MISSOURI FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

P.O. Box 6588, 701 South Counlry Club Drive, Jeffersen Cily, MO 65102 / (573) 893-1400

August 24, 2017 D EGETVETR
Ms. Carol S. Comer :
Director, Missouri Department of Natural Resources n AUG 2 4 2017
P.O.Box 176 -
Jefferson City, MO 65102 ’
’ DIRECTORE GFRICE
MO DEPT, OF NA'I'UQR(-/%{.E;{%OlJRCES

Dear Director Comer:

On behalf of Missouri Farm Bureau, thank you for soliciting public input regarding the
pending Rock Island Trail proposal. Enclosed for the record are copies of two related
comment letters, one to the former department director and one submitted within recent
weeks to the Surface Transportation Board’'s Regulatory Reform Task Force. Also
enclosed are several news stories reporting on townhall meetings held in 2015 and
2016.

Missouri Farm Bureau opposes the conversion of the Rock island rail corridor to a
recreational trail. Policy adopted by our members representing county Farm Bureaus
statewide at our annual meeting reads as follows:

We favor keeping the old Rock Island Line from Owensville to Kansas City as a railroad,
because raifroads are vital to agriculture and the economy of rural communities and are
a far better choice than the tax burden of building and maintaining a trail. We oppose
any effort to create a recreational trail. If efforts to stop the conversion of the rail corridor
to a recreational trail fail, then we oppose state or federal taxpayer funding for
conversion and maintenance of such a trail.

The department’s public comment period is the first readily available opportunity for
local landowners to provide input for the record since the proposal’s inception. During a
meeting we scheduled in conjunction with our annual meeting in December 2014,
former State Parks Director Bill Bryan toid local county Farm Bureau leaders the
department planned to hold public meetings at locations along the corridor. Yet the
department has held no such meetings. In early 2015 we participated with Ameren and
department officials in meetings hosted by local legislators and county Farm Bureau
leaders in Westphalia and Stover. In early 2016 local legislators hosted similar
meetings in Owensville, Freeburg and Eldon.

Local landowners who attended these meetings were overwhelmingly opposed to the
proposal. Having been neither notified nor consulted by parties to the transaction, they
were left to file claims in federal court for compensation under the takings clause of the
US Constitution. The concerns expressed by those gquoted in the enclosed news stories
reflect the views of many:




Privacy
“We don’t care if it's worth $10,000 more because of the trail...We just want you guys to
o undc?rstan thatvour Ianc{l our privacy will be interrupted. It might only be 10 people, but
it still '{0.people:.” F(eeburg meeting
N iwe never intended t bé§a tourist town...(many) don't want the world walking through
'tﬁ ir backyards.” KO Ul terview
“‘ltls wi'ly | drive the' extrja' les to get to work, because | love the privacy...” KRCG
mtprwew
"Those that propose Ih?ﬁ@' have nothing to lose. Those with land along the trail, those
-aré'the folks ‘that have everything fo lose.” Westphalia meeting

Security

“‘Make sure private property markers are everywhere, because these people seem to
forget the landowners have lost something, too.” Owensville meeting

“We all know what'’s going to happen as it's being developed. We'll have ATVs going
up and down...We're just opening up a lot of problems for landowners.” Freeburg
meeting

Biosecurity
‘Wil state parks commit to honoring quarantines, as the railroad did, in the event of an
outbreak of a livestock disease?” Stover meeting

Livestock Fencing

“It's nice of {DNR) to pay for supplies, but that's going to be one more expense for the
landowner.” Wesitphalia meeting

“Missouri law says the railroad is responsible for putting up fence to keep our cattle on
our land... They’re supposed to build, maintain and be liable for cattle. You're going to
put a trail in now, and probably provide us materials, but probably not maintain it and
probably not accept liability... We also have major flood issues, so we're responsible for
keeping those fences up when everything gets flooded to keep cattle off the trail?”
Freeburg meeting

“If I build this fence now, will DNR reimburse me?...We're talking three or four years,
and | can't have an open corridor.” Freeburg meeting

Cost of Construction and Maintenance

“Hopefully our politicians realize that if there’s a single cent of tax dollars going towards
this, the whole state needs to know. They don't like the thought of tax dollars having to
be used for something for that.” Wesfphalia meeting

‘| can't see where it's ever going to pay the taxpayers back.” Westphalia meeting

“The cost of this thing is going to be 150 times what the Katy Trail was once you
develop these culverts.” KRCG interview

“The cost of this project will not be an economic benefit to counties along the tracks.
There’s no way we can sell enough Gatorade to pay for this playground for just a few
people...Let's spend money on (schools, roads and bridges)... The wasteful spending
must stop.” Stover meeting



‘As commissioner, if | was going to build a bridge, the first thing | would want to get is a
cost estimate. 1 really think we need to stop our wasteful spending in Jefferson City.”
Stover meeting

“We can't fix (roads and bridges) but we're suggesting we can put a trail across this
Rock Island railroad bridge.” Eldon meeting

Hunting
“We spent over $25,000 (on) our propeity. We got our stand set up along this trail
corridor. We're going to lose all that.” Westphalia meeting

Liability

“Nothing is going to keep these people from walking off the trail. If we put up a barbed-
wire fence, and someone trips over it, will they sue us for hurting them because we still
own it? Liability is a big issue.” Freeburg meeting

“Trespassing, property rights, emergency services—those are all things we just don't
have answers to.” KOMU interview

Inflated Economic Benefit
“The Rock [sland has many more Mokanes than Hermanns or Rocheports.” Westphalia
meeling

On several occasions, former State Parks Director Bill Bryan acknowledged the
economic impact of the proposed Rock Island trail would not be nearly that of the Katy
Trail. He cited projections for user trips on the Rock Island trail at a fraction of those
estimated on the Katy.

We question the accuracy of economic impact estimates presented in the “Katy Trail
Impact Report.” For example, based on approximately 1500 “visitor impressions,” an
estimated 400,000 "annual visitors” are reported. In other words, the estimated annual
total was calculated based on survey responses representing only 0.4% of the
estimated total.

Furthermore, the following projections point to the likelihood most Katy Trail visitors are
making minimal expenditures for lodging and other goods and services typically
associated with tourism:
» Roughly 60% visit at least 2-3 times per month except during winter;
> 27% of all visitors surveyed spent the night near the Katy Trail; and
> Local visitors spend on average $56.59 of which $39.05 is spent on “sporting
goods"—equipment purchases attributed to the Katy Trail but likely purchased for
use multiple times at multiple venues.

In addition, such economic projections take into account neither offsetting adverse
economic impacts, such as restricted access to public and private property used for
hunting, farming and other commercial activity, nor increased costs to counties and
communities for road maintenance, public safety and other services.



On August 15" the St. Louis Post-Dispatch reported the department’s decision to keep
four state parks newly created last year closed to the public indefinitely while seeking to
address a $200 million park maintenance backlog. The department has acknowledged
higher costs for building, maintaining and operating this proposed trail compared to the
Katy Trail due not only to price inflation over time, but extra costs attributed to rough
terrain, distance from state park base operations, prevatence of livestock production
requiring proper fencing and extensive infrastructure improvements. Department
officials have indicated they anticipate a combination of private and public funding to be
available for construction, yet the department has not provided cost estimates for
construction or ongoing maintenance and operation. Citing transportation and
education as higher budget priorities for which state funding remains lacking, several
legislators have publicly expressed their opposition to state funding for this proposed
trail. We concur with their position.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment and urge the department to fully consider the
views of affected landowners before taking further action. [f the proposed trail becomes
a reality, the department or trail sponsor should make every effort to address
landowners’ concerns, including providing compensation for property damage and
restricted use during construction as well as proper fencing at a level commensurate
with actual costs of labor and materials.

Sincerely,

L flemt-

Blake Hurst
President

cC: Mr. Ben Ellis, Division Director, Missouri State Parks
Mr. David Kelly, Deputy Division Director, Missouri State Parks
Mr. Mike Sutherland, Deputy Division Director, Missouri State Parks

Enclosures:

Letter to Director Sara Parker Pauley (March 6, 2015)

Letter to Surface Transportation Board’s Regulatory Reform Task Force (July 21, 2017)
“Rock Island Trail project discussion draws quite a crowd to Westphalia,” Unterrified
Democrat (January 28, 2015)

“Landowners call bike trail process unfair,” KRCG News (February 5, 2015}

“‘Rock Island forum airs landowner concerns,” The Advertiser (March 19, 2015)
“Legislators pledge state transparency, accountability on trail project,” Gasconade
County Republican (January 27, 2016}

“Landowners can't stop Rock Island Trail through legal means; now it’s all about ‘just
compensation,” Unterrified Democrat (February 17, 2016)

*Officials answer questions about proposed trail,” The Advertiser (March 3, 20186)
*Reaction to Rock Island Trail development on separate tracks,” KOMU News (April 25,
2017)



MISSCURI! FARM BUREAU FEDERATION
P.0O. Box 658, 701 Scuth Counlry Club Drive, Jeffersen Cily, MO 65102 / (573) 833-1400

March 6, 2015

Ms. Sara Parker Pauley, Director

Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Dear Director Pauley:

As you know, the Surface Transportation Board recently announced its decision clearing the way for Ameren to
negotiate with the Missouri Department of Natural Resources and/or other parties on the proposed conversion
of the Rock Island rail line between Windsor and Beaufort to a recreational trail.

As you and | have discussed, Missouri Farm Bureau opposes this conversion based on the following policy
adopted by members representing county Farm Bureaus statewide at our annual meeting:

We favor keeping the old Rock Isfand Line from Owensville to Kansas City as a railroad, because railroads are
vital to agriculture and the economy of rural communities and are a far better choice than the tax burden of
building and maintaining a trail. We oppose any effort to create a recreational trail. If efforts to stop the
conversion of the rail corridor to a recreational trail fail, then we oppose state or federal taxpayer funding for
conversion and maintenance of such a trail.

As it appears likely that the conversion will proceed, we are committed to assisting landowners whose farms
and ranches will be adversely affected. Toward this end, we urge the department to conduct public meetings
at locations along the rail corridor as soon as possible. In comments submitted in December, we urged the
Surface Transportation Board to conduct public hearings at locations along the rail corridor “for the purpose of
promoting transparency by providing an opportunity for those most directly affected to learn firsthand about this
proceeding and have their views heard by representatives of the government agency that is conducting this
proceeding.”

The National Trails Act, the federal law that authorizes the federal government's taking of easements granted
by landowners to the railroad, requires neither public hearings nor direct notification of landowners on whose
property the easements lie. The department, Ameren, and trail advocates had been collaborating on this
transaction for months before we became aware of it. Moreover, many if not most of the approximately 1000
landowners along the rail corridor learned of it even later, only because they were contacted by attorneys
interested in representing landowners filing claims for compensation due from the federal government for its

taking of the easements.

Unfortunately for landowners, the National Trails Act sets up nothing short of an end run around state laws
protecting property rights. Missouri Farm Bureau policy calls for repealing or amending the law as follows:

if not repealed altogether, we believe that the National Trails System Act should be amended as follows:

1. Allow only those abandoned railroad rights-of-way which have a realistic probability of being used again
someday for a railroad be approved for interim use as recreational trails,

2. Require the state or other trail sponsor which receives certification for interim trail use of an abandoned
raifroad be held responsible for fencing, taxes, maintenance of the right-of-way, and other such costs which
were required of the railroad and also be responsible for compensating the owners of the right-of-way for use
of the property easement;
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3. Require raffroads to notify individual affected landowners in advance of proposed abandonment;

4. Require railroads to disclose to individual affected landowners the legal status of its occupancy of their tract
of property;

b. Provide for automatic compensation to landowners whose property is taken as a result of railbanking;

6. Require a public comment period prior to certification or notification for interim trail use;

7. Require that the Surface Transportation Board evaluate and report specific findings regarding the suitability
of the corridor for interim trail use prior to certification or notification for interim trail use, including safety,
health, security, privacy, biosecurity and food security and the economic interests of adfacent landowners; and
8. Require approval by the local goveming bodies in affected communities and counties as a condition for
eligibility before railbanking can be authorized.

The department actively sought the Surface Transportation Board's approval for this rail conversion and is on
record as a willing trail sponsor. However, the department can and should make every effort to address the
concerns of Missouri landowners whose use of their land will be disrupted by construction activities and/or by
the presence of the trail for the duration of its existence.

Consequently, in addition to holding public meetings, we urge the department to set aside funding for
reimbursing landowners for property damage and disruption to their use of their land, including fencing costs at
a level commensurate with the actual costs of labor and materials necessary to install adequate fencing for
livestock.

Finally, we oppose the use of taxpayer dollars for the trail, including federal transportation funding. The
department has not yet disclosed cost estimates for construction and maintenance. Yet the department has
acknowledged that this trail will be far more costly and difficuit to build than the Katy Trail. “Tens of millions” for
construction has been suggested by some interested parties.

In 2011 the need for more than $200 million in improvements and repairs at Missouri state parks was cited by
advocates ("State parks are in a pinch,” Ted Mathys and Susan Flader). This year Governor Jay Nixon has
proposed $49 million from bond proceeds to repair and renovate state parks. Federal transportation funding
was $71 million less in each of fiscal years 2012, 2013 and 2014 than in 201 1, and the Missouri Department of
Transportation projects a shortfall of $160 million annually for the next five years in the level of funding needed
just to keep Missouri's roads and bridges in their present condition.

Building and maintaining the Rock istand trail will require a sustained spending commitment rivaling many of
the state’s most critical public infrastructure projects. If the state cannot afford to maintain our existing roads
and bridges and our existing parks and trails, at the very least this project should be thoroughly vetted in a
public, transparent manner. Ultimately, we believe that if the trail is to be built, it should be done with private
rather than public funding.

Thank you for your consideration. if we can be of assistance or provide additional information, please do not
hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

W

Blake Hurst
President
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MISSOURI FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

P.O. Box 658 701 South Counlry Club Drive. Jeffarson City. MO 65102 7 {513) 893-1400

July 21, 2017

Regulatory Reform Task Force
Surface Transportation Board
395 E Street, SW
Washington, DC 20423-0001

RE: Docket No. EP 738

The foliowing comments are submitted on behalf of Missouri Farm Bureau, the state’s
largest general farm membership organization. We appreciate the opportunity to
provide input to the Surface Transportation Board's {STB) Regulatory Reform Task
Force.

When conversion of a rail corridor into a recreational use trail is proposed, we believe
landowners whose property adjoins the rail corridor and/or is encumbered by an
easement for the corridor should be provided notice and opportunity to present their
views locally as part of the administrative record. Under the current process, the very
landowners who wouid be most directly and adversely affected are neither notified nor
provided adequate opportunity to express their views for the public record.

We urge the Task Force to recommend the following procedural changes:
» Pubiic notice by the STB via local news outlets regarding railroad Notices of

Exemption with explicit reference to the potential conversion of the rail corridor
pending approval of a Notice of Interim Trail Use (NITUY;
~ A substantial public comment period and at least one locally held public hearing
prior to certification or notification for interim trail use; and
~ Consultation required by the STB as a condition for exemption in the absence of
aresponse by government agencies that are subject to notification by exemption
applicants.
A case in point is the pending conversion of 144.3 miles of rail corridor across central
Missouri by Missouri Central Railroad Company (MCRR) (Docket No. AB 1068 Sub-

No.3X). As participants to this proceeding, we requested actions outlined in the
following paragraph (emphasis added) from our initial comment letter:



In short, the scope of the potential impact of this proposed rail line abandonment and
anticipated conversion to interim trail use refative to the environment, human health,
economic interests, and public safety remains largely unknown. We urge the Surface
Transportation Board to ensure that the matters identified in the Environmental
Assessment on which information is lacking be addressed before the exemption
becomes effective and intenm trail use is authorized. Furthermore, we urge the Surface
Transportation Board to conduct public hearings at locations along the rail corridor
for the purpose of promoting transparency by providing an opportunity for those
most directly affected to learn firsthand about this proceeding and have their views
heard by representatives of the government agency that is conducting this proceeding.
We respectfully suggest that the need for information by both the Board and local
citizens warrants granting a stay to allow time for further review and comment by all
concerned. Finally, if a stay is not granted, we request that neither a Public Use
Condition nor interim Trail Use Condition be issued until the matters referenced
previously are addressed,

Public Comment

In its Final Environmental Assessment (EA), the STB's Office of Environmental Analysis
(OEA) stated that the only comment letters received during the 15-day comment period
were the two we filed. Given the circumstances, this is not surprising. Until hearing
from attorneys seeking to represent those eligible to file compensation claims for
property takings, many of the nearly 1000 landowners along the rail corridor were
unaware of the proposal. Furthermore, the short timeframe (15 days) coinciding with
the holiday season (December 12-January 2) was not conducive to public participation.

Despite lack of input noted by the OEA from the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE),
US Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), US Department of Agriculture’s Natural
Resource Conservation Service (NRCS), and US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS),
MCRR contended the EA included “recommended conditions to address all relevant
environmental issues associated with the abandonment.” Furthermore, MCRR stated
"...all the concerns raised by MFBF are without merit or justification to hold a hearing or
delay these proceedings.” We respectfully disagree.

The OEA's final recommendations required MCRR to consuit with USACE, USEPA,
DNR, and USFWS prior to commencement of salvage activities. Our concerns inciuded
the impact of salvage activities on farmland, among which was the creation of new
access points. The OEA followed up with MCRR in this regard and noted MCRR’s
response in the final EA. While we greatly appreciated the OEA's attention to this
concern, additional potential impacts to farmiand remained unaddressed.

Consequently, we believe NRCS should have been included among the agencies with
which consultation was required.

Public Hearing
In its January 6, 2015 decision adopting the OEA's recommendations, the STB stated
its intent to address our requests for public hearings and a stay at a later date.




On February 12 we filed comments regarding a potential operator whose bid to acquire
the section of railway proposed for abandonment had only then come to our attention.
We also reiterated our request for public hearings.

On February 25 the STB issued a NITU and denied our requests for public hearings and
a stay. Inits decision the STB noted public hearings on proposed abandonments or
traif use and public use requests are not required by the Board's regulations and have
been held “only occasicnally.” The STB concluded public hearings were “not
necessary.”

As a grassroots organization, we believe landowners whose daily lives stand to be
significantly disrupted by a proposed trail shouid be provided adequate opportunity to be
heard by the STB as the government body with decisionmaking authority, Since
October 2014 when MCRR formally initiated the proceeding cited, no such opportunity
has been provided.

In closing, we urge the Task Force to advance our recommendations or comparable
measures to improve transparency in the process in a manner that (a) makes
information more readily available to landowners along the rail corridor, and (b) provides
adequate opportunity for their views to be entered into the administrative record. Thank
you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

ey

Biake Hurst
President



About 250 people turned out Thursday at West
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in attendance were against the trail
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By NEAL A. JOHNSON
Unterrified Democrat
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About 250 people gath-
ered  Thursday — at the
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Columbus Hall to learn more
about the proposition to con-
vert the 144-mile stretch of
unused  railroad, from
Beaufort in Franklin County
to Windsor in Henry County,

Rodney Luebbering of Meta, an opponent of the
trail since it was first introduced, asks questions
of the panel at Thursdav's meeting.

halia to hear the pros and
e Rock Island Trail. Most
; which if approved, would not be a

ock Island Trail project
araws quite a
crowd to Westphalia

trail.

State Rep. Tom Hurst,
62nd District, of WMeta, set
up the meeting with fellow
Rep. David Wood, 58th
District, of Eldon, in an
effort to allow the various
agencies involved in the
project an opportunity to
dispel rumors.

"Much of this line goes
through our districts," said
Hurst. "We realize we can
and can't control a lot of
things, but we want you to
know we're there for you."

Hurst added that if
approved, there would not
be any construction for five
or six years, and the process
will not happen overnight.

"This isn't something
where they're going to show
up with a cutting tool if
you've got a fence across the
rail, and cut it and tell you
you're stuck with it," said
Hurst,

The goal of this meeting
was to starl a conversation
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early about what can and
can't happen as the process
with . the Surface
Transportation Board con-
tinues.

Hurst acknowledged that
Ameren Missouri, of St.
Louis, which owns the line
through its subsidiary com-
pany, Missouri Central
Railroad, is not required by
any law or regulation to pub-
licize what is to be done with
the rail.

Yet Ameren was on hand
to outline the process it is
using to 'railbank” the
unused line,

Robert Neff, president of
Missouri Central Railroad,
and VP of Ameren's coal
supply and transportation
division, said the company
bought the railroad in 1999
because it thought it would
benefit the Labadie Power
Station, more than forly
miles west of St. ILouis,
which provides 35% of the
power for Ameren's system,
Neff noted that having an
alternate route into the plant
helped keep electrical costs
down.

The railroad is operation-
al until it reaches Beaufort,
and will remain so for the
foreseeable future, Neff said,
but from that point to the
west, the rail line is no fon-
ger used.

Railbanking is a term
defined in the National Trails
System Act as a voluntary
agreement between a rail-
road company and a trail
agency to use an out-of-ser-
vice rail corridor as a trail
umtil some railroad might
need the corridor for rail
service. '

Because a ratlbanked cor-
ridor is not considered aban-
doned, it can be sold, leased
or donated to a trail manager
without reverting to adjacent
landowners.

While the line is rail-
banked, it can be used as a

trail, with the idea that it can

be reactivated for use at any
time.

Neft told the group that
the western end of the line
was railbanked five years
ago, from Pleasant Hill to
Windgate, a five-mile strefch
to get a feel for how the pro-
cess worked., The line was
transfeired to Missouri Parks
m 2012 and a trail is cur-
rently under development,

Section two of the trail 15
from Windgate to Windsor, a

‘distance of 42 miles. Neff

said authority to abandon
was granted just last month,
and he anticipates a use
agreement will be finalized
next month.

The process has begun for
Section three, a 144-mile
stretch, and it is anticipated
authority to abandon will be
granted in May of 2016.

Neff said it will take about
three years to clear this sec-
tiorr of the line and make it
ready for trail development.

“Ameren looks forward
to having a trail developed
on this section," said Neff.
"We think that would be the
best use of the land, with the
economic developments the
trail brings, the welfare of
the communities along the
line and for the general wel-
fare of the state."

The federal Surface
Transportation Board (STB)
would first have to approve
the project, and transfer the
property from the Missouri
Central Railroad Company
to the Missouri Department
of Natural Resources.

But before that transfer
occurs, Missouri Farm
Bureau Director of
Regulatory Affairs Leslie
Holloway said Farm Bureau
is seeking changes to the
public notificatiou aspect of
the  federal trails law.
Holloway likened the pro-
cess to that of the eminent
domain law, which gives
landowners an opportunity
to negotiate with whatever
entity is attempting to obtain
an easement. "We think that
should be part of the process
with this trail and others like
it," said Holloway.

With 1,000 Iandowners
along the trail, a lot of people
will be directly affected by
this development, Holloway
noted.

Holloway said that under

, federal law, the easements

granted to Ameren for rail-
road use may be applied o
use as a trail. Under state
law, the easement would
revert back to the original
landowner, and if a trails

organization wanted to cone
in and develop a trail, that
agency would have to nego-
tiate with landowners for a
new easement,

"That would obviousiy be
a louger process and perhaps
a more difficult process,"
said Holloway, noting that
state law protects property
righis,

Farm Bureau has filed
comments with the STB in
this proceeding, in opposi-
tion to the development of a
trail, as well as asking for
public hearings. The STB
has held such hearings in the
past, Holloway noted, but it's
not typically part of the pro-
cess. Farm Bureau also has
asked the STB to stay any
further decisions until addi-
tional information can be
provided.

Holloway said that
according to an STB report,
there are agencies that have
not provided information cn
historical and environmental
assessments.

According to Holloway,
the STB has indicated it does
not want the salvage opera-
tion to move forward uniil
additional information is
obtained, but has not replied
to the requests made by Farm
Bureau.

This provides landowners
some time to voice congerns,
Holloway added, noting the
trail  advocacy  group,
Missouri Rock Island Trail
(MORIT), objects to holding
public hearings and the noti-
fications that Farin Bureau is
seeking.

Landowner concerns,
from trash to trespassing,
will need to be addressed,
along with traffic along the
proposed  trail. Security
issues are also prevalent
among landowners, and
since a good many people
farm livestock along the pro-
posed trail, Holloway said
there is much concern about
moving caitle, particularly to
lands on both sides of the
trail. Hunting is another par-
ticularly important aspect.

Holloway said the esti-
mate is that a quarter of the
traffic using the Katy Trail
will use this one. "The eco-
nomic impact doesn't appear
to anything like you would
expect of the Katy Trail,"
Holloway added.

An economic impact
study conducted on the Katy
Trail and alluded to by’ sup-
porters of the new trail indi-
cates the creation of 367 000
new jobs, but Holloway
pointed out that figure

includes partt-time and sea-

sonat jobs.

"That's a key aspect when
we're talking about the num-
Ler of jobs that will be cre-
ated with this new trail," said
Holloway.

Another factor in the
study was the number of
visitors, which Holloway
said was based on surveys
over 1,500 visits or half a
percent of the 400,000 total
estimated to use the Katy
Trail annually.

“It's kind of hard to
believe they could actually
estimate 400,000 based on
some survey that only
involved half a percent of
400,000," said Holloway.
"That makes you wonder
how the actual spending and
other economic impact numn-
bers are actually calculat-
ed."

Holloway went on to say
that for communities along
the Katy Trail that have a
bed and breakf{ast or winery,
there is certainly some eco-
nomic growth, but otherwise
there has been little change.

Paying for the construc-
tion is perhaps the biggest
challenge, particularly with
three tunnels, 18 bridges and
two major rivers to cross.

"I haven't seen any cost
estimate on building this cor-
ridor into a trail," said
Holloway, noting the Rails
to Trails Conservancy (RTC)
was quoted as saying there
was an ecight-figure offer
involved. "So apparently
there is some funding there,
but what about the state?
Hew much money would the
state be required to put up
for construction and mainte-
nance?"

Holloway said it is very
clear there isn't enough
money in the state coffers for
roads and bridges, with
MoDOT scaling back its
coverage. The Missouri
Parks Association has like-
wise struggled with funding
issues, she said.

According to Holloway,
the MPA two years ago listed
some $204 million in needs

!
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across the state. The gover-
nor proposed $49 million in
proceeds from a bonding
proposal be allotted to
Missouri Parks, but legisla-
tive approval is still needed.

And even if that money is
earmarked for  parks,
Holloway said it wouldn't
come close to meeting the
needs of the MPA.

"And what is this going to

add to that?" Holloway
asked. :
Missouri Parks

Association Director Bill
Bryau said part of his organi-
zation's mission is to build
trails, so when someoue asks
him to do it, he's on board to
at least talk about it.

Now, the process will
involve hearing from people
both for and against the proj-
ect.

If the trail is built, Bryan
said he wants to ensure a
private-public partnership
exists to the fullest possible
extent,

Byan said he agrees with
the notion that people should
be compensated for property
taken by the federal govern-
ment, and if this process
goes forward, Missouri Parks
will be as forthcoming as
possible with information on
how to receive that compen-
satiorn.

Litigation regarding prop-
erty rights of those impacted
by the Katy Trail set prece-
dent that shoutd make any
proceedings today go a lot
faster than the original took

15 years ago.

Without -
Bryan said, there will never
be another train on the Rock
[sland Line.

As for the economic
impact study commissioned
a few years ago, Bryan said
it was done using the best
model available from the
National Parks Service, and
is applicable to the proposed
trail.

"If there's a better way to |
lock at the economic impact, -

we're eager to do that because
we believe that the evidence
is ample that communities
along the Katy Trail have
benefitted from the presence
of the trail," said Bryan, "I
don't think that can be seri-
ousiy disputed by anybody.”

railbanking, |

Bryan acknowledged that
the Katy Trail is anchored on
the castern side by-St. Louis,
and there are a lot more
people near the trail who use
it regularly,

"There will be some dif-
ferences in the economic
benefits experienced along
the Rock Island Trail, but it's
still without a doubt going to
be a benefit to the communi-
ties along the trail,” Bryan
added.

On the Katy Trail, there
are 1,276 crossings, which
are predoininantly agricul-
turally-based (row crop), and
Bryan acknowledged there
are difterences with the pro-
posed Rock Island Trail
(livestock), and Bryan said
he understands that.

"When we built the Katy

Trail, we honored each and
every one of those crossings,
and I don't see why we would
would do anything different
here," said Bryan. "We-don't
wart to start a relationship
with our neighbors on the
‘wrong foot."

A fencing policy is in
effect for all 87 patks in the
state system, which states
that if there is a need to fence
private property from adjoin-
ing state property, the MPA
will provide the materials
and the fandowner will install
the fence.

“We take our responsibil-

ity to be good neighbors very

seriously,” said Bryan, not-
ing the MPA was founded in

April of 1917, on the cusp of

World War I, and has been
funded through a sales tax
for 30 years.

Missouri state parks are
also partly funded through a
one-tenth of one percent
sales tax voters first approved
in 1984, and rencwed three
times since, most recently in
2006.

Keith Laughlin, president
of the Rails to Trails
Conservancy,said the group's
mission is io partner with
local conumunities to trans-
form inactive rail corridors
into multi-purpose trails.

When RTC began in
1986, there were approxi-
mately 450 miles of trails,
and today there are more
than 21,000 miles of trails in
use in the United States,

In that year, Gov. John
Ashcroft filed the first rail-
banking application in the

[ SR

Trail. Since then, Laughlin
said, the 239-mile trail has
received iconic status as
America's longest rail trail.

The Rock Island corridor
hasn't seen rail traffic in 30
years, and Laughlin believes
that a trail will benefit every
conunuity along the way.

"Many of these commu-
nities owe their existence to
the coming of the railroad,”
said Laughlin, adding that
when rail service was dis-
continued, many of those
comniunities were impacted.
"We now have the opportu-
nity to brighten the future of
those communities in two
ways."

The first, he said, is that
railbanking the corridor pre-
serves it for some future day
when rail service is once
again economically feasible.
Secondly, a trail in the mean-
time will attract bicycle and
pedestrian tourism, thereby
boosting the economies of
communities along the cor-
ridor.

"You will see, in no time,
like we've seen on the Katy
Trail, businesses sprouting
in communities to meet the
demands of people that have
money to spend," said
Laughlin.

Most people at the meet-
ing were not convinced of
the prosperity promised with
the development of the traif,
and several times during an
hour long question-and-an-
swer period, the subject of
how it would be paid for
came up.

Rodney Luebbering, a
landowner near Meta, asked
Bryan how DNR is going to
pay for the trail, and the lai-
ter replied he didn't know.

"Fortunately we've got
three years to figure that
out," said Bryan.

In addition to the sales tax
collected by MPA, Bryan
said there is an "earning"
fund, which is revenues gen-
erated by various admis-
sions, donations and settle-
ment funds, which includes
money from Tom Sauk
Reservoir lawsuit, though
Bryan noted those dollars

will not be used in this proj- -

ect,

Turning to Neff of
Aineren, Luebbering asked
if railbanking for this trail
was done in exchange for a
tax credit, which Luebbering
cailed a payment for the
land.

Neff replied. that it was
early in the process to dis-
cuss the economic structure
but acknowledged it would
be considered a payment in
that sense. -

Finatly, Luebbering asked
Laughlin, who testified
before Congress in 2002 that
trail costs to taxpayers was
$2.5 billion, how much fed-
eral taxpayers have put
toward trails.

Laughlin said that since
1991, he estimates a total of
$8 billion has been spent to
create 21,000 miles of trail
across the country.

Luebbering also noted
that the economic impact
study on the Katy Trail did
not compare how the trail
affected Mokane as opposed
to Hermann or Rocheport.
"The Rock Istand has many
more  Mokanes  than
Hermanns or Rocheports,”
he said, adding he finds it
odd that there are no busi-
nesses on the trail in Jefferson
City, considering the support
such ventures have received
elsewhere,

Alan Reinkemeyer, a resi-
dent of St. Thomas, bought
several hundred acres of land
around St. Elizabeth to cre-
ate a weekend hunting
retreat.

"We spent over $25,000
{on) our property. We got our
stand set up along this rail
corridor,” Reinkemeyer said.
"We’re - going to lose all
that."

Additionally,
Reinkemeyer said the entire
raif corridor is an ecosystem
unto itself, aud includes the
Indiana Gray Bat, an endan-
gered species.

A former  Missouri
Department of Conservation
employee and an employee



of DNR, Reinkemeyer said
this is a very difficult situa-
tion for him. While he sup-
ports the department, he also
wants to preserve the habitat,
and said he is concerned
about the impact the devel-
opment of a trail will have.

Chris Brundick of Argyle
said many people will be
impacted, some very much
s0, as the trail will go through
their yards, and challenged
any member of the panel to
allow that in their own yard,

"Those that propose the
trail have nothing to lose,”
said Brundick, "Those with
land along the trail, those are
the folks that have every-
thing to lose. I hope you
remember that."

One ‘of the people with
property abutting the pro-
posed trail is Scott Reichel,
also of Argyle. He said that
while Bryan's offer to pay
for fencing material is nice, a
contract with the Rock Island
Line shows that company
was fo maintain the fences
along the line but Reichel
said he has yet to see that. |

"It's nice of you to pay for
supplies, but that's going to
be one more expense for the
landowner," said Reichel.
"Hopefully our politicians
realize that if there's a single
cent of tax dollars going
towards this, the whole state
needs to know. They don't
like the thought of tax dol-
lars having to be used for
soimething for that. I mean, a
bicycle trail in Argyle? I
don't see it paving the streets
in Argyle, because we've got
potholes, folks."

Those potholes are filled
in by volunteers, Reichel
added, because tax dollars
are spent on big projects like
Hwy. 50 and Hwy. 63, not to
inention businesses,

"When's it going to stop?
1 mean, are we trying io
break the Guinness Book of
World Records for trails in
Missouri?" he asked. "Isn't
enough enough?"

Maries County Presiding
Commissioner Ray

. Schwartze told the panel that

caution with taxpayer dollars
is a must, He added that a
trail could conceivably be
built from Beaufort to Belle,
but from Belle to Eldon,
such an uadertaking would
be one of the most expensive
projects the state has ever
seen using taxpayer money.,

"I can't sce where it's ever
going to pay the taxpayers
back," Schwartze said.

The Department of
Natural Resources plans to
schedule more public forums
for Missouri residents as the
discussion on the Rock
Island Trail continues.




KRCG News

Landowners call bike trail process unfair
by Garrett Bergquist

Thu, 05 Feb 2015 03:35:39 GMT —

For Scott Reichel, the planned Rock Island Trail hits too close to home. Literally.

Reichel has measured the distance from the trail's site to the house that has anchored
his family's farm since 1888. Cyclists will pass 137 feet from his front porch.

"It's why | drive the extra miles to get to work, because | love the privacy, which, small
interest groups are taking that away from us," he said.

The Rock Island Trail will follow the bed currently occupied by the abandoned Missouri
Central Railroad, currently owned by Ameren Missouri. Under the National Trails Act,
neither Ameren nor the Missouri Department of Natural Resources need to tell anyone
before construction begins. Landowners like Reichel and Rodney Luebbering first heard
about the project through word-of-mouth.

"That seems to be the way the whole process is designed to work, is keep everybody as
uninformed as possible for as long as we can," Luebbering said.

Rail trails like the Rock Island Trail are nothing new in Missouri. The Katy Trail was the
nation's first rait trail when it opened in 1990 along the bed formerly occupied by the
Missouri-Kansas-Texas railroad. Under a process known as railbanking, railroad
companies ask the government to impose two new easements on raiiroad land, one for
a public-access recreational trail and a second for possible reactivation as a railroad. A
2012 DNR report said visitors added $8.2 million to local economies in towns along the
Katy Trail.

Supportters say the Rock Island Trail could have a similar impact on the towns along its
route. Eldon resident Mac McNally rides the Katy Trail regularly and said it would be
handy to have a bike trail closer to home. More importantly, McNally said the trail would
bring riders from outside the area into places like downtown Eldon,

"The best dollar that is spent in the community is a dollar that comes from outside the
community," he said.

But landowners like Reichel are skeptical of such claims. Reichel said a better use of
the trail would be to recommission the rail line and use it for sightseeing trains. He said
smail towns along the route would get a bigger bang for their buck out of such trains.
Other landowners such as Luebbering point out the Rock Island Trail route has many
more tunnels, culverts and bridges than the Katy Trail does, which means a higher
construction cost.



"The cost of this thing is going to be 150 times what the Katy Trail was once you
develop these culverts, " Luebbering said.

Officials have not yet released a cost estimate but say some public funding will be used.

The Missouri Central Railroad first filed its abandonment paperwork on Oct. 28, 2014,
On Dec. 17, the Missouri Farm Bureau sent the Suiface Transportation Board a letter
asking the corridor be kept as a railroad. in a reply sent on Dec. 22, the board said the
Farm Bureau's concerns "are without merit or justification to hold a hearing or delay
these proceedings." '

Meghan Largent, an attorney for the Arent Fox law firm, said landowners have no real
way to block the trail as long as Ameren and the DNR are willing to negotiate trail use.
The U.S. Supreme Court has already upheld the mechanisms of the National Trails Act
and the Suiface Transportation Board, which controls the rail-to-trail process, has ruled
that it will grant rail trail permits as long as the railroads and state land-use agencies
agree. Largent said the only thing landowners can do is sue to get compensated for
their land. About 200 of the roughly 1,200 landowners along the trail's route have signed
up for a federal lawsuit so far.

The Surface Transportation Board has not yet approved the Rock Island Trail. Once it
does, Largent said landowners will have six years to file a compensation claim.
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> A public hearing was held
Thursday evening, March 12 at
‘the Stover Community Center
to discuss the concerns citizens
of the region have about the
Rock Island Line rail-to-trail

rojéct.

P 'llhc - Surface Transporta-
‘tion Board decided Thursday,
TFeb. 26 to allow the Missouri
‘Central Railroad Company,
‘MCRR, a subsidiary of Ame-
ren Missouri, to proceed with
abandoning a 144-mile sec-
‘tion of its Rock Island railroad
-across central Missouri from
Windsor to Beaufort, and to
negotiate with the Missouri
Department of Natural Re-
'sources to convert the rail cor-
‘ridor into a recreational trail,

- “The hearing was organized
‘by the Missouri Farm Bureau
‘Federation,  Approximatcly
100 people from communities
‘along the trail attended.

- Before the meeting Farm
‘Bureau representatives distrib-
‘uted a letter from the federa-
tion’s president, Blake Hurst,
to Sara Parker Pauley, MDNR
director, explaining the reasons
the Farm Burcau opposes von-
verting the rail line to a trail.

Farm Bureau

Leslic Holloway, director of
regulatory affairs for the Mis-
souri Farm Bureau Federation,
said the purpose of the gath-
ering was to inform citizens
along the rail corridor about
the trail project and to allow
citizens’ concerns to be heard,

Holloway said the Farm
‘Bureau’s policy position on the
project says:

*'It favors keeping the rail-
road intact as something vital
to agriculture,.

¢+ Such an expensive proj-
ect, including repairs to three
tunnels and 39 bridges, would
be an irresponsible use of tax-
payer funding at a time when
the state can scarcely afford
to maintain its schools, roads,
bridges and existing parks.

. '%he rail abandenment pro-
cess so far has lacked transpar-
ency as landowners were slow

to be informed of the situation
and their rights, rulings were |
made without consulting them
and cost estimates for the plan

* Landowners are concerned
how!the rtll salvages the con-
stetiction of the trall and its ex-
istence will impact them, such
as privacy issues, noise, trash,
disruption of access to their
land and its rescurces, prop-
erty damage, safety, labor and
muterials to build and main-
tain fences, and compensation

for seizure of their property.

Lawsult update

Attorney Meghan Largent
of the Arent Fox law firm in
St. Louis, representing more
than 240 landowners who
are suing the federal govern-
ment in a related case, said the
class-action lawsuit is based on
the fact much of the property
along the rail line is not owned
by tie railroad, but was an
easement covenanted to revert
to the landowners when rail
traffic ended.

Largent said her case argues
the fegeraI‘ overnment should
compensate landowners for the
property not returned to them
in violation of Missouri law on
account of the National Rails
to Trails Act. This is the feder-
al law allowing the owner of a
fail corridor to turn it over to a
trail sponsor such as MDNR,
who may convert it to interim
trail use provided the corridor
is kept intact in case it is ever
reactivated as a railroad.

Largent brought large-for-
mat maps showing the path of
the Rock Island Line through
Morgan and  neighboring
counties, with areas known
owned by the railroad high-
lighted. -She said she is not
surprised the railroad's owner
d:dpnot know how much of the

corridor it was railroad prop- '

erty rather than an easement,
since the legal documents cre-
ating the corridor are more
than a century old and vaguely
worded, while successive own-
ers of the rail corridor were
interested only in the right-of-
,way.
Ameren

Warren Wood, vice presi-
dent of external affairs and
communications for Ameren
Missouri, related Ameren’s
role in the Rock Island Line.
The power company bought

the railrnad’s nronertvy and

Thursday, March 19, 2015 - The Adwartiseri

rights-of-way in 1999, he said,
as a business investment that
did not work out. It decided
the best use of the loss would
be to allow MDNR to convert
it into a trail.

Wood said the next step,
now that the STB has permit-
ted abandonment to begin,
is to review the Rock Island
Line’s impact on the environ-
ment;T historical preservation,
archeology ete. .'The revenue
from the steel ’rail salvage
would be offset by the cost to
remove the wooden ties which,
Wood said, would make it an
overall loss for Ameren,

Calling the trail an opportu-
nity for tourism, entertainment
and economic development,
Wood said, “We want this to
be a success for the communi-
ties it goes through, or there's
really no point in doing it.”

State parks
Bill Brﬂran of the Missouri
State Parks Division discussed

Missouri’s record as a national |

leader in the extent and qual-
ity of its park system. 3Vith
the Katy El"mil it is alrcady
recognized to have the best
trail system in the country. He
admitted the development of
the Rock Island Trail will bea
lengthy and costly process.

“The federal government
can’t make us do this,” said
Bryan. “We have to evaluate if
this is good for Missouri. We
think it will be, but the eng'l-
neers still have to look at it.’

He said the costs will be
significant, but MDNR con-
tinues to study what the costs
will be.

Recognizing the farming
along the Rock Istand Line is
different from that along the
Katy Trail and that landowners
will have concerns his depart-
ment did not face when build-
ing the earlier trail, Bryan said,
“T'am confident we will be able
to find solutions.”

Bryan gave  assurances
MDANR would provide fencing
materials and would consider it
its resources allow it to provide
fabor to erect fencing,

“The Katy ‘Trail has been

ood for its communities,’
Erynn said, citing annual traf-
fic of 300,000 to 400,000 users

Ana

benefic study showing that
every $1 invested in the trail |
has returned $18 to Missouri's
economy, including 38.2 mil-
fion in revenue to the towns
along the Katy Trail.

“A lot of businesses are there
or are doing better because of
the Katy Trail,” he said, add-!
ing thateven if the Rock Island
Trail isnt exactly the same, its
impact will be significant.

David Wood ?
Missouri District 58 Rep. .
David Wood asked, “How'
will we pay for it? Lots of state
budget areas are coming up
short. We have to prioritize
the budget.”
st While he disagreed with
the trail as a statewide project,
Wood spoke approvingly of
communities like Eldon and
Versailles developing the trail
as a safe route to school or a
safe bicycle route to conncct
Mennonites and others to lo-
ca businesses. Many crossings
through these cities will have
to be moved in the interest of
safety, Wood said,

MORIT

Bruce Sassmann of Mis-
souri Rock Island Trail Inc.,
a non—Ef:oﬁt consortium, said|
MORIT supports the develop-!
ment of a first-class linear parﬁ-’(.
“We are looking for a spark
of economic opportunity,” he
said. “T hope all the towns can
reinvent themselves. I think
they will be successful.”

Questions and answers
During the question and
answer period, Bryan said
MDNR cannot take respon-
sibility for trespassers walking -
off the park to vandalize pri-
vate property. He said the trail
will have no-trespassing signs.
A landowner said he %oo s at
the trail as human encroach-
ment into the tranquility of his
private ecosystem. He said he
did not understand how tax-
payers can be asked to spend
money on this when there are
so many other urgent needs.
Another participant  com-
plained about the lack of trans-
parency in the process, sug-
gesting the motive was to keep
the oroiect ‘auiet to denrive
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Warren Wood  responded |

to the implication that Ame-
ren planned the abandonment
in order to gain a tax benefit.
Wood said the write-off for
the donation is much less than
the original cost.

One concerned citizen raised
the issuc of biosccurity: Will
state parks commit to honor-
ing quarantines, as the railroad
did, in the event of an outbhreak
of a livestock discase?

Given the number of poultry
and cattle facilitics along the
line, Bryan said MDNR will
consult l))(iosecur':ty experts and
the Department of Agriculture
to find the answers.

Anaother participant asked
about the cascment for a fiber
optic line that ran along one
side of the rail line. Largent
said she is aware of, but not in-
volved in, a class action fawsuit

regarding this fiber optic linc, !

and while she believes the set-
tlement will be paid soon she
advised interested parties to
visit the Missouri settlement
website in the case.

A skeptical citizen noted
the age of most attending the
meeting and asked how man
older people will use the trail.
A show of hands indicated a
nrjority thought they would
use it. One 67-year-old woman
said she rode the whole Katy
Trail last year.

A man who said he owns
land along .6 mile of the trail
said he supports the trail be-
cause it may be the best means
to preserve the corridor for fu-
ture rail traffic.

A lindowner asked about
the right to hunt on land
crossed by the trail. Bryan
said it is permitted to carry a
lawful firearm on state parks
property, including concealed
carry. He also said the parks
will consider widening parts
of the trail to allow Mennonite
buggy traftic, making nearby
highways safer for all,

%r an also said if convert-
ing the whole rail line to a trail
proves too costly, the parks
would: consider converting
separate sections of it,

?n answer to one landowner
who challenged people sup-
porting the prcfject to come
and build his fence, another
participant stood up and said,

Ill be there with five other
people if you support it!”

1

Responding to concerns
about ‘the traffic on the trail,
one man distributed several
pages of figures on a cyclist
tourism  program along the
Katy Trail. He also talked
about the average income of
people who travel from outside
the state to use the trail and
described a hotel 100 miles
from Jefferson City that caters
to people planning to cycle to
the capitol in one day.

To the question whether
other state parks will suffer
duc to the cost of building and
maintaining the Rock Island
Trail, Bryan said he worries
about this but is faced with the
campeting demands to main-
tain the existing parks and to

provide new experiences. He
added the state legislature is
appropriating money to main-
tain and repair park infrastruc-
ture,

Schad’s closing remarks

Morgan County Farm Bu-
reau Vice President Dwayne
Schad  delivered closing re-
marks summing up the views

of landowners opposed to the

project,
“ll'hc cost of this project will .

not be an economic benefit to
counties along the tracks,” he
said. “There’s no way we can
sell enough Gatomcﬁ: to pay
for this ayground for just a
few peo H)c.'

Schad said he did not look
forward to having a recre-
ational trail in his front yard,
hringing tourist traffic to land
he dpurchased to enjoy privacy
and country life, '

Besides major issues like
fencing, cattle, and trespass-
ers, the costs would include
millions to rebuild a series of
bridges that are structurally
unsound. :

“This isn't a done deal,” said
Schad. “Talk with your con-
gressman. Talk with your leg-
islators. Talk with your county
commissioners and tell them
to fight it.”

Reminding citizens of the
funding needs of schools,
roads and bridges he con-
cluded, “Let’s spend money on
that. The wasteful spending
must stop. It's wrong r{))r us to
do this.”

THOL , mAR (9, 2015 ~ The Bdvertiser

Comments to the press

Morgan County Presiding
Commissioner James Bryant
commented after the meeting,
“I can understand both sides.
But for me, I have a hard time
wrapping my head around tak-
ing on such a massive project
and never, ever knowing what
the cost is going to be.”

“As commissioner,” Bryant
said, “if I was going to build a
bridge, the first thing I would
want to get is a cost estimate.
I really think we need to sto
our wasteful spending in JCE
ferson City.” .

David Wooed, in a separate
comment, said he thinks the
trail conversion will happen,
though probably in sections.
“It’s a business J::cision at this
Foint,” he said. “It makes sense
or Ameren to go through with
this, and jt maEes sense for the
DNR to accept it. The appro-
priation of money is a long
ways away,”

assmann and other rep-
resentatives of MORIT said
they have decided to hold their
next series of board meetings
in towns along the rail-trail
corridor. Sassmann said the
board decided at its Thursday,
March 5 meeting in Jefferson
City to hold its next meeting in
June in Stover, .

The exact date and location
of that meeting are to he de-
termined, Sassmann said, but
it will be open to local people

‘ w}tl‘o support the project.

We want people to repre-
sent a broad spectrum of the
communities - along the Rock
Island Trail,” Sassmann said.

Interested Stover resident!
Mark Stevens, attending his
second Rock Island Trail meet-
ing, seemed optimistic that the
plans would go forward.

“Everything they brought
up can be worked on,” said

Stevens.



Legislators pledge state transparency, accountability on trail project - Gasconade County ... Page 1 of 4

Legislators pledge state transparency,
accountability on trail project

Posted: Wednesday, January 27, 2016 11:22 am

More than 100 concerned citizens and landowners
attended a Rock Island Trail town hall meeting at
the Owensville Veterans of Foreign Wars Post
6133 Jan. 20, hosted by State Rep. Tom Hurst and
Sen. Mike Kehoe, to discuss aspects of the
proposed hiking and biking trail.

The Missouri Rock Island Trail would span from
Windsor to Beaufort and would run through nearby
towns such as Belle, Bland, Owensville and Clearing the brush
Gerald. A 47-mile stretch from Pleasant Hill to
Windsor is already in the works.

An A&amp;K Salvage crew out of Texas
was clearing brush and removing bolts

Kehoe began the meeting, the first of a series of from rail connection plates last week on the
three to be hosted by the senator and old Rock Island rail line east of Gerald. The
representatives including Hurst, R-Meta, and David ~ crew is shown removing bolts from a
Wood, R-Versailles, by informing the crowd that connection plate on the bridge over Old

the trail is not a state project and is currently not U.S. 50.

receiving state funding,

“As a Senator and Representatives, we are here to ease your minds and answer any questions you
may have,” Kehoe said. “I'm like you, I think the money we have can be spent on other things.
However, there is no state money currently allocated to the trail. No Amendment 7 (transportation
tax) funds were assigned to the trail, no tax increase, none from state parks.”

Kehoe said there are federal grants and private funds available, such as those that were used for
the Katy Trail, so there is no need to use tax dollars for a trail.

Hurst added that the trail groups and the state are not trying to do anything that the people don’t
understand.

“We are here for transparency and accountability,” Hurst said, “We are not here to interfere with
the process of the trail or Ameren Missouri’s business.”

Ameren Vice President Warren Wood attended the meeting to answer any questions directed
toward Ameren or the progress of the railroad tracks being removed,
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“Cutrently the salvage company is under a vegetation regulation due to some bats so they are just
trimming and cutting brush,” Wood said.

Missouri State Parks Director Bill Bryan and his staff also attended the meeting to alleviate some
of the questions landowners were unsure about.

“We want to get along with our neighbors and we need to hear from you,” Bryan said. “One of the
questions I hear the most is “when is this going to happen?’ Not over night.”

If the project goes through, Missouri State Parks would act as a trail head by maintaining and
patrolling the trail. Part of the responsibility as a trail head is also to provide fencing to
landowners who want it.

“There have been many questions about fencing materials and who will build the fences,” Bryan
said. “If you really want the park guys to build your fence, we will talk about it and we will work
onit.”

Owensville landowner Charles Skornia asked if the availability of fencing was limited to those
landowners who own livestock. Missouri State Parks Options and Planning Coordinator Clint
Barnett, who has been working with landowners to discuss fencing option, answered the question.

“Our first concentration will be on the those will livestock, then those who want a fence,” Barnett
said.

State parks would also be responsible to assign people to pick up trash along the trail. If someone
is hurt on the trail, state parks would be liable and if a trail user trespasses on private property,
state laws apply. Many landowners along the Katy Trail post private property signs.

Gregg Wehmeier asked what landowners could do if they didn’t want to “sell” their land to the
government. Arent Fox LLP attorney Meghan Largent, who has hosted several meetings with area
landowners to encourage them to join in a lawsuit to receive compensation for the taking of their
land, answered the question. '

“It doesn’t matter if the landowner wants to sell. The federal government has nultified Missouri
law, no matter what the underwrite property right was,” Largent said. “You are entitled to
compensation for the taking of your land.”

Arent Fox is representing an estimated 400 landowners in the Rock Island Trail case from
Beaufort to Windsor. Jyne Glosemeyer from Marthasville attended the meeting with her husband
and encouraged all landowners to file and receive compensation for the taking of their land.

“My husband and T fought the Katy trail because of the way the federal government took the land,
not because of the trail,” Glosemeyer said, “Make sure private property markers are everywhere,
because these people seem to forget the landowners have lost something t00.”
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Lolle Boettcher of Owensville asked Bryan if any priority would be given to sections of the trail
that children could utilize to walk to school.

“We would work with any community that has that as a priority,” Bryan said.
Richard Huse of Belle addressed Wood about the removal of the tracks in Belle.

“The city of Belle has a grant to be used to build a trail after the ties are pulled up,” Huse said.
“Can Belle be made a priority?”

“We will have to meet with A&K Salvage to see what their time line is and how we can meet the
grant’s time line,” Wood said.

Bryan added that state parks is working to extend the grant the maximum amount of time. Another
landowner asked how the state of Missouri would be compensated for the loss of property taxes.

“State parks would pay property taxes for five years, and after that it is estimated that the trail
would make more from sales taxes than property taxes,” Bryan said.

As the meeting concluded, Bryan shared an economic study state parks hired a company to
facilitate. Due to different types of demographics between the Katy Trail and the Rock Island,
Bryan said the study is not completely comparable, but still usable.

“In 2012, the Katy Trail brought $8.25 million in to communities along the trail,” Bryan said.
“This is going to be the one place people all over the world can visit and go 200 miles in one
direction and then 200 miles in another and it be 180 degrees different.”

During the Hartsburg Pumpkin Festival this year, visitors from the Katy Trail attending the event
numbered more than 25,000. Bryan said many residents that previously swore against the trail said
their grandkids had never sold so many pumpkins.

Who are these people that are going to use the trail?

“Many people on the Katy Trail take their vacations to do the whole trail,” Bryan said. “The eat

kX

and sleep in towns along the way.

Bryan said as for the comparability of the economie study, it depends on what communities do
with their trails.

“We ean bring the trail to your community, but how many Gatorades and antiques you sell is up to
you,” Bryan said.

Greg Harris, executive director of Missouri Rock Island Trail, Inc. (MORIT), addressed the
crowed about the trail group’s approach.

httin/hamanu aacranadarannturanihlicnan ramfnaare/aacrnnada nanndofasdinla QT778LI0A A& TINOMMN17T
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“The culmination of the trail is a lot of effort and we know their are lots of people along the tracks
that are not thrilled with the idea of a trail,” said Harris. “Owensville has RR Donnelley along the

tracks and they support us, but if they didn’t, they would be wondering what changes they could
expect.”

Harris said anyone who has questions is always welcome to contact MORIT by emailing
moritdirector@gmail.com or visiting RockIslandTrail.org.

The remaining two town-hall style meetings will be held from 6:30 to 7:30 p.m. Thursday, Feb. 11
at the Freeburg American Legion, 310 South Highway 63, and Thursday, Feb. 25 at Eldon High
School, 110 South Pine Street.

httn/hawaw oaseonadeconmtyrentihlican com/news/oasconade conniv/article 8775h784-c5 TR12017
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Landowners can't stop
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Rock Island

Trail through legal means; now

it's all about 'just

By NEAL A. JOHNSON
Unterrified Democrar Editor

"We're not here to take
your property,” Missouri
Rep. Tom Hurst said on
behalfl of House colleague
Rep. David Woods and Sen.
Mike Kehoe Thursday night
at a Freeburg town hall meet-
ing that drew more than 100
people. "We're here t

tect yourrights."”
Unfortunately, the Rock
Island Trail is in fact taking
property along 144 miles of
the line between Beaufort
and Windsor, Loeally, this
includes the roadbed through
the communities of Belle,
Freeburg, Argyle and Meta.
Officially, the process
began in February of {fast
year, when the Ameren-
owned Missouri Ceniral
Railroad (MCRR) railbanked
the Rock Island Line.
Attorney - Meghan
Largent of Arent Fox, a law
firm representing some 450
landowners along the rail
tine, told the group there is

ng legal option to stop this

conversion  from  taking
place.

After the Trails Act was
passed in 1983, a couple in
Vermont challenged the tak-
ing of their {and along a
railroad, and the case went
to the U.S. Supreme Court.
The plaintiffs argued it was
unconstitutional under
Vermont law, which clearly
States that land goes back to
the original owner if a rail-
road line is abandoned,

"The Supreme Court
sided with the United States
because it has the power of
emincut domain,” said
Largent. "And that's what

this is. The government can ‘

at any time take your prop-
ety for.a public purpose.
But the court reminded that
the Fifth Amendment states

for 2017

increase is given to teachers is
converted to a percentage,
which is then added to non-
certifted employees' salaries.
With a 2% increase, the
increase to next year's budget

0-pro-

‘nor shall private property be
taken for a public' purpose
without just compensation '

The Vermant coupie had
only one option, which was
to get as much for their land
as possible, and Largent said
that has been the way cases
such as this have been han-
dled since,

"You are owed compen-

 satign for the Missouti prop- |

Crty rights thidt ‘were™ taken
from you,” she said. "The
government never liked this,
and refused to recognize that
the Supreme Court had spo-
ken, and so their new
recourse is to pay you as lit-
tle as possiblé. That's where
we come in,"

Fox said her jab is to

‘represent landowners against

the United States govern-
ment.

"It's important to note
who is not in this room," she
said. "The federal govern-
ment is not here, They are
the ones that owe you, the
landowners whose property
is being taken for this trail.
They're not going to answer
your questions, and I will
tell you, when it comes time
10 pay you, they will give
you the least amount of
money possible. They will
argure that Jand in Missouri
isn't worth anything; they
will “argue that crossings
don't need to be paid, They
will be expert farmers in
Missouri by the time this
case is over, as far as they're
concerned,"
LANDOWNER RIGHTS

Under the Trail Act,
landowners have very few
rights to their own property
under the easements signed
over to the railroad,

Most of the trail, some
0%, was granted to the rail-
road via easements around
1910, which means most of
the trail is owned by adjoin-

after the railpe

compensation

Tiis is an exampie of dama
was cleare

e to the the tree-line
which landowners

like Rodney Luebbering of Meta say is unac

ceptable,

ing landowners,

However, railroad ease-
ments are exclusive, and are
not like those for driveways
or utility fines,

"What that means is that
the railroad's easement
encompasses about 99 9% of
the rights on that land,
including the right to exclude
the owner," said Largent,
"That's why they can build a
fence and keep you out, You
have no more right to that
property than the general
public even though you tech-
nically own it. 1ts 4 ve
difficult coucept to under-
stand." .

Before the- Trails Act,
the railroad could only trans-
fer the line to another rail-
road compatiy for use as a
railroad. Now, they can
transfer it for use as a trail,

“The state (DNR) will
step into the ‘shoes of ‘the

railroad for purposes of own-
ership," said Largent. "Bui
what they will own is this
very broad, exhaustive case-
ment that includes the right-
to exclude you, the land-
owner, fron! the property. So
you own i, but you don't
have a whole lot of rights to
it. In fact, you barely have
any."

CALCULATING VALUE

Largent said this is a
one-time payment, and the
way it's calculated is by
using a "before-and-aftec”
value of the land.

In the "before" portion,
the land is appraised as jt
was in February of 2015,
when it was taken, as if the
landowner got it back,

That is compared to the
land's worth with 2 trail upon

see COMPENSATION
page 14
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_it, ora future railroad.

“The whole point of this

law is.to preserve these-cor-

ridors for- future- railroad

. use," said Largent :

. The difference ‘i, vilie

between those two hiypothet-

ical scenarios is - what fand-
owners will be paid,

Largent said there - a:e
those in the federal _govermn-
ment’ that will afgtie the land
1is worthi ‘more with a recre-
ational; trall\ biit tivo such
-attermipts were defcated by
Arent Fox-in lawsuits.

"The fact of the mdltter
is ‘that-you™ have just the
_square-fodt dirt value of the
property, and in many cases,
it creates. severance darnag-
es," ‘said ngent .

A elassie; example s
havmg the famiily’ farm split
in two by the fral. ,

- "Most of ; our chents in
tlus case would rather haye
their “property . -back” than a
dime from, the govemmcnt
sald Largent..-

Payiments to landOWners
are ; “niade - from’ a. federal
fund, ‘which “each yéar is
- bpdgeted to settie hab;hty

- incurred by -the” ‘U
States,

"The'lawsmt the lang:
owners are’ bnngmg will not

"The money lz.)ald;to the land®

owners.is completely nneon-
uected to the trail: So wheth-
eflyou hke ‘or flon't like the

Bryan clarified that 10 3
‘disgussion about . struetures
‘along the rail ling, the depart-

ment has slated 1L wﬂl do

f*f:’-'??&a%ﬂé%’h; o

%
we‘li Wbrk thh “{hiat - Ttsd
N e i o s P awnar

"and olearlngp

"If-fthe}/ “Wwent the‘shed tér
at isyand: ns‘i i

"Central
"the salvage
1acess: dunng
winter of 2015, and- estimates
it Wwill take about two and a

' hajf years.,

The current sectson of
rail is being cleared of vege-

_ tation but-crews face limita-

tions because of the Indiana
Gray bat and Long-Eared
bats, both -classified as
endangered spec1es D

What happens to the
natiral habitat once vegeta-
tion is cleared? -

* Bryaii “said - paﬁ of- [he;

railbanking - process 'is "to
conduct studies on Higratory

and endangered species but.

there -has been no‘study of

~the eXisting ecosysfem.

.One of the agreements

. for this - - section mclud\es

removing the ties, which was

. ‘not part -of the agreement in
- the western section, from

Windsor to Pleasant Hill,
Oni the eastern portlon
work has progressed to mile-

. marker 92 at Owensville,

whﬂe coming from the west,

crews ace at mllc—marker 107.

near Belle.
SURVEYING ISSUES
" At Thursday's meeting,

- Bryan nofed that DINR does

not haye the autho' ity t0 sur~
vey the ling.
"Bill said th

haven t

had the r[ght for surveyors for

ing: over;" - said
hel of " rural

Arger !

Y

two jp opl 'that'emne ‘down-

arm -'-My idad camé !

) théy were.,
They “were gt plcturesi-
nge study ofabridge.”

down ‘there That's the I

of stuff going dn- that “you’

don't Wwan to-tatk about, that
the papers don't wanf to write
aboitt, dnid people don't want
to fead about; You can sit
here'and tell mé government

-studies afi-day long, but you .

ain't blowmg no smoke ‘up
my ass.” '

"We‘re here. tomght to
tefl you where the' project is
aty" * said - Sen.-> Kehoe,

5 "Whether you w'mt tobelieve .
the {nformsition’is up'to-you. -
I'm notgoing 1o’ iry ip sugar-
¢ont anything, There's a lot

of information, and: misin-

"formatlon about this prOJ

'_"[_u_,tomorrow and :are’
-:going 1o be bikes on it this

'dn'Lhave perrmssion X

jeot,
and while the state is not

* involved at this point, a lot

of peoplc have been asking
us about it. I've had people
“stop°me in the Capital and
say, ‘They're taking raits off,’
do [ need to_ move my catle
there .

weekend? People think that

- stimmer's coming and this
_ thing will be done, but this is

a.multj- -year proposal R
Eryan said the dcpartv

ment Jeamned it was a mis-

take not to have surveyed the
section west of Wmdsor
because a-fot- of the ease-
ments #re connected 1o the
rails, but clanﬁed it"was not

- DNR that 1S’ COndnctmg suy-:

Vt‘.yS

Walren Wood SEIId A&K
is snrveylng‘ the railroad bed

~"as.. g . subcontractor- -for

: Ariieren and prd’vid_ing that

‘ Informatmn to DNR:® - -,

. FENCING ISSUES
--Mt's jacked up-the way

: our government and. entities:
.. pick and. choosg’ what they
" want to nse,’ -sajd Rc1c11e1
“-oting the ‘easement: alfows

‘access through pnvate prop-
* griy. but_also réquires the
railfoad .fo build’and main-
tain ‘fenges. "On my family
farm, since the Rock lsland
Line - shut dowu, T haven't

. sgen ‘Anyone: n1a1nta1mng'
fcnces or gatess 7'
%% Clint. Barnett,
¢ landowhner ‘relations special-
-+ 7igt, fold the ‘group that he'is

i DNR

< fiiore- thaii willing to bend
whete possiblé as a show of
good faiih to resolve chal-
lenges:with fencing;

" He, added that

- cases, farmers .want to con-

. strict théir own fences the -

o oway., ihey ve always bujlt .

Paiks -

. Department doesnt have the .

¢ - manpower to buﬁd them at
any Tate,

them, ;and  the

- think you- gu}*s are
~Kind’ ‘of missing the point a
. l}tt.le Ablt "

bleforcattleYou'te
ﬁ‘?&?ﬁéﬁ%‘ﬁahﬂ
“probablyprovide us. maten» r
als. hut probably not main-

~don't: have guys 19, ]

- ing,"-gaid -Barneit.”

" said Luebbenn'g

1ssues ' one federal” railroad

Vould have . to ]ook mto,

"At the end_of the‘day,
; atbing: sa1d Barnétt. -

* said "Bagneétt.
f._ali We an o be good nelgh- ;
' fat:.

. don't 1ike it In places wherg

s'ud Rodney :

: kniows !heres Jdot
 that's goifig to come tp with
-building; these* fences And

now you're. tellingmeé.

fences :
-Barnett saad that m the

"current snuatlon, bulldmg

J47.5 miles of fences i ina ycar .

s not practical.

“"'don't see that happen—

"Tf we
operat€ the same way- were .
operating out there- on the ;
weéstemn. sectior, we, would

provide matenals landown-
eis would put. them in and if -

. you insist "that -we put it in,
© weé'll try‘to work with; y0u as
_ b.est we can.” .

- We dont have

We also
have major flood "issues, $0
“we're’ Tesponsible; for; :
Jang those, fences;
eVerythmg gets ﬂooded tvoA

. keep cattle off the'trail?":

“As it sits right’ now,,

*yes,” Bamett replied..

- “Sothe stdte of I‘vflssoun _

- is going fo put that exira lia-
* :bility onius; to keep cattle off ;

onr land- because Yo donl
liave “the manpower- to™ do

E 1t"’" Luebbering $aid. -

. There® as, no* direct -

anster but ag-for. the: legal
) requurements, Br;yan sdid he
. was “fiot, sure_wiiat the- [aw
. says, and Barnett sa1d there :

are two potentlal leglslatlve '

5 "That's qomethlng “we

i Mt sounds hke our [egzsy.

.i._‘_]ators tieed to sohdlfy the

aid Luebbering:; =~ 3¢,
~will tell . you “this;"
"We're doing:*

we éan, heIp it, wewill."
Lucbbenng noted’ theré: -
are sevéial areas the'salvage
crew. hasn't touehéd si
beeause they can't g
Oné bridge near his prop-eﬂy )
is -4 “priine example, and -
Luebbering asked if he
would be required 1o give

- another easement to allow ~
-accessso the bridge could be

xjepajred .
"If you're golng o fo:cc
an- easement over niy prop



discussion with Meghan for
“when I file ‘this lawsuit;
- which is protocol. to get my
“assets covered,".

.. Bryan told Luebbering
.the departatent - would not
proceed with' foiced ease-
_ ments.-

. you: have “to”look ‘at each
Iandowners situation “and
figure 1t out, T don thave. the
answer,"

TRANSFER {)F THE -
LINE
} The comdor is bemg
.donated to. DNR at no cost to
the agiéncy. .

Largeit sald the property
w1]l trangfér from Ameren to
DNR once the [Wo agencxes
execute” their agréement

“whicl will ‘be:déne no, latet
thanDee: 31,2017, prowded
the State P'il'kS Department

. pxo.eeds withits plan, i

" Funding is ‘a large pait
of the &valuative | process, hut
Bryan Sald that i isa pohttcal
issue,

K ”It has to be funded by
the General Assembly, so-if

© there is enough-public: con-

" eem abouf it that the General
Asscmbly says. not ta dq. it,

we're riot going to be able fo
doy i€, said . Bryan "That's

'._lhe boitom e

. ,[f funchug 1s avallable,

,-Bryan said the trail will lrke—

' Iy be built, -

T4 Kelive added that in’ all
"fajmess, He has just: three
. years' left in- his tenure as’a

§chator, and this irail process
will take Ionger than that ‘to

be completed.’ :
“thle‘ I'm there, I
won't,;

said - Kehoe  of

Lerevenue
‘*aelf'?%?o =EBUE
thie Tedlity ligye

they, ¢an move: forwar with
bu[!dmg a.trail without state
“taxpayer dollars. They'll find
grants, ; -and_Somebody. that
. gives them this and some-.
body that gives, them that, I
don't want yoii walking out
of here thinking that as long
as you elect qomebody who

g'roup could~welﬁ.>e from o"
t o
of state.

7 "We're, not - talking.
about. that % he said, "I think-

I 'will have to have’ another i

As for what Arneren 1s

gemng outof the deal, , Wood
said there was a’purchase

o

price ju-1999; theré’is sone
yalue-in’ thebsteel. bemg sal-
vaged s(houglr’ some’ of " that
ig beifipused t¢ have theé ties
- removed, ‘and there 15 a tax
credit. . - .
"But you doall the math
on this, it's.a loss," said
Wood, "We. werc donatmg
this éven thoughiithere,
ai offer. '\Ve

DNR

$Sgelprefer it to.be’in stae
! 1ands with, DNR than some
other organization.” - ~

JAmeren could have sim=

ply abandoned  the: line, but
L,argent said the STB s func-
_lon is. to preserve the ratl
comdor
%, 186 ratherthe see it go
awa)' they o whatever
they can to keep.it in ‘place.!
. said’ Largent'
. Traifs Act:bécansde it keéeps
comdors in" the nat1onal
1nfrastmcture. R
TRAILS 7O RAIL "
CONVYERSION -
1t is COncewabIe that a

trall comdor ‘can- later “be’

- ysed for transportat.lon other
than railroad. ' 5

“How far front rallroad

* that runs “would . prob'ibly

depend ‘on’,the. state," "saJd

‘Largent, adding - thiat every

state, - agreed that - ‘moving

“from stear loco olion -to

digsel power wag okay, éven

-if the deed read “steam 1oco« .

motnre. . T

Called "shifting pubncf

use, Largent- added this: is
“why" frolley cars. moving
from steel to rubber. wheels
Cwvas acoeptable as well:

"It deperids on how far-
i the® futire we'ré’ talKing -

and hoy much-like'a railroad
it is," said Largent, "It would

probab}y wmd up 1n the'

courts
Largent reiteratcd that

the point of the law was t0..

preserve transportation irifra-
structure corridors across the

\V;l"‘g.

st opportumty:
asithe.

frail?" -
s done happened L
-said- Joe Stnmpe of Meta,
. explaining he has land thatis - -
split by - the  trail; with . his
hoingstead rlght beside 'it..: !

oing fo keep this: comdor ¢

"They like. the’

‘1. E Was p g
xber OBHC was g!h@*{d a]og

deemed a pood apphcanon :
II\TBRI\[ PROBLEMS "
“Reichel noted that from

" Owensville to the east is™
mainly “highway fronlage, .

and the area in Rep. Hurst's:
distric(,-while scenic, is fill

of agricultural 1'1ndoW11ers_
; -who object to the proposal.

"I doubt you're-going.to -

ﬁnd one person along there.

that's going to suppait it, "he -
said. "Tt's being shoved down .
our throats We all knOw .

- what's going to happen as if's -

being developed. We'll have. .

. ATVs going up and down

That's one thing. We're just

" opening up a lot of problerms

for landownets."

"Yon got it de: vcge{ab
éd, you got the ties picked up .
and liave a uice cleau bed,
and T-can see a mile down )
the trail," sdid another resi-
dent. ”thits to-kéep people -
from. cormng down lhe

"It's. already started. They

cleaned this up and these .

people came thro_ugh with

" their brush hogs."

- Stumpg sajd he has ne

" water on the nonh side of the
" tracks, which means his cat-

tle have to' move back and
forth, Stumpé said he.added °

" electric fence 0 heep the '
~ cattle in place.. .
* "These: -people . came_';
through with: -their. hogs,
opened -the gates. up, drove
tlwough and did their thing," . ]
said Stumpe. "I asked them v

o shut,tie gate when. they .

tractors “enter the area;’

said he would follow up

the contractor, ..
Having said that,’ Wood
added that ronce a vendoﬂ

enters the easement, thefe 1873
no requircment that fesicing’

_be restored or gales c[osed -

When

1e; 'e‘ ]
Warren Wood sald ‘there )
s suppoSed to 'be a "notice
requirement” when subcon- 3

TaET

-

‘through: and the gatés were
< lefy -open. "Who's respons
“ble?-1ts, not my tesponsibil

ty to'sit there witha, gun and'-
. police these: peopié Oiice §:

 the trail Is.open, ituwill be a;
thoroughfare from Argyle tor

: Meta. ] can, see once we get-E
this trail, and you're going-lo B
haye peOple ‘there, but what's E

. +they're going
Luebbenng

MFA -

Ainéren?. Is parks g
d-.

| now todayy R

-Sen.

fellow-legt

Anigre, and'movmg for-§

* wardy expecis. thiat-company

to address the- problem ‘off,

putt g'hp ferice 4¢

! ecp vk
cattle off7" b he added We'l o}

talkmg sthreg

[ «do - that ‘¢

. whetheér there's ‘4 traﬂ there 3
: ornot“ A *
) notcd that ]

the cleared”. trail - ‘opens “up ¥
1nto MFA's propert)' m Meta, §
. xesponmbleﬂ
; Ameren sHll oiwng it," said"
;. Luehbering, sho sits on the -
MEA cg-op. board "Are we ¥
supposed 16° put -up & fehce, .' ‘

) put it up%-S (_)ud“'
= we:,]ust«put up- big Focks to-§
- kecp people out? People are:
watchmg that, [romise you, £
- 50 'we need these answersy

Kehoe ™ said * he'f
dldnt know the™answer to}
" security issues, but he -and$

. open, they got out into the ~,
- middle of my f'telds‘and spun.. &

commg E

gomg 1o happen - between §
id ;then? . It's 4 big?
Whos gomg fo %




g Kehoeﬂsald hes‘n

i.zant their tax dollars fiind-
ing ‘trails, broken down
bridges arid rattlesnake tun-
. ueis, said Kehoe, noting
many people are unaware
that the tunnel af Freeburg
aotually goes beneath : the
towi, "Theres ‘some real
challenges fo this ifail; This
isithe most divisive issue I've
seen smce I've been in office.
Tl'fns thing is.an unbehevablc
- cmdtlonal tngger ‘71 ‘

een people in towns that
ve:the tridil. w:ll boneﬁt

5 I"m a fust—generatton
farmer;that bought: land 32

- years ago, and 1 know some-

thing; like this wouldn't be

ﬁ much,ﬁln

Ye'dont want you to

gre domg something
behmd- your ‘back,” ‘said
: Hurst who owns land along

. the Tall "People ask me if
U S for this, and I'see both
© sides, There are lhmgs we
- tontrol and thmgs we: dont
so‘leis work with {he thmcrq
. we ¢dn control -

.Rep. Woods sald the

eople ‘of. Bldon - are.very
exeited. about the trajl; while

* rural citizéns are Opposed to

it: Thete are two OVerpasses
r h[S district that-are in need

© ofimajor” repair, which .will

rcqume alat of fundmg
D MWe

. with," 'said Woods.
ed lo ﬁx our roads

ansportatlon issues
]ong Before we talk about
spendmg money on trag[s "o

W Rehioe suifd Tie Has noths?
ihg' agiinst developing and

_mamtammg State parks:but’

- added this: is about- budget

priciities.
“hE Ve, realize there are
1ssqes we'll have to address

© in.Cthis --process " Woods.

added 's.not-a qumk pro-

~cess, butiwell make it as fair’
as_possible, and “work with
those who hieed help.". .~

e e‘t‘éi‘y;ﬁg%e

h;ge the upper “hand oh, us,"

said Kehoe of the federél

T BOVEITINCN e e

==PAYING I OR THE
TRAIL
DNR oversees the Parks.

Deparlmcnl whiclh receives

about 75% of its budget from
the one-tenth-of-one percent
Parks, Soils and Water sales
tax, which is split evenly

between the  Parks
Department and the Soil and
Water Conservation

Department. Bryan said the
tax comes out to about $7
per person per year to fund
parks.

The remaining 25% of
funding ‘comes from a vari-
ety of sources, including
fundraising efforts, camp-
ground and state park fees,
as well as federal grants and
private donations such as the
fnoney donated by Edward
Jones toward the completion
of the Katy Trail.

_ Sen. Kehoe explained
that the Missouri General
Assermnbly has no control
over the soil and water sales
tax since it was approved by
voters and can be used in
whatever manner suits DNR.
Donations may likewise be
used.

However, if additional
fonding is requested by DNR
to complete the trail, that is
something Kehoe will not
suppott.

"My position, and the
parks people probably don't

‘like this - 'm a proponent of

transporiation and infrastruc-
ture, and as Jong as our
bridges are collapsing and
our roads are falling apart, I
cannot suppoit tax dollars
going to a bike or ped trail
until we fix those things,”
said Kchoe.

Some general revenue
was appropriated for the
development of the 47.5-
milestretch between Windsor
and Pleasant Hill, along with
settlernent funds from the
Tom Sauk Reservoir disas-
ter, -

In addition to rebuilding
the reservoir and Johnson
Shut-Ins State Park, Ameren
agreed to help develop the
trail,

Kehoe said he has noth-
ing against deyeloping and
majntaining state parks but
added this is about budget
priorities.

"The priority for me
right now is fixing things
that school buses and ambu-
lances drive across versus
bikes and people,” said
Kehoe, adding that when he
served on the appropriations

- “eommittee last ye_éﬁ

£ sCi-
tinized every budget’ 'to
gnsure there was no-funding
for this project.

' Kehoe noted that about
.a third of the budget is appro-
prlated by the, General
.Assembly, - The : sremainder

" jhcludes “funds . specifically

“carmiarked for a specific puf-

pose. Legislators have no

control over theése funds)
“U'DNR stil] comes to us

' and tells us: thow miich they
‘ collected from the” Soil “and'

Water Tax, and how they
Antend 1o use it, but because

© that piece of the fundmg was

‘approved by volers, we cant
redirect it," said Kehoe

The Katy Trail was
developed with the support
of . both " public "and “private

- funding . It is expected that

this model wonld be neces-
sary to develop a similar trail

~ onthe Rock Island line, -

. FUNDING. CONCERNS
. Brundick said DNR is
strétehed pretty thin as i is,
and asked How new eosts for
this project cdn be _]usuﬁed
"I know. you won't say
this," Brundlcksatd toBryan.
”But how can ‘you justify
taking on' more cxpense'?“
Even with private dona-

. tioms, taxpayers are going to

‘see an expense to build the
trail, Brundick added, rioting
that three of four parks with-:
in the Katy Trail have had a
“decline “in \'151t0rs, one" a
drop of 23%. :

"You'rg addmgA to a'“

‘parks system’.that's barely
- futided now," he _said, "If
they're using it less, we still
have to have X amount of
dollars to maintain . It's

great to want everythmg_

Hell, [ want a lot.of things,
but at,some point you have
- {5y Tor
 Brundiék
- the maintehance ‘bidget was
for all state parks . becanse
the Rock Island- Trail will
require maintenance in per-
petuity. He noted that a 2008
cconomic  benefit * study
showed it cost. $5,000 per
mile ‘fo mamtam the Katy
. Trail, :
' Bryan sald the 2008

- study 1s"'pr0bably pretly
'-compamble but he did hot .

" Brundick-said. .- :
o "Our blggest expense is

our folks aiy morg than we
H
;‘:‘exem 2008; Bryan rephed

» always . expinded,

askéd*‘ what :

Eﬁfﬁv‘ﬁ%ﬁﬁfﬂﬁw

“Qur biggest expense is

“labor-and-we're=not -paying:

our folks any more than we
were in 2008,” Bryan replied.
80 oUr ¢Xpense in materla
will be a little more but 1
don't know what it is as I'm
standing here in front of
yO.u'll

Later in the meeting,
Bryan said the average cost
last year was approximately
$4,500 per mile.

"Regardless of how
many privale dollars come
into this, someone is taking
away from something,” said
Brundick, "How can you
guarantee the tax will be
around? 1 certainly will not
support it, 1 will do every-
thing in my power to make
sure people know about this
tax, and let's pray to God il's
not voted into perpetuity like
one Conservation has,

because a1 least now there's
' 'some aceountablhty and the™

-ta)\payers can say no."

' The 10-yéar tax will: be
on the ballot tius fall- for.
renewal.

"We've had a state park
system for 99 years, and one
‘thing you can see is.that it's
in. pari,
Jbecause of ' the public's
‘demand,” sald Bryan, "The
public wants new parks, or
new. amenitiés’ at exntmg
pdrks They're always going
#o want to fish- at . Bennett
Sprmgs but they® also want
new pIaces to go, “$o there's

* always a’tensioi* between
. new and mamta)mng That's
. something we deal w1th ona

d'uly basis)"™
- Bryan added that thc tax
is a good.partnership befween

_ agriculture. and state *parks;

and he hopes-it. will be
renewed this-fall by voters..
_M"It's .funded, a Iot--.,of

. progress- on : both fronts,"

Bryan said notmg there are
88 parks oxfer apprommately
150,000 acres- ‘across the
state )
‘TRESPASS]NG/

7 LIABILITY

* If the' trail is developed,
redidengs” volced. concerrs
about keepmg people off thCIF
property. -+ ¢

- Bryansaid there dré oga-,
sional problems-on the Katy
Trail with unauthorized vehi-
cles dm'mcr down the path.

"ATVS are very uncorm-

mon,” he said. "©nce or twice:
a -ycar, someone will. drive-
down the Katy Trall and.
they're either dmnk or mnmng,
from police.”. )



-_"That's, a goad.- thmg to,
look forward o | said
Relchcl X

" Bryan added that when
the Missouri River flodds, the
- Katy Trail has been used a3 a
Bypiss-for transportauon '

- ATts been an 4dded boost

for those commmimities when
the roads am clcmed " said
.Bryan.. ‘
' Smce -the - Katy Trall
‘opened, Bryan:said thefé have
‘been 300 tickets: written and. .

only sevenpeople hava.been -

arrested. "When you consider -
there-are about 400,000 peo-
pie.out there ¢ evcry year, that's

prf;tty good,” he ‘said, notmg;
“there “are four park Tangets ;.
‘patioling the' ir

ail'n v 'ldd"

passers, ;. the Rock Is!and

Trail, Bryan said that <Icpend~
g Ot thay're-, doing;—
calling 911 is the first option.
However, there will be a con-
tact person for- the trail, and
ranger information will be
available.

Rangers are typically dis-
patched by the Missouri State
Highway Patrol, so calling
9E will start the process.

Fines collected for infrac-
tions will go to the county,
Bryan added,

In the western portion,

- Barneit said somne landowners
have erccted barviers to restrict
access to private property.

"Ouir position there is we
are notcoming in and demand-
ing all of it ke removed,” he

said, adding that temporary
, removal during construction
has not been a problem.

"We don't care if it's
worth $10,000 more because
of the mrail " said Ann Berhorst_,

‘, who wuh her husband Ralph 3
“owns” land_on the Freeburg
“*side of the Maries River, “We
- just want you guys to under-
.+ -stand that our land, our priva-
- ¢y will be mten‘upted It m1ght
.- only be 10 people, but it's still

10 people and out of of those,

"we'te going to have oné wha

is going.to do somethmg to

" our property. You cai'ttell me

it aip't gomg to happen

' Nothing:is going fo keep these

'peoplc “Frome walking off the

‘trad ‘If .we put up a barbed-

over'it, w111 they sue us for

hurtmg then, bccause we still
own 1t? L 11bl]1ty i5' 4 big
1ssue

Bryan said' lhat his under-
standmg is that landowner
liability does not change with

“the trail. "You have the same

responsibility for peopte on
yolir property-whether there's
a:trall or not,'-he said."As
soon as they walk off that traif,
they become trespassers, and

you have very minima] liabil-

ity under M:ssoun law { 10 most
mstanc'es "

Bryan added that his
dcpartment prosccutes alotof
trespassers:.in the state park
system, and said DNR would
post "prwate propedy” signs
along-the trail to help curb
trespassing. -

' BUSINESS OWNERS
" UONTHE LINE -

“You have business own-

ers: liké Roy Plassmeyer in

:Freeburg ;and” the MFA in

Meta," said Reichel.. MWhen

-they put their; businesses .in,

they, builr them planmng for
their buisiness to prosper. and

-grow. with the railroad, Ihey

have .t spend money every
yearon éasements, and where's
that whoney goitig t0 ‘go? Are
they ‘gofiig to have 1o keep

k 'wnhng checks'to Ameren? It
“dGésii't ke sense "

 Wood said: that Amieren

will” not owh the- rad much

longer; "so thete won 't be any
: ayments to lls once we Te. no

: ongcr owner,'

CEWell 1 hdpe not," smd

~Re1chel

B(y'm said D\JR wdl ot

“pecaive any fees currently paid
- toAmeren, "On the” Katy Tyail,
,there are 1276 crossmgs and-
we gmndfathered-'ﬂl

Y

+fecs Will be 45

*.LEDLI_MG
-~~~ Bryan told the crowd the
Parks Department is in a "pre-
decisional state," and s
required to finalize its deci-
sion by Dec. 31, 2017, to the
Surface Transportation Board,

"We build campprounds,
rails and parks, so do we
think there should ke a twail?
Yes, that's what we do," said
Bryan. "But we also have to
figure out how to pay for it,
work with our neighbors,
resolve issues and solve chal-
lenges. H's not going to hap-
pen overnight, We have time
to hear from everyone and
find solutions that will work
or at least that everyone can
live with."

While these factors will
eventually help the depart-
ment decide whether to pro-
ceed with the trail, Bryan reit-
erated that !cnnldmCr the Rack
[sland Trail is the inténtion.

"STATK PARKS DECISTON



Approximately 200 persons
showed up last Thursday eve-
ning in LPldon to learn about
and discuss the planned Rock
Island Trail.

The forum, hosted by State
Senator Mike Kehoe and State
Representative David Wood,
included information from
State Parks Director Bill Bry-
an and Ameren Missouri Vice
President of Communications
Warren Wood.

The hour-and-a-half meet-
ing alse included a question
and answer time with a nuai-
ber of questions and concerns
raised.

The state’s rele

State Parks Director Rill
Bryan explained that at pres-
ent the state has no role in the
Rock Island Trail with the
exception of a stretch on the
western end of the state.

THe said the state was cur-
rently working on a 47-1/2
mile stretch of trail between
Windsor and Pleasant Iill
that will be complete by this
time next year, but added that
2 lot of salvage (of rail and ties)
needs to take place along the
remainder of the Rock Tsland
corridor.

That project was authorized
in 2006.

As a result, he estimated
the earliest the federal Surface
Transportation Board would

turn the remaining 144-mile
corridor {Windsor to Beau-
fort) over to the state would be
December 2017,

It is important to note that
the

for Missouri’s 8% state parks

comes from a 1/10 of a cent |

pnrks, 50ils and water sales
tax.

According to the state web-
sitc, this accounts for three- i

fourths of the cost of operating
the state’s park system, with

the remainder coming from !
revenues generated in state

parks and some federal funds.

The tax was first approved by |
voters in 1984 and has been re- ¢

approved three times since, in

1988, 1996 and 2006. Vorers &

will decide whether or not to
continue with the tax for an-
other 10 years this November.

“We have 88 state parks
around Missouri and all of
them have neighbors and we
want to have good relations
with our neighbors,” said
Bryan about the nced to work
through concerns by those
owning property along the
corridor.

“We've had a state parks sys-
tem in Missouri for 99 years
this April and we have a pretty
good track record of being 2
good neighbor,” Bryan said.

“What's important s how
you respond and how you solve
problems when they arise and

R;-[imary source of funding |

information on the traii -
hall meeting Thursday, Feb.

frankly T think we're pretry
good at that,” he added.

He said the important thing
for people to leave with and un-
derstand is the statc’s not going
to build a trail this spring or

even next winter.

He said Missouri  State
Parks was in favor of building
the trail but added that a lot
of questions needed to be an-
swered over the next two years

to determine the feasibility of
the projecr.

Bryan explained that "at
present the state has no access
to the rail bed, so engineers
cannot assess the condition of

State Senator Mike Kehoe (left) and State Rep. David Wood hosted an informational to
25 to answer questions and provide a status re

port on the proposed Rock Island Trail St
Park. Approximately 200 area residents attended the event.

bridges, tunnels, cte.

“I'm cerrain as salvage ¢
moving a little further we
waork with the railroad (owr

Continued on Page 3A




ey

-sailles Leader-Statesman) -

- ] lCon.tinued fraﬁl_'Pagc 1A

‘by Ameren Missourd) and will
get. access. We'll have engi-
- neers out there and be ‘able to
start sizing this thing up, Then
we'll have abettér idea of how
much it is going to cost and
how we'll be able to pay for it.”

" He noted that the&aty Trait
‘was built with about one-third

E)ri\'fate donations from Ted and |-

at Jones (Edward Jones Com-
‘pany). The other two-thirds'
came from the state parks, .
soils and water sales tax. !

In . reality, though, he said
completion of the -ﬁock Island
Trail would require. a signifi-.
cant. amount o? private mon-
ies.

He said consiniction"of'}‘

the trail would also not occur
overnight. Bryan_said it took
25 years to_complete the 240-]
mile Katy Trail. ' ‘
. “So it's a long-term project,
it'’s a lot of miles, It'’s a lot of
"_challenges and problems e
need to solve,” Bryan added.
- *It’s a long time coming so
we have opportunities to talk

about what the challenges are™

and how to make solu'tions‘thél}f
are beneficial for everybody,’
Bryan explained. .

“Removing the rail — Crews from A&K Railroad Materials

Trail impact

He noted that based on laser
counters the state estimated
400,000 persons used the Katy |
Trail in 5012. Some in atten- |
dance argued that this was in-
accurate, suggesting that wild-
life could be’ triggering some '

- - false numbers,

Still, Bryan said the state
spent approximately $1 mil- ;
lion last year on operation and

- maintenance of the Katy Trail
. while figures showed an eco- |

nomic return of $18 million as
aresult of the trail. |
“We'll bring the trail, then'

- as for how many antiques and

Gatorades are sold is up to the
local businesses,” Bryan said.

Fencing & cattle
As for fencing concerns by
adjoining landowners, Bryan
said the state parks olicy is to
provide the mate'riall; for pr0E~
e

-erty owners to ‘construct t

fence.’ :

As for the issue of moving
cattle across the trail for those
who own land ol both sides of
the corridor, Bryar said they ;
had.developed an idea for es- !

* tablishing an “alley” with a set

of 16-foot gates at such cross-
ings. o

_fathered in at the time of the

' needs, »

ork to remove rail and ties from along the old Rdc_k Island

line in Versailleés, The work clears the way for development of the Rock Island Trai[ State Park. (Photo courtesy of Ver.

The way the idea works is- --7Ke_l-1ﬁ)e adderd, however, that

g:: ‘.ﬁla;f i(;v?}ijdﬁr;i?ja;g dClc:O(fE% while no trail runs through his

¢ locked by property owners,

. Then when cattle needs to
be moved, the gates could be
swung out across the trail {and
locked if necessary) to provide
an alley whereby ‘cattle farm-
ers could move their livestock
across the trail.

Conceins were also voiced
about what was a “reasonable”
time frame to accommodate
this and whether trail users
would complicate the matter.

* Bryan did explain that every
crossing established by prop- !
erty owners would be grand-

- is aware of the concerns. -
One trail enthusiast said she
and her husband do not use the
trall during hunting seasons,
for safety reasons. '
While enforcement would
be an issue, they said si nage
could be postcc( at traitheads
and media outlets and social
media could be used to inform
would-be trail wsers that the
trail is closed. a

Ameren & timeline

Ameren’s - Warren Wood
talked about the process of
clearing vegetation and re-
moving the rail and ties along
| the corridor as part of tbe rail-
: banking Process, ’ :

He explained that the first
_step is clearing the 30-plus
years of vegetation from afong
the corridor. .

He added that the contrac-
tor has until March 31 to re-

trail development and the state
would work with property
owners to accommodate thejr .

Deer & bicycles

'Ihe question of hunting sea-
sons and trail usage was also
brought up.

Senator Kehoe said while .
State Parks has not indicated 2
stand on the matter, .one idea
S e et D B e o s 1

- o ‘ work is not comp

ted by then
de ar ; mpieted by the:
criirearms season. they would have to wait until

next winter to resume those

dor to protect the habitat for an

property he regularly has to-
run hunters off his land. So he

move the trees along the corri- .



Unce the vegetation is:
cleared, survey. work will be
done to determine the width
and location of the right-of-
way. . : :

After the surveyors, an op-

erator will come in and pull up |
the steel. Then they pullup the ‘
tles, S e T ;

Wood said thisis unlike the
first 47 miles where the ties
were left. ‘The Department of
Natura! Resources - discovered
thiswas a big mess. So the plan
is to remove all rail and ties on |
the remdining 144 miles of the

Rock Island corfidor. .+ == -

He then gave a status update
on vegetation clearing -and
steel removal. PO

Wood noted that the survey
information is being provided
to the counties so they have it
in their permanent records.

Trail security B

Senator Kehoe also .ad- -
dressed concerns ‘over security
along the trail and adjoining
road crossings as the corridor
is opened up. R

“Now that you have this
vegetation cleared and these
huge corridors opening tip. It’s
pretty tempting when some-
one drives by that has some-
bad reasons, whether it’s 2 'boy
and girl parking or someone

who has even more mischie- .

vous ideas,” Kehoe'said.

He said they miet with Cap-
tain Mike Turner from Troop
F of the Missouri State High-
way Patrol and he is going to
coordinate efforts with county
sheriff’s departments to pro-
videsccurity as the trail be-
.corries clear, o

" He said they have also spo-
ken with Ameren ahout having
their contractor establish sim-
ple fencing and no trespassing
signs across the trail corridor
at roads and highways to help
deter unaathorized access to
the trail. -

Property tax

Senator Kehoe added -that
he ‘discovered there’s nofhing
in state statutes that covers the
removal of a swath of land that
runs through your property so
you don'’t have to pay property
taxonit. ...

Senator Kehoe said after dis-
covering this oversight, he had
filed a bill to rectify this.

“T don't want to get any- .

bod{f’s hopes up because these |-

are long and lengthy and com- -

plicated dis¢ussions, it to me
a5 a conservafive that was un-

believable,” K_‘éht_')er added.

Bryan said the K_ag'

Impact on businesses

Laura Simmons NMarksvay
asked whether a study had
been done to determine how
much agricultural or com-
mercial business-had been lost

from de#él_opmgah't of the Katy

 Trail. .

While he knew of no such
studies, State Parks Director
_ Trail tock
no agricultural land out of pro-
duction, -~ . - -

" %S0 I dor’t believe it had an
impact,” he said. - :

“The "issue of overwhelming
businesses” and, -in particular,
restroom facilities, was also
raised. - )

Bryan said one thing the
‘state has learned from devel-
opment of the Katy Trail is
tlEat water and restroom facili-
ties are needed approximately
every 10 miles. '

- State funding

‘Gené - Snellen, who owns
properties on the Osage River,
voiced opposition to the idea of
spending state monics on-the
river bridge that spans about
half a. mile.

“It’s unbelievable that you're
talking about putting a trail
deross this bridge,” he said.

‘He said he also owns prop-
erty in northern Missouri at
Thomas Hill Lake and the
highway department closed
the road across T highway two
years ‘ago because the bridge
isn't intact. _

Snellen said a simple box
culvert would fix it, pointing
out that ‘the closure affects a
‘5,500 .acre recreational lake

and 6,000 acres of conserva-’

tion land and campground.
“We can’t fix that but we're
suggesting we can put a trail
across this Rock Island rail-
road bridge,” he added.
He peointed to priorities in

" the state budget, noting that

Missouri has the lowest paid
state workers in the nation an
we can't fix our highways and
bridges. : .
Senator Kehoe -explained
that the state cannot take mon-
eﬂ from dedicated taxes such as
the 1/10 of a cent parks, soils
and water sales tax, and that
while_he is not an anti-trail

person, he said his priorities

are “hard surface roads and
bridges. - . .o
Bryan did note that in the 47
mile stretch from Windsor to
Pleasant Hill just one bridge
will need significant work. The
others will only require con-

“But we may find that the
Gasconade River bridge, which
is even longer than the Osage
River bridge, that they may E
too big, that they may be at an
expense that just doesn’t make
sense,” Bryan added. “But we
won't know that until the en-
gineers see it.”

He said there is also the
possibility of grant funding
through the Fegeral Highway

- Administration. and Recre-
ational Tkails program for such
projects.

Crime concerns
The q}lllcstion was also ratsed
about the extent of loitering,
vandalism and other criminal
v activity along the Katy Trail,
Bryan explained that since
the Katy Trail opened, park
m_n%ers reported 300 incidents -
with seven arrests. ’
He said people expected a
lot of incidents along the Katy
Trail and it did not material--
ize. - e
' Drug use was also brought
! up as 4 concern, : -
‘Bryan said he did not have
a breakdown on how many of
- the 300 incidents involve({ il-
legal drug use, but he could get
that information.
Still, he anticipated the
roblem was minimal along

the Katy Trail. - :

Railbanking

Megan Largent with the law
firm of Arent Fox was also on-

* hand to answer questions and
explain the property rights is-
sue,

Arent Fox currently repre-
sents approximately 450 prop-
erty owners along the corri-

" dor. : : ;

She explained that the rea-

, son an agandoned railroad in
' Missouri can be converted to a
trail is because of a federal law

. passed in 1983,

She went on to explain that
while there had been no_train
traffic on the line for approxi-
mately 35 years, the rail line
was not formally abandoned
until last year.

She explained that railroads

i are heavily regulated and can-
not be abandoned without per-
mission from the federal gov-
ernment. -

The railroad was formall

abandoned in February 2015{
“wheén the Federal Surface
| Transportation Board - ruled
that the railroad could be sold
for a recreational trail, Had it
| not been abandoned the land
“would have been returned to

. adjoining property owners.

She said it 'could be sold to
anyone, but in this case the
state is the buyer. L

She explained, however, that
the federal constitution . re-
Acﬁlires “just compensation” for.
the taking of private property
for public uge: R

Largent did say for most of
her clients that is"the second-
best option. They are opposed
to the trail and want their land
back, but neither she nor any
lawyer can make that happen.

She said that case went all
the way to the Supreme Court,
which said it is constitutional
for the federal government to
take private property for public
use through eminent domain,

As a result, property owners
will receive “fair market value”:
compensation from the federal
government for the taking of
their [and for trailuse. -

She " explained that in the
"1980s Congréss wanted to pre-
serve the national infrastruc-
ture and railroad corridors.

This  was  accomplished
through the National Trails
System Act where railbanking
is used to preserve the corri-
dors for future use; ’

~ ‘Sierra Club
endorsement
Ben Duffield, representing
the Sierra Club, said the club
supported the Rock Island
Trail project.

Tral development
State Rep. David Wood
voiced support for accommo-
cl?atin(% buggy traffic along the
corridor as it ‘goes through
Versailles to safeguard those |
in the Mennonite community,

“which he represents.

He -also acknowledged the
efforts of Eldon community
leaders and encouraged them
to proceed with efforts to de-
velop the three-mile stretch of
the trail through the éity.

The meeting was closed with |
both Woods and Kchoe re-
minding those gathered that -
they would work to keep resi-
dents posted on progress on all
trail related issues. '




Reaction to Rock Island Trail development on separate tracks Page 1 of 1

ARGYLE - For years, the Rock Island rail line carried trains across Missouri,
straight through towns like Eldon, Freeburg and Belle. Now, plans are on track to convert
the railway, largely abandoned for several decades, into a biking and walking trail,

Proponents of the trail call it a path to economic progress for the communities along the
abandoned rail corridor. They cite the success of the Katy Trail, which draws an estimated
400,000 visitors and generates an $18.6 million economic impact annually.

"This trail is already transforming communities," said Greg Harris, the executive director
of Missouri Rock Island Trail, Inc.

Harris said the trail could boost tourism and enhance the lives of citizens in trailside
communities by providing access to safe, affordable recreation.

In towns like Owensville, Harris said, the trail could provide students with a safe walking
path to school,

But some landowners along the proposed trail route say they like living off the beaten
path, and they aren't looking forward to the potential increase in tourist traffic.

The first spur of the Rock Island Trail, a 47-mile stretch between Pleasant Hill and
Windsor, opened in late 2016.

Utility company Ameren expects to transfer an additional 144 miles of rail corridor to the
state later this year for development into a trail.

That 144-mile segment will stretch from Windsor to Beaufort. The Rack Island Trail will
intersect with the Katy Trail at Windsor to form one of the nation's—if not the
world's—longest contiguous rails-to-trails recreational paths.

But farmer and smali-town mayor Chris Brundick of Argyle said "we never intended to be
a tourist town," and many residents living in Argyle "don't want the world walking through
their backyards."

Brundick said some of the smali towns that dot the trail, like Argyle, lack the resources to
support increased tourism and trail traffic.

"Trespassing, property rights, emergency services—those are all things we just don't have
answers to," Brundick said. "But no one has approached us and asked us what our
concerns are as far as being a small town and having to potentially provide emergency
services."
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