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December 14, 2010 

Via Electronic Filing 

Cynthia T. Brown 
Chief, Section of Administration  
Office of Proceedings 
Surface Transportation Board 
395 E Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Re: M&G Polymers USA, LLC v. CSX Transportation, Inc., et al, STB Dkt. No. 42123  
 
Dear Ms. Brown: 

We represent Defendant CSX Transportation, Inc. (“CSXT”) in the above-captioned rate 
case.  We write to state CSXT’s position concerning the First Amended Complaint filed by 
Complainant M&G Polymers USA, LLC (“M&G”).  M&G filed its Complaint on June 18, 2010, 
and CSXT filed an Answer to that Complaint on July 8, 2010.  On October 18, 2010, M&G 
submitted a Motion for Leave to File an Amended Complaint.  M&G’s proposed amended 
complaint added the South Carolina Central Railroad Company as a defendant and altered 
certain information for three challenged lanes listed in the Exhibits to the original Complaint.  
The Board recently granted M&G’s Motion for Leave to File an Amended Complaint.  See 
Decision, M&G v. CSXT, STB Docket No. 42123 (served Nov. 24, 2010) (“Decision”).  Based 
upon the Decision, and the lack of new substantive allegations against CSXT in the First 
Amended Complaint, CSXT believes it is not necessary for it to file an additional Answer.  To 
avoid confusion, however, CSXT submits this letter summarizing its position and response to the 
First Amended Complaint. 

The principal differences between the First Amended Complaint and the original 
Complaint consist of changes to three of the movements whose rail transportation rates M&G 
challenges in this case, and the addition of the South Carolina Central Railroad Company as a 
defendant.  Because the Decision did not order CSXT to file another Answer, CSXT understands 
that the Board does not believe a further Answer by CSXT to the First Amended Complaint is 
necessary or appropriate.  Unless the Board advises CSXT that a new Answer is necessary, 
CSXT will rely upon its Answer to the allegations of M&G’s original Complaint, with the 
following additional clarifications. 
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