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What is an intermodal logistics park and how big is the one we are talking about?

An intermodal logistics park is a facility that is both a rail yard and a massive trucking distribution hub.  It operates 24/7 under stadium lighting through the night with cranes unloading containers from trains and loading them onto trucks.  Diesel trucks transport the containers to warehousing on-site and off-site.  The facility proposed for between Gardner and Edgerton would be an 1100-acre site that is half rail yard, half warehouses creating a 1.5 square mile industrial complex.  There are further plans beyond this initial complex that increases the warehousing acres.  

Where exactly does BNSF want to build this facility?

The 1100-acre site lies along 56 highway less than a mile from two schools and brand new houses in Gardner.  This industrial complex would be adjacent to Mildale Farm, a Johnson County park that would never be dark again due to the stadium lighting; it would never be quiet with the trains, cranes and trucks constantly operating right next to it; and it would have air compromised by diesel emissions from trucks and trains.  (More about Mildale Farm)  

How many trucks are estimated for the rail yard and trucking distribution complex itself?

2400 to 2800 trucks would enter the facility each day once the intermodal rail yard was fully operational.  With the first phase of warehousing completed, the number of trucks would be at 5000 to 6000 per day depending on which companies lease the warehousing space.

How could 56-highway, the local access to the site, handle that many trucks each day?

Both 56-highway and I-35 would require development to handle the traffic created by the trucking hub.  A new interchange is proposed for I-35 and the current 56-highway corridor study is stemming from BNSF’s plan.  KDOT estimates that 80% of the truck traffic would be handled by I-35.  They are looking at options for a new interchange and also the location for an international inspection station.  

What does an international inspection station have to do with this facility?

BNSF calls their planned facility an inland port.  Goods will cross the United States border and be inspected at a station in the area.  A proposed site is Moonlight Road and I-35 in Gardner. 
Regarding diesel emissions, wouldn’t there be effects on the already serious ozone problems in Johnson County and Kansas City?

Johnson County and the greater Kansas City Metro area would be in the path of prevailing winds from the intermodal logistics park over 240 days per year.  The Metro area, including Johnson County, already exceeds the EPA’s ozone standards.  It is anticipated that Kansas City will be declared “non-attainment” for ozone by 2011, triggering federal mandates meant to protect human life.  Jennifer Logan, Ozone Department Director for JOCO Environment, has presented the serious effects BNSF’s facility would have including a negative economic impact caused by businesses choosing not to locate here due to the costs of meeting more stringent compliance restrictions.  Further, she points out that people are not going to move to an area that has bad air quality.  (See Jennifer Logan: Impacts Page)
 What about air quality for the people in the immediate surroundings of the intermodal rail yard and logistics warehousing?
Just the intermodal would produce 18 metric tons per year of Volatile Organic Compounds called diesel soot (according to Environ study submitted to Army Corps of Engineers by BNSF).  That figure would double with the first phase of warehousing fully occupied.  The EPA states that diesel exhaust remains in the atmosphere for days to weeks over a five-mile radius and that it has an accumulative factor.  Further, their studies have found that diesel exhaust causes cancer and asthma.  A study funded by the Department of Transportation states that 32 trucks idling in a 24-hour period exceeds the NEPA level of concern.  The health risks from diesel exposure are greatest for children, pregnant women, the elderly, people with respiratory problems and people who engage in regular strenuous exercise in diesel-polluted areas.  The effects would be even more significant on the people and environment in the one-mile radius—that radius includes two schools and many people’s homes.  (See Breath of Air)  

Is it correct that 56-highway and other roads that provide direct access to the site would be seriously impacted by diesel emissions?

Only a full Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Health Risk Assessment (HRA) could answer this question.  HELP is working to be sure that both of these in-depth studies are required for the intermodal facility and all development directly related to it.    

How would Hillsdale Lake and its watershed be affected?
Hillsdale Lake provides drinking water for five cities and two-thirds of rural Miami County.  A tributary to Bull Creek, a main stream in the Hillsdale Lake watershed, runs right through the proposed rail yard site.  Essentially, this tributary would be destroyed and replaced with a concrete drainage system inflicting significant ecosystem damage.  The only treatment plan for storm water runoff is six holding ponds. It is unclear whether the ponds would be adequate in a heavy rain, when it is likely that flood waters polluted with industrial contaminants would be carried by Bull Creek to Hillsdale Lake untreated.  A complete EIS should include modeling of runoff under various storm conditions.  Large quantities of water running off hundreds of acres of impervious surfaces in the intermodal site would flow to Bull Creek through Mildale Park and future parklands, potentially causing serious bank erosion and flooding.  A 1-inch rain during the summer on just 500 paved acres would produce over 1 million gallons of super-heated water that could discharge directly into the system.  That would devastate the aquatic life.  Only the 500 acres of the intermodal rail yard has been considered in the 404-permit application to the Corps of Engineers.  The 600 acres of logistics park warehousing was not included in the permit application.   

Would the 600 acres of the intermodal logistics park complex that were excluded in the 404-permit application have impacts on the Hillsdale watershed?

Tributaries to Bull Creek also run through the southern half of the site where the warehousing would be located.  BNSF’s plans include a fueling depot located along one tributary.  We know of five states that have had to sue BNSF for fouling their water systems.   

How can the intermodal rail yard be permitted (500 acres) without including the logistics park warehousing development (600 acres) directly connected to it?

Technically, it can’t.  The law states that if there is a project being permitted and development directly related to it is already planned then both have to be assessed together.  By assessing only the intermodal, the numbers on every impact are reduced making it easier for the Corps to claim a “Finding of No Significant Impact.”  This finding is disputed by experts on intermodal impacts and comments have been filed by organizations concerned that the impacts of the project are significantly understudied.  (See News/Letters)  The project has always been presented as one facility, an intermodal logistics park.   BNSF even stated that they would not build the intermodal without the logistics park when pursuing tax abatements from the city of Gardner. An EIS and HRA would automatically require study of any development directly related to the intermodal.

Is it true that there has not been an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this project?  

Yes.  The Corps of Engineers decided on a “Finding of No Significant Impact” for BNSF’s intermodal rail yard, which is all that was applied for in BNSF’s 404-permit application.  The Corps is allowing BNSF to proceed as if the other half of the project, 600 acres of warehousing (the logistics park), was not part of BNSF’s plan.  Further, the EPA has said that they accept the numbers BNSF has submitted “on good faith” even though the numbers submitted for crane lifts and vehicle trips are significantly lower than numbers BNSF has publicly presented from 2006 through 2009.  A full EIS is needed to assess the impacts that BNSF’s intermodal logistics park would have on the region.  
Has there been a Health Risk Assessment (HRA)?

No, the “Finding of No Significant Impact” determined by the Corps of Engineers meant there would not be a Health Risk Assessment.  Experts on intermodal impacts strongly disagree with this finding and have advised that a full Environmental Impact Statement and Health Risk Assessment are absolutely necessary.  Studies have proven that exposure to diesel emissions increases cases of cancer and asthma.  Further, KDOT has estimated that 75% of the trucks leaving the facility will travel north on I-35.  That itself is an impact of concern for Johnson County and Kansas City.    

What other development besides the logistics park is directly related to the intermodal?

The following have all been designated as stemming from the intermodal development: the 56 highway corridor study, the I-35 interchange study and the plan for an international inspection station (I-35 and Moonlight Road in Gardner has been proposed).  None of these projects are currently required to have an EIS or HRA.  By segmenting the development associated with BNSF’s project, evaluation of the full impact is diluted.  The fact is, the project would force these further developments to be necessary, and they should be included in the impacts researched through a full EIS and HRA.    

Is it possible the project will proceed without a full EIS and HRA?

Recognizing how important these in-depth studies are for the health and well being of the people who live in our region and for the environment we depend on, HELP will do everything that is possible to force the EIS and HRA.  (See Melissa Lin-Perrella, NRDC staff Attorney: Legal Requirements for Environmental Reviews)
I want a full Environmental Impact Statement and Health Risk Assessment of the intermodal rail yard facility and its related development.  What can I do?

HELP is gathering names of supporters who agree there must be a full EIS and HRA for the intermodal and its related development.  Joining HELP gives you a means to be heard as one of the growing number who wants these in-depth studies.  There are national organizations watching the permitting process for this facility and part of what they are looking at is the level of public concern. Building our membership builds our case for a full Environemtnal Impact Statement and Health Risk Assessment.  (Join Us)  

What happened to the contract Gardner had with BNSF?

The contract was never signed by any of the parties involved, BNSF, The Allen Group, Johnson County or City of Gardner.  The time limit for the contract to be signed expired and BNSF asked to renew it.  There was a lawsuit on the contract regarding terms that were stated.  Gardner City Council member, John Shepherd reviewed the contract and pointed out the many flaws in language and terms.  The council voted to not renew the contract as it was and offered to negotiate a new contract.  The terms outlined by the city of Gardner for new negotiations were not the terms that BNSF wanted.  BNSF withdrew their interest and went to the city of Edgerton. 

Why did Gardner vote to de-annex the BNSF land?

The Gardner Mayor took the position that the city would benefit from the development and urged de-annexation to keep it moving forwards.  There was also a threat of a lawsuit from BNSF.  Mary Peters was the only city council member who voted not to de-annex until the ramifications of the decision had been studied. 

Isn’t there a Johnson County park right next to the BNSF site?

Yes.  Milldale Farm was acquired for about $6,000,000 of Johnson County taxpayer funds and added to the Johnson County Park and Recreation District.  This public park facility includes a house and stables that are rented for weddings and gatherings earning $8500 for a weekend rental.  The future Big Bull Creek Park is located adjacent to Mildale Farm and would also be affected by the intermodal.  
How would the park be affected with a rail yard and trucking distribution hub directly next to it?

BNSF plans to lay another track beside the one that already exists at the edge of the park along 56- highway.  It is unlikely that a proposed sound wall will be sufficient to counter the noise, whistles and vibrations from passing trains.  Truck traffic on 56-highway would increase significantly with the possibility of trucks being backed up waiting to enter the facility gates.  The air quality and certainly the aesthetics of the park would be affected.   Even if a sound wall can give some protection from the 24/7 noise of cranes, trains and trucks, the stadium lighting of the facility would artificially light the park through the night.  Storm water exiting the intermodal site would flow untreated into Mildale and adjacent future parklands (Big Bull Creek Park). 
So, Gardner is one side of the facility and Mildale Farm is on the other, Edgerton is not actually next to the BNSF site?  
That’s right.  For Edgerton to be in negotiations with BNSF they have to jump the park to annex the site.  

Isn’t island annexation illegal?  How can Edgerton annex the BNSF site when the park lies between them?

In order for Edgerton to annex the BNSF site, the Johnson County Parks board has to allow the city of Edgerton to annex parkland.  The agreement they are looking at is for .22 acres along the north side of 56-highway.  This parcel of land becoming City of Edgerton land would give them the technical relationship necessary for them to annex the BNSF site.    

Will there be a public hearing on Edgerton annexing Johnson County parkland?

The idea was brought forward at the last park board meeting that there should be a public hearing.  The board has not acted on the suggestion.  

How can I demand a public meeting from the parks board concerning Edgerton’s annexation of parkland?

We have been advised to write letters to the parks board members and the parks director and to copy all Johnson County Commissioners on the letters sent.  Even more important are letters to the editors of local newspapers.     

What is the parks board’s position on the need for a full Environmental Impact Statement and Health Risk Assessment for the BNSF intermodal and logistics park facility?

It does not appear that they are asking for an EIS or an HRA to be part of the process.

