exercised abandonment authority where agency records contained an ICC letter
referencing the date of the carrier’s letter filing such journal entries). Therefore, the Board finds
that abandonment of the Line, as authorized in Docket No. AB 19 (Sub-No. 20), was timely
consumimated and that the Board has no jurisdiction over the Line, as it is no longer part of the
interstate rail network.

It is ordered:

1. The Board finds that abandonment of a portion of the Hagerstown Branch between
Valuation Station 0+00 at Weverton, Md., and Valuation Station 980+00 at Roxbury, Md., as
authorized in Docket No. AB 19 (Sub-No. 20), was timely consummated and that the Board has
no jurisdiction over the Line.

2. This decision is effective on its service date.

By the Board, Board Members Fuchs, Hedlund, Oberman, Primus, and Schultz,



BEFORE THE
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

WASHINGTON COUNTY RAILROAD COMPANY AND THE BALTIMORE AND
OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY — ABANDONMENT OF PORTION OF THE
HAGERSTOWN BRANCH IN WASHINGTON COUNTY, MARYLAND

NO. FD36606

PETITION OF MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
FOR DECLARATORY ORDER
L INTRODUCTION
The Maryland Department of Natural Resources (“MDNR”) seeks a determination from
the Surface Transportation Board as to whether the Washington County Railroad Company (the
“WCRC”), as owner, and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company (“B&O Railroad™), as
operator, exercised authority under the Interstate Commerce Commission Certificate and Decision
(the “ICC Certificate”), dated June 22, 1978, Docket No. AB-19 (Sub-No. 20), to abandon the
portion of the Hagerstown Branch between Valuation Station 0+00 at Weverton, Maryland, and
Valuation Station 980+00 at Roxbury, Maryland (the “Railway Line”). By Quitclaim Deed dated
September 6, 1991 and record in the Land Records of Washington County, MD at Liber 01015,
folio 796, MDNR acquired the Railway Line from CSX Transportation, Inc., which was the
WCRC’s successor in interest in the Railway Line. MDNR is exploring options for a rail-to-trial
project along the Railway Line and therefore is in need of a determination as to whether the
Railway Line has been abandoned under federal law.
1. BACKGROUND
By application filed on March 18, 1975 to the Interstate Commerce Commission (the

“ICC”), the WCRC and B&O Railroad sought authority to abandon a portion of the Hagerstown



Branch between Valuation Station 0+00 at Weverton, Maryland, to Valuation Station 1218+60 at
Hagerstown, Maryland, a total distance of approximately 25.54 miles. See Exhibit A, Initial
Decision, No. AB-19 (Sub-No. 20), dated October 26, 1977, at 1. On July 21, 1976, WCRC and
B&O Railroad amended their application by removing from the proposed abandonment a 4.52-
mile portion of the line from Valuation Station 980+00 at Roxbury, Maryland, to Valuation Station
1218+60 at Hagerstown, Maryland, leaving the Railway Line as the portion sought to be
abandoned. /d.

In an Initial Decision, dated October 26, 1977, the ICC found that “present and future
convenience and necessity permit abandonment” of the Railway Line and directed issuance of a
certificate of abandonment. Exhibit A at 6, 8. That decision was upheld on review by Decision
dated April 21, 1978. See Exhibit B, Decision, No. AB-19 (Sub-No. 20), April 21, 1978. Three
months later, on June 22, 1978, the Acting Secretary of the ICC issued a Certificate and Decision,
which provided that for the WCRC and B&O Railroad to exercise their authority granted under
the certificate to abandon the Railway Line they “shall submit two copies of the journal entries
showing the retirement of the [Railway Line] from service, and shall advise [the ICC] in writing,
immediately after the abandonment of the line of railroad, of the date on which the abandonment
actually took place.” See Exhibit C, ICC Certificate, at 2. The ICC Certificate further provided
that the “authority granted” under the certificate to abandon the Railway Line “shall be of no
further force or effect” if “not exercised within one year from” the date of the ICC Certificate. Id.

On March 15, 2022, counsel for MDNR sent an inquiry to counsel for the STB for
information as to whether after issuance of the ICC Certificate the WCSC or B&O Railroad had
completed the abandonment process for the Railway Line. In response, STB’s counsel stated that

while the ICC had authorized the abandonment, the STB’s files did not contain documents

/



indicating that the WCSC or B&O Railroad had consummated the abandonment by.completing all
steps required by the ICC Certificate. The only documentation known to MDNR related to actions
taken by either WCSC or B&O Railroad with respect to the abandonment after issuance of the ICC
Certificate are: (1) a letter dated December 6, 1978 from Chessie System—believed to be a holding
company that once owned B&O Railroad—advising that “the abandonment authority [under the
ICC Certificate] was exercised at 12:01 AM, November 14, 1978,” and noting that “journal
entries” were forthcoming, see Exhibit D; and (2) a letter dated April 10, 1979 to Chessie System,
not on letterhead, noting the submission by Chessie System of “the accounting for the authorized
abandonment[] of the Hagerstown...branch[]” and stating that the “accounting is acceptable and
our file on this matter will be closed.” See Exhibit E. Counsel for STB suggested that these two
letters are not a part of the STB’s own file on the ICC Certificate.

From the documentation known to MDNR related to the abandonment of the Railway Line,
MDNR, the current owner of the Railway Line, is unable to ascertain whether the WCSC and B&O
Railroad exercised their authority to abandon the Railway Line by providing to the ICC journal
entries and requisite notice, as called for in the ICC Certificate. MDNR requests a determination
from the STB as to whether the Railway Line has been abandoned, so that it may consider
railbanking under Section 8(d) of the National Trails System Act, 16 U.S.C. § 1247(d), if available.

II.  RELIEF SOUGHT

To resolve this matter, MDNR requests that the Board determine whether: (1) the Railway
Line was legally abandoned through the timely filing by the WCSC and B&O Railroad of journal
entries and written notice, as called for in the ICC Certificate; and (2) the Board continues to tetain
residual jurisdiction over the Railway Line such that MDNR may pursue railbanking under Section

8(d) of the National Trails System Act.



Dated: April 22, 2022 Respecttully Submitted,

A5

Talley H-S. Kovacs

Assistant Attorney General

Office of the Attorney General

Maryland Department of Natural Resources
580 Taylor Ave., C-4

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-8351

talley kovacs@maryland.gov

Attorney for the Maryland Department of
Natural Resources
VERIFICATION
I, Talley H-S. Kovacs, verify under penalty of perjury that the statements made iﬁ this
Petition of the Maryland Department of Natural Resources for Declaratory Order are true and
accurate to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief. Furthermore, I certify that I am
qualified and authorized to make such verification on behalf of the Maryland Department of

Natural Resources.

Executed this 22nd day of April, 2022.

L

Talley H-S. Kovacs
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INEFITNTE COMERCE COMOBSION SERVlCEDATE ']

IRITIAL /rmcxsxom Nov -g 177

¥o. AB-19 (8ub Wo. 20)

VASHINGTOR COUNTY RATLROAD COMPANY AND PALTIMORE AND ORTO FAILROAD
COMPANY ABANDONMENT PORTION HAGERSTOWN BRARCH BETWEEN WEVERION AND
HAGERITOWN, ALSO PORTION OF 7HE ANTIETAM BRANCH NEAR SECURLTY,

ATL IN WASHINGTON COURTY, MARYIAND

/ FIFANCZ DOCKET NO. 28348
VESTERN MAHYIAND RATIHAY COMPANY - LEASE AND OPERATE - mémvm

COUNTY RATLROAD COMPANY, SUBSIDIARY OF BALTTMORE ANI ONIO RAILROAD
COMPANY, TN WA SHEINGTON COUNTY, MARYIAND

In No. AB-19 (Bub Wo. 20), present and future public convenience and
necessity found to permit the Washington County Railroed: Company _ .
and The Baltimore and Ohio Reilroad Company to sbandon » portiom
of their Hagerstown Branch between Weverton, Md, and Roxbuwy, Md.,
snd a portion of their Antietam Branch at or near Security, Md.;
conditions prescribed.

In Finence Docket No. 28348, the lesre sud cperation by Westemn Mary-
land Kailway Company of portioms ol Washington County Railrcad
Company's Hagerstown and Antietam Pranches found to be consistent
with the pvblic interest; conditlons: prascribed.

By David H. Allard, Administrative Iaw M:

Upon consideration of the record in the abtovr-entitled proceedings,
and:

Tt & , That, by applicatici -:1ed o March 18, 1975, the
Washington C Railroad Company (Was!. .gton Comty), ns owner, and -

The Baltimore and Ohlo Reilroad. Cungu:w__ (B80), as operator, Jointly
sougnt awthority under sectiop 1(18)-~(20) of the Interstate Commarce . '
Jat (Act) to abandon a portion of thelr Hagerstown Branch between Valu-

wtion Station 000 at Weverton, Md, and Valuation Station 121860 at or . |

near Hagerstown, M., and a portion of thelr Antietam Branch between
Valiation Stations 0400 and 130+00 at or near Becurity, Md., a total |
distance of approximstely 25.54 miles; that by petition o ‘amend: thelr -
application, filed July 21, 1976, spplicants sought to elimimate k.52 W
ailes from the sbandonment application belwean valuation Staticns 980+00 .
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and 1250+94, thereby retaining service to the pcrtion of the Hagerstown
Branch between Hagerstown snd Roxbury, Md,; and that, by applica ion filed
on Novemher 2li, 1976, under section 5(2) of the Act, the Western Maryi
Railway Company (WM) sought authority to acquire by lease and operste a
portion of Washington County's Hagerstown Branch, between Valuation Sta-
tion 980+00 at or near Roxbury, Md. and Vsluation Station 1250+9% at ior
near Hageratown, Md., and a portion of Washington County's Security Branch,
between Valuation Stations 130+00 and 194+21,3 near Security, Md.; -

1t further appearing, That the environmental effects of the proposed
abandonment and. lease applications were considered in a Commiszion pre-
pared Threshold Aspeasment Survey, which was served on Janusry 28, 1977;
that this Burvey concluded that thz .pplication did not constitute a major
Faderal action which would significantly affect the quality of the human
environment within the memning of the National Envirormental Pollcy Act of
1969; that the Survey also found that the involved right-cf-way, upon aban-
donment, would be suitable for public use and recommended the Imposition
of & condition which would afford interested persons the opportunity to ac-
quire the l:ne for such purpose; that the Survey also found that a bridge
tresile of listoric significance is located on the sbundonment segment and,
accordingly, certain conlitions concerning disposal of this structure were
algo recomw:nded in the furvey; that Comments on the Threshcld Assesmment
Survey were filed by appl.icants herein and the Commission considered su:h
Comments ir an Addendum to the Survey, served iay 10, 1977, which Addendum
meintained the findings of the Survey; ’

1t further cppearing, That Notice of the proposed abandonment and
lease appiications and the environmental findinges was uccomplished in ac-
cordance with Commiss_on regulations; that proteris and other statements
to the applications were filed; that the matters herein were referred to
thie Administrative Law Judge for hearings, whitn were conducted at Hag-
erstown, Md., on September 12 and 13, 19/7; that, at the hearings, vari-
ous prblic, union and shipper intereets appeared; that the effect of the
applicatlions as sought, subject to the above-referenced amendment, would
provide continued rail service to sll BA&O patrons by WM, pave the Hagerg.
towe Luwber Company, & proteatant shipper located on the Antietam Branch;
that, at the hearings, applicantz offered a urther amendment to the ap-
?lications which would permit continued rail service to the Hagerstown
Lumber Company by the WM under the WM lease and operation proposals

It _furtler anpearing, That in support of their applications, B&O and
WM presented aubstantial evidence which demonstrates the effects of these
proposals from opersiing, traffic, engineering and financial bages; that,
considered separstely. ‘heir evidence shows as follows: first, operating:
that the abandonment  :tion of the Hagarstown Branch has been out of ser-
vice since February 13, 1976, because of tre~" conditions, and that no
rell patrons have been adversely a’fected by --is disruption; tha% traf®ic
Tormerly woving overhead to the abandonment section has beén handled eco-
nomically and efticiently under rerouting, pursuant to Commission Service
Order No. 15k and that, escentially, the same rerouting of such traffic
would occur subsequent to approval of these: applications; and that service




Ro. AB-19 (8ub No. 20) et al,

to B&O patrons on the Hagerstown and Antietam Branches will continue at the
game, if not better, Jevel under the proposed WM lease; second, traffic:
that over the years patrong once located on the abeandommeent sections have
relocated, terminated operations, or no longer require yail service; that
presently no ahippers are protesting the abandomment of the subject por-
tions of the Hagerstown and Antletam Branches; that the sbandomment Bec-
tion of the Hagerstown Branch genemated 2 cars in 1976 and the sbandorment
section of the Antietam Branch generated 21 cars in 1976, which latter traf-
£ic will be retained under the amendments; that adequate team track facili-
ties and altermate transportation exist in the genaral area; and that no
rates will be adversely afffected for current rail patrons under the lease,
except for cement traffic vie PO under a certain tarlff, from Becurity,
Md. to Mouthern Freight Association territory; third, engineering: that
the Hagerstcwn abandomment gection requires subrtantisl rehabilitstion in
the amount ot $1,030,802; that normslized malntenance ou the retown and
Antietam Br iches would require average annual expenditiures of $104,677;
and thet abandonment would result in the realizaticn of net salvage of
$396,405; and fourth, financial: that operation of the alindorment sec-
tions, including the portion necessary to serve Hageratown Lumber Company,
resulted in & net railwuy operating deficit of $90,111 and $51,417 for 1975
and 1976, respectively; that operation of the leage gection by WM will re-
sult in a net reilwey operating income to it of $65,578 based on actual B8O
revenues for 1976 from the lease segment; and that reroutl of the involved
cverhead traffic would. have resulted in increased costs of ,440 to the
B&0, based on an actual reroute study of overhead traffic on the Hagerstown
Branch in 1976;

It further aﬁarig, Thet various parties appeared at the hearings
and presen%ea el ny and positions concerning the applications; that
such parties renresented public, union and shipper interests; that such
public interesis were ag Tollows: first, the Maryland Department of Trans-
portation, vhich was not opposed to the ebandonment but sought preservation
of the right-of-way for recreational purposes; gecond, the Maryland Depart-
ment of Economic and Community Development, which withdrew its opposition
to the absndorment; third, the Appalachian Trail Conference, which ex-
pressed its interest in acquiring the righte-of-way on the Hagarstown aban-
donment section for hii-ing purposes; fourth, & representative of U. 8.
Congressman Goodloe Byrom, who noted his opposition Lo the gbandoment ;
£ifth, Maryland State Senator Vietor Cushwa, who expressed his opposition,
arguing that the Hagerstown Prench abandonmment section provides a good
route for oversize loads and direct access to Washington, D. C., and that
the abandomment section is necessary to attract new business to Weshington
County and to provide adequate service to existing rhippers; and sixth,
Mayor Jess D. Orndorff, of Brunswick, Md. , who expressed his interest in

retention of the line for future development as a commuter corridor and
for movemant of oversize loads;

It further a@ﬂr%, hat employee interests were represented by the
United Tremsportation Union; t* by 1ts witness 1t expressed concerr for

the efficient hu- ing of t3~fr.. soving overhead to the Hagerstown Branch
gubsequent to abandomment, as well as the usefulpess of the Branch for

o
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£ oversize loads and as a detour route in emergency situations such as derail.

ments on other lines of applicants; that the union fhrther requested that

ghould the abandopment be approved, the Comission impose herein appro
ate labor protective conditions;

It “urther appearing, That Hagerstown Iumber Company, located on the
Antietan Branch, cﬁ areﬁ'*tes”tiuow"m opposition to the abandopment; that
ite testimony demonstrated the adverse financial effect which the abendone

‘ =ent would have upon it; that such evidence has been congidered, but in

; view of applicants' amendments which wouls vesult in continued service to

_: this shipper under the WM lease proposal und thie shipper's withdrawal of

? its opposition, no detailed statement of the evidence offered by this ship~

per ig necessary; that Conservit, Inc., Arnold Graphics In stries, Inc.

and Tndustrial Merchants S8torage Company, shippers located on the lease
portion of the Hagerstown Branch alsc appeared at hearing; and thet in

view of applicants' amendments, and the withdrawal of these shippers’ ob-

Jectioms to the abandopment, a detailed statemert of their testimony and

positions 1s similarl. unnedessary; '

It further appearing, That the only shipper which medntained opposi-
tion to the appl fc&%:'fbns wag the Marquetie Cement Msnufacturing Company
(Marquette); that this shipper im located in Hagerstown, Md., with ite
railhead at Security, Md., and presently rveceives pervice from the B0
and WM and is open to reciprocal switching by the Korfolk and Western
Railway Compaxty (N&W); that this shipper expressed concern for the effect
of the abandorment on cer supply, service and rates; that, by 1its testi-
7 mony, this shipper indicated that its primary cbjection was o rate matter
' rather than an asbandonment matter; that the stated rete difriculty in-
volves the application of a specific tariff cm cement to southern points,
to which tariff the B&O is a party and the WM is not; that the N3W is a
party to th. subject tariff and this shipper could enjoy this tariff under
the reciprocsi switching agruement between W& aad WM for traffic at Hage
erstown, Ma.;

It further appearing, Thet, in rebwttal to the concern expresaed by
Marquetis, applicents presented testimonmy by thelr manager of pricing,
whose jurisdiction includes cement raft:ies om B&O srd ¥W; that he stated
that the specific tariff, which concerns Marguette, .t proposed to: be
canr:lled and hearings have been conducted by the General Freight Traffic
Committee at which Marquette offered testimony substant. ally the sawe as
that contained in these proceedings; that, should the ajplications herein
be approved, the subject tariff would rumein in force and be avajilable to
Marquette via N3W until such time as the teriff may be cancelles; that
Marquette had not shipped from Hagerstown vie B&O under the svisject tar~
1Pf until several months prior to the heersingjand that other Maryland
mills, which do not have the subject tax:ff availlable to them, have
shipped to southern destinations in campetition with Marquette, under
higher rates;

Tt further appearing, That the eridence of record adduced in these
proceerings demonstrates that the emended abandonment and ..ease spplica«
tiom-. will not result in the loss of rail service to any concerned B&O

N
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patron; that such B& patrons located on the Hagcratown and Antietam Branches
will receive mdequate, and perhaps better, service by WM under the lease
proposel; that traffic form~rly moving overhead to the Hagerstown Branch
will be handled undar reroute in a more efficient and economic manner; that,
Dy the abandorment, BAC will avoid the continusd cccurrence of lommes which
it has suffered by provision of service on the sbandoment section and WM
will enjoy profitable operaiions by the proposed laase; that the Hagerstowm
abandonment section is in need of sbstantial rehabilitation, in the amcount
demonstrated by applicants, which would be necessary snould operations be
resumad thersover; that such rehabilitation and pormslired maintepance thece-
after would be an improvident and uwm :cessary expenditure of carrier re-
sour~es, which is not required by any present or demonstrated fulure need
for service to shippers on tiie abandomment cection or for the movement of
overhead traffic thereover; thet the concerns expressed for relenmtion of
the Hagerstown Branch for oversirze traffic are not supported by any evi-
dence that ary oversize loads will be generated which can be transported
only over this Branch; that, by contrast, - plicants and union protestant
have shown that other routce are avallable for the movement of oversize
loads and detour movements; and that the eviderce produced at hearing and
the findings contained in the Threshold Asses:ment Survey demonstrate that
no definite plans exict for either rail-orlented induatrial growth or the
development of commuter xail service, which would necessitate the retentiom
of the subject lines;

It further appearing, That the opposition of Marquette herein is pri-
marily concerned with the application of a certain tarif? on movements of
cement to southern destinations; that service to Marquette will not be ad-
versely affected Ly spproval of these applications in that Marquette will
continue to receive rail service by WM and be open to reciprocal pwitching
with K8#; that the rates under the subject tariff will be svallable to
Marquette via NS until such time as the rates may be cancelled purmaant
to appropriate authority; that other tariffs also exirgt for moveme.t of
the involved commodities by WM; that Marquette will have an oppor.unity to
represent its interest on the rate matier in an appropriate proceeding;
and, as presented herein, such rate matters are not capable of resolution
in these proceedings and do not warrant the denial of the applicatioms
herein or the imposition of restrictions upon the sbandomment, or lease
authority;

It further s ring, That this decigion is not a major Federsl ac~
tion aig‘nmcﬁig ?ﬁecting the quality of the human epvircmment within
the meaning of the Natiomal Emvirommental Policy Act of 1969; that the
record herein, including the findings of the Threshold Assessmeni. Burvey
and the testimony offered at hearing by public interests, werrantas the
imposition of the public use and preservation conditloms recommerded in
the Survey;

It further appesiing and it is hereby found, That the public convew
pience and necessity permit the abandomment of the subject lines of rail-
road, as specified below; that the lease transaction, subject to its modi-
fication to permit rail service by the Western Maryland Pallway Coupany
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over the Antietam Branch of the Waghington County Railroad Coupany betw
Valuation Stations 0+00 and 65+71 » 18 & transaction within the 200
section 5(2) of the Interstate Commerce Act and ip consistent with
lic interest; end that the interests of carprier employees shall be
by the imposition of conditions, ae specified below; and

1t 18 ordered, That the amendments to the application in Docket No,
AB-19"(8ub No. 207 nre granted; and that, sulject to the employee: piotective
gconditlone spocified in Oregon Short Line R “Abandommsnt.doshen, 354
1.C.C. 76 (1977), the present an e publ lence and necessity
permlt abandomment by the Washington Cownty Radlroad Company -of the wortion

It 1g Purther crdered, That in Finance Docket No. 28348, the applica-
tion of Western Maryland Railwny Company to acquire by leass and opers
ate the portion of the Washington County Railroad Company 's Ragerstown
Branch between Veluation Station 980+00 at o near Roxbuvy, Md. and Vrlus-
tlon Station 125049k at or pesr Hagerstown, Md., and its porticn of the.
Antletunm Branch between Valuation Stations 130+00 and 194421,3 at or ‘neay
Security, Md., be, and 1t igs hereby, approved ‘subject to the employee pro-
tective eonditions imposed in Oklahems Hallway Co, Trustees Abandorment; ,

It is further ordered, That the following conditions to rermit public
use o e abandoned raliroad right-of'-way and to support preservation of
the historic "Lomg Bridge" losated thereon shall be imposed wpon & certiri.
cate of abandomment to be rsued herein;

1. Washington Cownrty Railrosd Company and The Baltimore
and Ohlo fmilroad Company shall not sell s lesse,
exchange, or otherwise dispose of the right-of-way
underlying the track, sl bridges, and all culverts
on the Line for g Perlod of 120 days following ismy-
ance of the certificate unless said property Las
first been offersa Upon reasonable temme, to respon-
sible persons interested in acquiring the property
for public use.

2. In the evext that a public or private organization
interested in acquisition of the right-of-way does
not come forward within the a.'bove-apiecifiegi 120~day

period, then applicants shall include in any contract
for sale of the sbandonment Property the following:

un6m
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(a) That the subsequent purchase of said property
gubmit plans for future use of the property,
including dridge structures, to the Conmission
and the Histeric Preservation Council for ree
view; and

(b) That in the event the bridge is eventuslly de~
nolished, the subssquent purchager will, prior
to demolition, ensure that appropriate measures
are taken to sdequately record the structure
according to. standards prescrided by the Historic
American Engineering Record.

Tt is further ordered, That in the event any person or govermment ea-
tity 1e consldering sn offer of financial assistance to emable the rail ser-
vice involved to be comti.ued, then suwh person or govermment entity she.dd
proeptly give notice that it 1s considering such an offer by certified m:il
to carrier ayplicants and by first class mail to snll parties of record and
the Commispion;

It is further ordered, That applicant rellroads shall, within 10 days
after receiving notice that an offer of financlal assistance is belng con-
sidered, make available to the party considaring the offer of financial
assistance the information described undsr the heading "Reilroads Seeking
Abandorment Authority,” which appears in the attached Notice of the Commis-
slon entitled "Procedures for Pending Rail Abandorment Cases,” merved
Mareh 3L, 1976, and published on that date in +h: Federal Register, Ll FR
15691 (hereinafter called the Procedures), and such informatiom shall de
made avallable in the mann.c deseribed in the Procedures;

It is fusther ordered, That upon this order becoming administretively
final, notice of the finding of public convenlence and necessity made here-
in shall be published in the Federal Reglster pursuant to the requirements
of section la (6)(s) of the Interstate Commerce Act, as amended;

Tt 18 further ordered, That, notwithstunding any notice that fimancial
aspistance 18 being considered that may have been given pursuant to the -
above ordering paragraph, any person or govermsent entity desiring to offer
financial ass stance to ensble the rail service involved to be comtimwd.
shall, within 15 days of publication in the Federal Register of the abovu-
deecribed finding of public comvenience and necessity, send notifiecation of
such offer by certified meil to applicant railroads and the Ccamission and
by first class meil to all part'es of record, and such notification shall
tnelude the terms and information described under the heading, "Persoms
Offering Rail Service Assistance,” which appears in the Procedures; . =

Tt iz further ordered, That if the Commission finds that a financially
responsible person has offered fimancial assistance in accordance with the
Procedures, the Comuission shull postpone the issuance of a certificate of
abandonment for such reasomable time, not tO exceed 6 months, as 1s necas-
sary to emsble such person or government emtity to enter imto & Lisding
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agreement with the spplicant ruilroads to provide financia’ assistance for
contimmed rall service or to purchase the rail line;

It is further ordered, That when the Comeimsion is informed of the
execution of eny financial assistance agreemert or acquisition and opera~
ting agreement, the lasuance of the certificate of abandorment shall bs
postponed for such period of time as such an agreement (including any ex-
tension or modificationg) is in effect;

It is further ordered, That all ~orrespendemce to the Comaission with
respect to offexs of financial assistance for the continued operations or
acquisiticn of the subject line shall comtain an appropriste reference to
the sultsble proceeding; and that on the lower left-hand coxner of enve-
lopes containing such correspomdence the ’ollowing notation shall be ‘typed
in boldfece "AB-RUCP"s

It is further ordered, That subject to the conditions set forth sbove,
an appropriate certilicate of absndomment shall be issued, and the applie
cants shall not effect any abandommsent or discontinusnce of service prior
to the effective date of such certificate of abundorment.

And 1% is ?;rg%r ordered, That this order shall be effectiva 20 days
from - karvice. r'f

me '3
Dated at Washington, D. C., this (& ™ day of October, 197T.

By the Commission, David H, rd, Administretive Iaw Judge.

H. 3. Homme, Jr.,
Acting Secretary

(SEAL)
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| SERVIcE DATE 1
DIV 2 APR27 178
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION
DEC¥SYION

/ No. AB=19 (Sub=No, 20) /

WASHINCTON COUNTY RAILROAD COMPANY AND BALTIMORY
AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY~ABANDONMENT PORTION HAGERSTOWN
BRANCE BETWEEN WEVERTON AN~ 4CERSTOWN, ALSO PORTION OF THE
AKTZc L AM BRANCH NEAR SECURITY, ALL IN WASHINGCTON COUNTY,
MARYLAND

{

/ WESTERN MARYLAND RATLVAY COMPANY=LEASE AND OPERATE--
WASHINGTON COUNTY RAILKGAD COMPANY, SUBSIDIARY OF BALTIMO
AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY, IN WASHINGTON COUNTY, MARYLAND

Finance Docket No, 28348

On March 18, 1975, tha Washington County Railroad Comg ny
(Washington County), as owner, and the Baltimore and Ohio Raile
road Company (R & 0}, ag cperator, jointly sought authority une
der section 1(18)w«{20) of the Interstate Commerce Act to abandon
a portion of the Hagerstown Branch between Weverton and Hagexrg-
town, and a portion of the Autletam Branch between Security and
Security Jundtiom, a cotal distance of 25,5 miles in Washington
County, MD, On July 1, 1976, applicanius filed a petition for
auth~rity to amend the abandomument application to eliminate from
apardonment that portion of the Hagerstown Branch botween Hagerge
town und a point neay Roxbury, a distance of 4,52 miles,

On November 24, 1976, the Western Maryland Railway Company
(WM) filed an application under saction 5(2) of the act in which |
it sought duthority to acquire bv lease and Dperate a portion

Roxbury, MD, and a point near Hagexstorm, MD, and a portiom of
Waghington County's Security Branch between valuation stations
130400 and 194+21,3 near Securicy, MD,

In an initial decigion of Octobexr 26, 1977, in Ny, 2\el9
(Sub=No, 20), the Administrative Law Judge approved abandcomant
by Washington County and the B & O of a portion of thels Hagera~
Cow.l Branch between Weverton and Roxbuzry, MD, and a portion of
thelr Ant etam Branch at op near Security, MD, In PFinance Docker
No, 28348, the Administrative Law Judgs approved the lease and
nperation by Western Maryland Railway Coxpany of portiong of
Washington County's Hage -town snd Antiecan Branche.,

The abandonment in Ni, ABelH (Sub=No., 20) was approved
"subjoct to the employee protective o ditions specified :a

:ii&;ﬂg! S!!Drt L£!5§ R‘ g art, 354 I.C.C. 76
{1977)...
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. Inapproving Finance Dccket No. 28348 the Adminfgtrative Law Judge prescribed
“the employee protective conditions imposed in Oklahoma Raflway Co, Trustevs

Abandonment, 257 1.C.C, 177 (1944), as supplement 4 by the applicable provisions

of section 405 of the Rail Passenger Sexrvice Act..."

On Nevembar 14, 1377, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Bugineers (ALE) flled
& petition for «dminiutrative ruview, Applicanta replied on December:2, 1977,
BLE'a petition was Umited to the scope of the employee protective conditions imposed
in the abandonment application, i.e, those contained in Ore n Short Line, BLE main-
tainr that the Oxegon Short Line conditions do not comply with the manders of saction
la(4) of the Interstate Commerce Act, ead that conditions more protective of smployse
interests should be imposed in this abandonment procesding.

The Rail Rewitalization and Regulatory Reform Act of 197¢ (4R Act) indicated
that consistent treatment of emnloyee protaction in abandonment proceedings would
beat be satlsfied by the iniposition, as a minimum, of the employee protective condi-
tions enactad in and de veloped pursuant to section 405 of the Rail Parsenger Service Act
of 1970, It is our judgoment that all abandonment app.dcations pending aa of
November 1, 1976, are sithject to the fmposition of the labor protective conditions as

discussed in Oregon Shert Line. “Accordingly, BLE's petition for review should be
den.ied-

Howuver, in Ore on Short Ling, the Commission retained Jurisdiction to pro'ide
all interested partics an opportunity to comment on the decision. BLE fleg such
comments, The Tammisaion ‘s now reviewing the matter to determine whether the
zonditions specified in Orégon Short Line or some other conditiona psovide the appro-
priete employee protection, as required by Congress.

In the meantime, r.rrier: may consummate abandoaments durirg this period,
but if they do 80, the Con.cnission will deem them to have no objection to the employee
¢ otective conditions specified in Oraggn Short Line. If after reviewing the comments,
the Commission etermines that other labor protective conditions would be more
appropriete, then in those pruceedings not corsummated we wall by our retent‘on of
Jurlsdiction impose suc. other conditiona,

It is ordered;
——klEred.

(1) The petition for administrat:ve review filed hy the Brother!ood of Locomaotive
Engineers is ¢lenied.

(2) The Adwministrative Law Judge's decision catsd October 26, 1977, s afftrmed,
The Commission reserves the right to modiiy this order in accordance with any modifica~
tions made In Oregon Short Line, This decision will be effective on the date it ig gerved,

Decided April 21, 197",

By the Commission. Division 2, acting as an Appellate Division,
Commissioners Stafford, Murphy, and Clapp? ™™

H. G. HOMME, ]R.

Acting Secretary
(SEAL)

..?
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B snvocom E SERVICE. DATE I
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION Mz 2 m
CBRIL"LATE A%? DECISION
Docket io. AB-19 (Sub-No. 20)

WASHINGTON COUNTY RAILROAD COMPANY AND 1HE BALTIMORE AND OHIO
RAILROAD COMPANY ARANDONMENT PORTION HAGERSTOWN BRANCH BETWEEN
WEVERTON AND HAGERSTOWN, ALSO PORTION OF THE ANTIETAM BRANCH NEAR
SECURITY, ALL IN WASHINGTON COUNTY, MC

Decided June 19, 1978

I have considered the record In this proceeding, including the administratively
final decision served April 27, 1978, in which the Commission, Divisfon 2, acting
as an Appellate Division, mmmmmamewmmmmm
served November 8, 1377, which authorized the a>andonment by the: Washington
County Railroad Company of the portion of its Hagerstowy, Branch between Valyr'ion
Starion 0+00 at Weverton, MD, and Valuation Stetion 980+00 &t or near Roxbury, MD,
and the portion of its Security Branch between Valuation Stations 65471 and 130400 at
or near Security, MD, and that the present and future public ~onvenience and neces-

Provided that any person, including & government entity, would be given the oppoy -
tunity to make anotte:otﬂnmtuuaisumwﬁwcmlucwncm, within 15 days
of the date of publication of the Commission's tindings in the Federal Reguster, by
filing with the Commission an offer containing the evidence specified In Procedures

fox Peading Rell Abandonment Cases, 41 Fed. Reg. 13691 (1976).

The notice of findings was published in the Federal Register on May 23, 1978.
The time for the filing of offere of financial assistance hes expired without a hona
fide offer.” In the absence of such an offer, au appropriste esrtificate and dectsion

It is certitied that the presant and future public convenience and neceusity permit
abandoiment of the above-described line, subject to the appropriate conditicas for ;e
protection of railway employces as specified in the prior decision and & :“ier thas (L,
Washingtor “ounty Railroad Company and The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company

for future use of the property, tncluding hridge structuves, o the Commission and the
Historic Preservation Council for review; and (b) that in the event the bridge i
wmully..deml_hhed, the subssquent purchaser will, prior to demolition, ensure
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onmmerce Commission

Avenue & 12th Street, N.y,

stution
const D.C. 20423

Washington,
Re: Washington County Railroa )

Baltimore and Ohio Railro:dcg;ﬁpa:{v&nd

Abandomment portion Hagerstown Bran;h

between Weverton and Hagerstown, alse
portion of the Antietam Branch ear
Security, all in Washington County,

Maryland -
Docket No. AB-19 (Sub No, 20)

Dear Mr. Homme:

on dated June 19, 197{3
zed the captioas
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By certificate and decisi

(served June 22, 1978), the Commission authori
abandonment,
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¥ e ACkE/MY

e Bc G;; Ej—?\'!‘[@r‘

sistant Vice-Presid

3 Conptroller ent
pessie System

J Korth Charles Street
pitiaore, Maryland 21201

jear Hr. Lawler:

.

1

¢

* s cimimas,

Thank you for your letter of April 4, 1979, submitting the
ccounting for the authorized abandonments of the Hagarstown and
a Intietam branches that had heen inadvertently omitted from your
‘ ariginal submission to us of February 2, 1979.
‘ The accounting 1s acceptable and our file on this matter will

be closed.
Sincerely yours,

f prey H. 4 rndon, dr.
%‘tjﬂef): Interpreta:dons Branch

be: Regional Auditor - philadelphia
_ Room 1221 for insertion in ap 19 (Sub. 20)
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TOWN OF KEEDYSVILLE, MARYLAND

“Where Northern Thrili and Personality Blend with Southern Charm and H ospitality”

P.O. Box 359

; Ken Lord, Mayor
19 SOUﬂ? Main Street Brandon Sweeney, Assistant Mayor
Keedysville, MD 21756 Judy Kerns, Council Member
301-432-5795 _ Matthew Hull, Council Member
tovmhall@kee.:dysm]lemd.com Sarah Baker, Council Member
www.keedysvillemd.com

Mayor & Council and Water Commission Meeting
November 1, 2023

All attendees must sign in. Attendee comments will only be heard during the appropriate time
in the agenda. Those wishing to be heard must check the appropriate box. Comments will be
limited to three minutes each.

NAME ADDRESS PHONE WISH TO BE HEARD

Prvin Mlouic Aud. oy V)

K%I 14 Alsahour:  Buditor

Scu (%ﬁww
Jl% % MSoy/

R XK O

0O O O




TOWN OF KEEDYSVILLE, MARYLAND

“Where Northern Thrilt and Personality Blend with Southern Charm and Hospitality”

P.O. Box 35? Ken Lord, Mayor
19 South Main Street Brandon Sweeney, Assistant Mayor
Keedysville, MD 21756 ; oy
Judy Kerns, Counct
301-432-5795 , y
. Matthew Hull, Counci.
townhall@keedysvillemd.com S
X Sarah Baker, Counci,

www.keedysvillemd.com

Mayor & Council
Agenda
November 1, 2023
Call to Order

Pledge of Allegiance
Approval of Minutes: September 6, 2023 Public Hearing and October 4, 2023 Meeting
General Fund Report: $459,483.22

Announcements: Town Hall closed Friday, November 10 for Veterans Day; Town Hall closing early at 12:00pm
on Wednesday, November 22, and closed Thursday-Friday, November 23-24 for Thanksgiving

Audit Report: Erin Clarke, Smith, Elliott, Kearns & Company (SEK)
Community Deputy Report
Resident Comments

Old Business: Dogstreet Rd & Main St Crosswalk; Clearing Area at Stormwater Pond near 31 Farragut; Trash
Service Bids; eCode 360; Town Hall Windows & Plumbing Repairs; Speeding/Passing on 34

New Business: Community Parks & Playground Grant Contingency Amount; No Trucks on Dogstreet Sign
Resident Comments Related to Agenda Items
Council Comments

Adjournment





