
Eep:.  la, 1398 
2119 Eutier 
Miles City, M? 
5330i 

;)ear Sirs: 

T h i s  ie-ter is my r'c;rrnaI objec:ions to the riling of the 
Tcngue Fiiver Rai l road Company iTKRC: tor 17.5 a c i d i  tionai mi ies t 3 T E  
Finance C l o c k e x  t ( 3 i j l B 6  guo-nt>..3) r e i e r r e c i  ~0 as the "Wes~ern 
Allgnmcnt". 

i ,  Pa.1~1 Schrneiing, ~ r r ;  a resident of Mi ios City, Mt. a.nd have 
been since 1976. 1 have been continuously employed by class 1 
railroa.tis since 1971, amounting tc; over 27 years of service. This 
speculative ra.ilroad, TRRC, should never nave been allowed to add 
trackage to a non-existent ra.i Iroad that stii i has not bui It  
anything for over fifteen year's. This raiiroad should not be given 
the right of eminent domain for t h e  purpose of creating a "short- 
cut" for coal trafiic to the Mid-Uest. It should stand alone on the 
"basis f o r  need" requirements of the law. Railroads na.tion wide 
wnuld be able to condemn priva.te a n 6  public property all over 
America simply because they want a short cut!? You are supposed to 
protect the citizens of this country FROM these types of schemes, 
not ailow them to trampLe OVER us with your biessing! TRRC's 
manipulation of the ICC and the STE in order to gain this new route 
for the BNSF {previously Buriington N~rthern RR) should not be 
allowed to stand. The entire route from Miles City to Decker. MT. 
should stand a.lone on the requirements for all railroad permits. 
public need. BNSF has gained permission from TRRC to operate this 
entire line and has s t a t e d  that ALL oi their existing coal traffic 
to o r  from W y c m f n g  and/or Decker, KT wouLd be routed via this new 
route at start up! ! tapgd the meeting at which BNSF vice-pres. Hr. 
7.G. Krasmer s ta . t sc !  this. 

0" ihe economic disaster from the ioss of existing BNSF jobs at 
Forsyth, MT i not properly addressed in the environmental 
statement submitted. partia.1 iy bscause the TRRC continues to 
mainta.in that they are creating jobs. The minimum loss at Forsyth 
would be 3 0 %  of existing train crew (operating, jobs, tapprox. 20 
employees) including myself, which woulr, require me to move and 
displace another e m p i o y e s  a a different 1oca.t.ion on BNSF. In 
Exhibit ii pg .4 -17  tabie 4 9  the job ioss projections are 
inaccurate for cwo main reasons. No. 1 - the current traffic is 
much higher than shown. Current train traffic is seven trains per 
day each way, not 5.27 as shown. So. 2 - The camparisan or a l  1 
potential job needs for TRRC operation to cnly the 0peratir.g 
department loss for BNSF ernpioyees in unfair. The table on page a- 
16 purports on!y 32 .h  trsln crew members toperaticg dept.) needed 
Cnste this is i 5 . o  empioyees higher than TRRC estimates in Sub no.2 
Draft EiS pg .  d-Lk. ta~lt3 4-63!; and t h e  table on pg 0-57 shows 57 
train crew members dispiacer?! This difference of 45.6 is much 



higher t h a z  r h e  sever ,  \ 7 )  j c i b s  l o s t .  c!airn on p g ,  &-IS and  is s t i !  i 
shcrt or actual loss due to higher traffic as stated Freviously. 
Fifty jobs lost times BS6;3G0 is 64..1; million in direct wages alone 
in t h e  operating department. Popuiation changes ctabie 4-10) wculd 
be arrested ccrrespcndingly (using their figvres) at - 1 2 5 .  

This latest filing (Exhibit H, p g .  1-9, table 1 - 2 )  aci:now!edges 
that there wr,u id  be i ittle s r  ir,sig~:if icant, traffic t t ~ a . t .  criqinates 
on this proposed 1 ins rcr rive years i n ~ t e  t h a x  in 3ElS oi Sub 
no . "  ~ z g g e  1 - 8 .  t a b : +  1-2 t h e s e  mythical mines were to he producing 
7 m i  1 ion - t c n s  of coa.1 p e r  year by 1935 or 1996, and 8 mi ! l ion tons 
S y  the year 2 ( 3 0 0 ! )  and that most of t h e  t r a . i f i c  is rerouted from 
SNSF. (exhibit D pg. 2 ,  par& 1, iines 4-14) {Also see application 
p g .  16. table 1 1  Traffic origina.t.izz 1.3 TRRI; is mereiy spacuiative, 
ir,a.ccurate (and quite lofty), and nct supported hy the economics of 
free ar:torprise. A !  I the coal from Secker. MT and S p r i n ~  Creek is 
currently handled by BNSF. There is no NEED for rerouting coal. 

-F .h+ original Finance i)ocket 30186 Sub no. 1 no ionger h a s  any 
basis for need as this specula.tive permit for the mythical Monto 
m i n e  i s  now defunct. This removes t h e  basis for need ror the 
original permit of 89 miies, which should be revoked. This permit 
also h a d  a one yea.r time limit t h a t  has barn ignored. Tne last 
Finance Document 30186, sub no.2, has a 3-year limit on completion 
via the  approved route. yet nothing has been started and only one 
year remains before completion is due. This permit should also be 
revoked for failure to meet these l i m i t s .  

&9&> 
Paul Schmeli g 


