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MURPHY, TAYLOR, SIEMENS & ELLIOTT P.C. 
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Ms. Cynthia T. Brown 
Chief, Section of Administration, 
Office of Proceedings, 
Surface Transportation Board 
395 E Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

3007 FREDERICK AVENUE 

ST. JOSEPH, MISSOURI 64506 

(81 6) 364-6677 

FAX (816) 364-9677 

www. 

December 6, 2013 

RE· Thomas & Dana Tubbs vs. BNSF and M:z5·sman Construction Company 

Dear Ms. Brown: 

Enclosed for filing are an original and ten copies of a Petition for Declaratory Order in the above~ 
referenced matter. Also enclosed is a check in the ainount of $1,400.00 to address the filing fee. 

Please acknowledge receipt of this Petition for filing by date-stamping the enclosed extra copy 
and returning it to us in the self-addressed, postage: pre-paid envelope. 

A Certificate of Service is attached to the Petition. Copies of the Petition and this cover letter 
have been mailed to BNSF, Massman Construction Company, and their counsel. 

If you have any questions or require any additional information, please contact me directly. 

' 
Enclosures 

FD 35792
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TRUSTEE OF THE THOMAS TUBBS REVOCABLE TRUST AND 
AND DANA TUBBS, OF THE LYNN TUBBS 

REVOCABLE TRUST INDIVIDUALLY 

v. 

RAILWAY COMPANY, CONSTRUCTION CO. 

Date: December 6, 2013 

Communications with to this document should be addressed to: 

Michael L. Taylor 
Nancy I. Blake 
Murphy, Taylor, Siemens & Elliott, P.C. 
3007 Frederick Avenue 

Joseph, Missouri64506 
Telephone: (816) 364-6677 
Facsimile: (816) 364-9677 
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