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Ms. Cynlhia Brown 
Chief, Scclinn ot" Ailminisiration '^™*°'^'oceedlng8 
Oltlccoll'iocLVLlinys MAR J g Jflff) 
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Re Dockol .No. Nf)K-42117. C iiryill. Inc iV i// \ . Abcnlccii and 
Kockfi.sh l^uilroiid Company, c.7 n\. 

Dear Mb. Ikdwn: 

SaiKii:rsvillu Kailroad Compan) (SAN) Ivas Ixvn iiaincd â  u DcfciKlanl in ihc 
above referenced docket. In the Mourd's Decision 40(i7.'5. dated March 17. 2010. in 
response lo Coniplainanls' motion lo stay the pioceedint:.s as lo ihe Class U and t!la.vs 111 
rail carrier defendants, ihe fioard set Ibrlh the e.vpcctalion thai all Defendants siioiild 
ivpl\ to tiie pelititm for mediation Hied by Complainants. 

.\s background. Sandersville Railroad Companv has neither assessed nor 
collected an\ mileage eqiiah^atii:in payments from the Complainants or anv othei part\ 
during the \ears in Ljuestion. .Mr Jim PiiKson al Railinc can eorroboiatc this t'aci Since 
S.'\N has onl> one interchange point with on!} one cnmiecling railioati ('lennilie. (ieoigi.i 
with Norfolk Southern Railwav) and onlv one route to said single interchange, it is 
ph\.siciillv impossihlc lor tank cars to aceuiiiulate CNCCSS cinplv miles on SAN via a 
longer roule. l-urther. with regard lo the cakMilation of emptv miles as to loaded miles. 
Item 145 o! l-reight I ariflRlC h007-N stales as to Sander-sville Raihoad ( ompany. 
"Inbound lank car mileage will be used as an olfsei to outbound loaded mileage (or vice 
versa) and the S.'\N will pay no mileage based on freight mileage table from or to stations 
on its line." liv delinilioii. the caLuIalioii of emptv miles lo loaded miles will alwavs be 
a 1:1 ratio, inalhcinutieallv eliminatina anv chance ol"S.-'\N repoiling excess emptv 
miles l.asilv. S.AV has nol transporied any empty or loaded tank tars foi the account ul' 
anv ofthe Complaiiiaiils durmg the vears in question Hiese facl^ beg the que>«iioii oi 
how S/\Nf was named a.s a Defendant in the first place. 

Becau.se we have no financial .stake in this dispute. SAN will not be paiiicipaling 
in the mediation SAN has no objection lo the C«)mphiinants or any Defendants that do 
have a financial slake in this dispute to seek to resolve said dispute through the mediation 
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process Neverihelesi,. SAN does nol agree to be a parlv tt) an> rmaneial selllcmeni or 
other liability that might arise as a result ofthe mediation process 

S.AN respL-ctfully reqiiest.s that the Boaid relieve SAN of its pariicipaiiun in lliis 
ptoceeding on the griHinds that SAN has not and cannot take part in the conduci alleged 
bv ihe C<implainains as outlined above, and iuriherinore. has no knowledge ofthe alleged 
conduct b> any of the other Defendants. A cuisory review ofthe facts bv the 
Complainants" counsel woukl have quickly revealed this to be the case 

S-\N furlher lequesls that this letlei be accepted Ibr incliisit)n in the record ofthis 
proceeding. 

RcspectfulU submitted. 

I'iiigh .VI. larbutlon. ['resident 
Sandersville Railiiuid Company 


