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Re:  STB Docket No. 42120, Cargill, Incorporated v.
BNSF Railway Company

Dear Ms. Brown:

Defendant BNSF Railway Company (“BNSF”) filed a letter on March 16,
2011 responding to Cargill, Incorporated’s (“Cargill’s”) Reply in Opposition to BNSF’s
Motion to Compel Discovery (“Reply”) filed on March 14, 2011.

BNSE’s letter is an improper reply to a reply. See 49 C.F.R. § 1104.13(c)
(“[a] reply to a reply is not permitted”). To the extent that the Board decides to consider
BNSEF’s letter, Cargill disputes BNSF’s statement that “Cargill’s Reply is not clear . . . .”
(Letter at 1). Cargill submits that its Reply is very “clear.” In its Reply, Cargill requests
that the Board deny BNSF’s Motion to Compel for the reasons set forth therein.
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Jo . LeSeur
An Attorney for Cargill, Incorporated

cc: BNSF counsel



