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.. <imar #5349 : San Angelo, TX 76904

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams, Secreta
Surface Transportation Board

12th Street & Constitution Ave.
Washington, DC 20423

RE "Finance Docket 32760"

The Honorab' Vernon A. Williams, Secretary

We are writing asking that the merger of Union
Pacific and Southern Pacific not be ailowed.

This merger would create an unjust monopoly of the
traffic in Texas, that is, 90% of the rail traffic
between Mexico and Texas as well as in other areas
the United States. This would not be a competitive
situation in the rail traffic business.

PLEASE do us a favor and vote "NO"on this item.
Trackage Rights are no substitute for all-out
competition

We have already had too many large companies merge in
this country as well as major companies moving out of
these United States to avoid Corporate Tax payment.
Competition serves the public much better.

We would appreciate anything you could do to avoid
this merger taking place.

Yours truly

v P B reonr—

ADVISE OF ALL”W YAy s 7

Mr. . Wm. D. Brown

EE’;‘D%NG 3210 Southlard
PRO « bt San Angelo, TX 76904
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PHONE: 541-.276-7411
TOLL FREE: 1-800-547-8911

March 21, 1996

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams, Secretary
Interstate Commerce Commission

12th Street and Constitution Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20423

RE:
Dear Mr. Williams,

The Pendleton Chamber of Coinmerce recognizes the role that the Union Pacific Railroad plays in the economy
of Eastern Oregon.

-We support the efforts of the Union Pacific and those of others whose efforts provide efficiencies of service, cost
effectiveness and increased marketing opportunities for our businesses. These efforts help improve the economic
climate in Oregon and the various communities where these companies operate.

We support the application of the Union Pacific Railroad and the Southern Pacific Railroad to merge their
operations. It is our considered judgement that the proposed consuiidation would carry an additional benefit
specific to our region in that it would help expedite the development of a new engine shop at the Hinkle terminal.
This new facility will create 200 new family wage plus jobs for our area.

The Board of Directors of the Pendleton Chamber of Commerce urges you te “worably approve this application
in a timely manner so that the benefits from the proposed consolidation can ve realized.

: ENTERED
Q’K \ T
Peggy Hodgen, President

MAR 31 1995
Board of Directors

cc: Phillip Houk, Pendleton City Council

ADVISE OF ALL
PRGCEEDINGS







-

item No.

Page Count .
| YverawuLa |

Weidwood of Canada Limited

P.O. Box 2179, Vancouver, B.C. V6B 3V8
Tel: (604) 687-7366; Cabie: WELODWOOD
Fax: (604) 662-2877

Telex: 04-508846; 04-508895

Street Address: 1055 W. Hastings Street

For Direct Contact, Dial:
(604) 662-2866 March 21, 1996

(604) 662-2808

Honourable Vernon A. Williams
Secretary

Surface Transportation Board
1201 Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C.

20423

RE: FINANCE DOCKET NO. 32760
UNION PACIFIC CORPORATION ET AL
CONTROL AND MERGER - SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAIL
CORPORATION, ET AL.

Dear Mr. Secretary:

Enclosed please find an original and (5) copies of the verified statement of Robert E. Elder representing
Weldwood of Canada Limited.

Sincerely,

Robert E. Elder
Manager, Transportation

RE:djh

D\TRANS\BOB\FNCDOC SAM




FINANCE DOCKET. NO. 32760

UNION PACIFIC CORPORATION, UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD
LOMPANY, AND MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY--
-- CONTROL AND MERGER --

SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAIL CORPORATION, SOUTHERN PACIFIC
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, ST. LOUIS, SOUTH WESTERN
RAILWAY COMPANY, SPCSL CORP., AND THE DENVER AND
RIO
GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY

COMMENTS OF:

WELDWOOD OF CANADA LIMITED
1055 WEST HASTINGS STREET
P.O. BOX 2179
VANCOUVER, B.C.

V6B 3v8

SUBMITTED BY: ROBERT E. ELDER
MANAGER, TRANSPORTATION

DATE: MARCH 21, 1996

DATRANSIBOB\-NCOOCT. SAM




EINANCE DOCKET NO. 32760
Verified Statement of Robert E. Elder

My name is Robert E. Eider. | am the Manager of Transportation for
Weldwood of Canada Limited. Weldwood of Canada Limited's Head
ofice is located at P.O. Box 2179, 1055 West Hastings Street,
Vancouver, Britis!i Columbia, Canada. | manage all transportation
functione far all manufacturing facilities and proc'.ct lines controlled
by Weldwood of Canada Limited.

This statement is being submitted by Weldwoer f Canada Limited
as an interested party.

Weldwood of Canada i.imited is a major producer of forest products,
with logging and manufacturing operations in British Columbia and
Alberta, Canada. Weldwood operates seven sawmilis producing
approximately 950 million board feet of !umber, two plywood mills
with total production of 336 million square (3/8" basis) and two pulp
mills producing approximately 445 thousand metric tonnes annually.
All producticn to U.S. markets account for approximately 15,000

railcar loads annually.

Weldwood conditionally supports the merger of Union Pacific and
Southern Pacific. We believe SPR will continue to have operational
problems and difficulty competing with other larger railroads withou*
a merger. We also believe the merger provisions for competitive
access are very progressive and the proposed trackage rights

agreement will result in significant benefits, in cost and service and

D\TRANS\BOB\FNCDOC1 SAM




provide much improved access to potential market areas for
Weldwood of Canada Limited.

Weldwood o Canada Limited supports the BN/SF purchase of UP's
line from Biebar to Keddie, CA providing a single-line rail route to
Southern California and Arizona. Over the past several years
non-competitive pricing and service has resulted in lost business
opportunities for Weldwood in Southern U.S. market areas.

We further submit our support for the proportional rate agreement
which will allow UPRR/SPR to develop competitive rate and service
proposals for traffic to and from Vancouver, British Columbia. This
provision will improve rail access for our traffic throughout the

western United States and Mexico.

We suggest however that consideration be given to an exchange
involving improved BN/SF access to Mexico via perhaps Nogales, to
provide more competitive access to potential Mexican destinations
from Western Canadian origins.

Our past experience with the UPRR has been favourable. UPRR
has had a reputation for providing it's customers with consistent
quality service with a focus on continuous customer satisfaction.
The recent acquisition of the Chicago North Western Transportation
Company did however create intolerable service problems causing
undue inconvenience to our customers. This resulted in changes in
rail routings to avoid UPRR service disruptions and it is important
that similar conditions are not repeated in the merger which we

herein support.

O\TRANS\BOBFNCDOC 1 SAM
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4964 S. Spencer Drive
Geneva-on-the-Lake, OH 44041
(216) 466-8197

MARCH 19, 1996

Honorable Vernon A. Willia m%?;,? sEe%rmy

Secretary L 1996
MAR 31
e

Surface Transportation Boar
12th Street & Constitution Avgn

Vvashington, D.C. 20423 3 Emg

Dear Secretary Wiiliams:

I am concerned that the proposed Union Pacific-Southern Pacific railroad merger is not
in the public interest in Mortheast Ohio. We would be far better served if the UP-SP'’s
eastern routes were, as part of the proposed merger, sold to Conrail, not leased to
another western railroad.

My reasoning is straightforward. First, our industrial companies, particularly in the
booming polymers sector, need direct service to raw materials and markets in the Gulf
“chemical coast” region and to Mexico. Second, we believe that an owner-carrier, such
as Conrail, would have greater incentive to improve markets zlong the toute. Third, by
keeping Conrail strong, we ensure a variety of service options and strong price
competition among the major railroads in our region, namely CSX, Norfolk and
Southern, and Conrail.

Finally, | am concerned that railroad “mega mergers” cost hardworking citizens jobs —
as they have in other industries. Corrail is a major Ohio employer, and their success is
In tihie public interest here.

For those reasons | would oppose the proposed merger unless it includes the Conrail
purchase of the eastern lines of the old Southern Pacific. Only with the Conrail
acquisition will Northeast Ohio economies by maximally served.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

i —PROCEEDINGS

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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March 19, 1996

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams, Secretary

Surface Transportation Board

12th Street and Constitution Avenue

Washington, D.C. 20423

Your Honor,

Recently, I have been asked to.give my opinion on the proposed merger between Southern
Pacific Railroad and Union Pacific Railroad. Because of my employment with a railroad
contractor, people believe that I might have some insight, but to popular belief, I am in the
dark just as much as the rest of the public. If it would not inconvenience you, would it be
at all possitie to forward me a copy of the proposed merger plan. If this is not feasible,
maybe a brief summary would be more appropriate. I would like to learn more about the
merger so as then to pass on my kuowledge to the others interested. Any response would
be greatly appreciated.

Thank you for your time,

ENTERED
Offico of tha Secretary

T |
P(o)nl);ox 291 : APR 0 2 1996

Bremond, TX 76629 Pl
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3 Eif Atochem North: Ame-ica, inc
P : . , L]
age Count 2000 Market Street
L » Philadelphia, PA 19103-3222
Tel.: 215.419.7000

Mr. Vernon Williams
Surface Transportation Board
Room 3315
2th and Constitution Avenues, N.W.

Waskington, DC 20423-0001 @ Y-
Dear Mr. Williams: Q' ‘@
(191

EIf Atochem iJorth America is concerned about the competitive effects that the proposed acquisition of the Southern
Pacific Transportation Company by the Union Pacific Railroad would have on our Company. We have reviewed the
proposed agreement between Union Pacific and Burlington Northern/Santa Fe which is intended to insure that
meaningful rail competition will be maintained when the Southern Pacific is absorbed. We are not convinced that the
agreement will provide this competition, especially in the state of Texas where our company has three  lants that will
be directly effected by the merger.

We have reviewed the proposal that the Texas Mexican Railway Company has prepared to obtain t-ackage rights to
points in Texas such as Houston and Beaumont to connect with the Kansas City Southern and oth¢r carriers, as a
condition to approval of the UP/SP merger. Our company finds this proposal to be a realistic and viable alternative to
UP/SP, as it addresses our concerns regarding the continuance of meaningful rail competition to our plants in Houston
and Beaumont and the facilities of our customers in Mexico.

Elf Atochem North America supports the efforts by carriers such as the Tex Mex to maintain and enhance the
competitive environment in the railroad industry.

I, JoHn O | Eary , declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing %
certify that | am qualified and authorized to file this verified statement, executed on ENTERED
3-22-CGb , Cffice of the Secretary
: MAR 31 1996
Title B+ EPU‘I |dn

Digecoe , LagicTics

ELE KTOCHPN N A o000 Marker Sr

Company _?:drlsc:cle plﬂ:%E OF ALL
PROCEEDINGS NGS

Texas Mexican Railway Company, c/o Central Business Services, 629 Green Bay Road, Wilmette IL 60091
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vwiviwwe @il Passenger Association
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3080 S. Monrce
Denver, CO 80210

Surface Transportation Board
12th and Constitution Avenues
Washington, D.C. 20423

Dear Sirf/Madam:

I am writing to vou on behalf of the Board of Directors of the Colorado Rail Passenger
Association regarding the proposed Union Pacific - Southern Pacific merger. Our
association is made up of Coloradans who wish to see expanded and irnproved
intercity rail passenger service in our state and throughout the count.y.

Our association supports the merger as being necessary for ithe two railroads to
successfully meet the competition posed by the Burlington Northern - Santa Fe as well
as from other transportation modes such as trucking. We do not approve, however, of
the abandonment of large segments of the Southern Pacific trackage between Dotsero
ard Canon City and between Puebloc and Towner. We have both written and spoken
to Union Pacific representatives indicating that such closures are premature and
would create an overload cf other jointly owned lines in the region.

Since both railroads continue to find little use for this trackage, we request that you
require them to sell the routes to other interested buyers in preference to abandoning
them. We understand there are three transportation companies that would like part or
all of these routes. We believe that keeping these routes as railroads in private hands
is @ much better alternative than selling the trackage ‘o the state for either rail or non-
rail use.

Thank you for your kind attention to this matter.

ENTERED :
Office of the Secretary incerely,
. \
MAR 31195 Ci~\~ &

: Part of /" Jonathan Esty
E Public Record / President,

Colorado Rail Passenger Assoc.

“A Voice for Colorado’s Rail Pass'erADV|SE OF AL
 PROCEEDING!
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_, d Western Railroad Company @‘

31 Oak Terrace
Webster Groves, MO 63119-3614
800-755-1451
Voice Mail 314-555-3005 FAX 314-961-0574
Mobile 314-740-9485

March 25, 1996

Secretary Vemon Williams
Surface Transportation Board
Department of Transportation
1201 Constitution Avenue NW
Washington, D.C. 20423

On 2/23/96, the Missouri Secretary of State Chartered (R422812) the LACKLAND
WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY for the purpose of acquiring, maintaining, const ucting
and operating a railroad for public use in the conveyance of persons and property beiween
Centaur, MO and E. St. Louis, IL, a distanc~ of 42 miles. The trackage (23 mi) arJ
Operating Rights (18 mi) is owned and operated by the St. Louis Southwestern Rv. Co., a
subsidiary of Southern Pacific Trans. Cv. Soutiiern Pacific has agreed to be acquired by
Union Pacific currently before the Surface Transportation Board ("STb") as FD 32760,

Lackland Western has become a party to Association of American Railroads Interchznge Car
Service/Car Hire, and section 10706 Agreements and paid the AAR's Administration Fee to
reserve "LKWR" as its reporting marks. Lackland Western has become a full carrier member
of the American Short Line Railroad Association ("ASLRA").

Lacklend Western has been in contact with UP's Rebensdorf and SP's Ongarth and has
decided to make application to STB to become a party of record and possibly intervene in
FD 32760

This application is being FAXed to you at 202-927-6419 and 202-927-5647 at the suggestion
of one of your staff members.

0 Wil Tty

C. A. Mennell

T3 ADVISZ OF ALL
PROCEERINGS
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Item No.
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H L2320 ; Legislative Service Office -

FAX (307) 777-5466

March 12, 1996

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams

Secretary

Surface Transportation Board

Twelfth Street and Constitution Avenue, N.-W.
Room 1324

Washington, DC 20423

RE: Finance Docket No. 32760, Unioa Pacific Corp., et al. -
Control & Merger - Southern Pacific Rail Corp., et al.

Dear Secretary Williams:

I do not wish to be on the service list mailing. Please
discontinue forwarding this information.

Thank you.

—
= ENTERED
Office of the Secretary Sincerely,

\ MAR 31 1995

-
e

-

~ameron
Wyommg State Senator

ADVISE OF ALL

_PROCEEDINGS.
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, 2926 Cumberland Dr.
San Angelo, TX 76904
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March 19, 1996

The Honorable Vernon A. WVilliams, Secretary
Surtace Transportation Bcard

12th Street & Constitution Avenue
Washington, DC 20423

Dear Secretary WVilliams:

I wish to register my opposition io the merger of the Union
Pacific and the Southern Pacific Railroads under the propo-
sal as covered under the above reference.

This merger as it is proposed in my estimation will not t=
good for the State of Texas nor the businesses or people of
Texas. The merger of Union Pacific and Southern Facific
will eliminate much of the competition in the rail industry.
The loss of rail competition will also result in a loss of
competition for industrial and business relocation, for
economic development and for JUBS. And unemployment places
another burden both on the State as well as the national
government.

The response of Union Pacific to these ccncerns about the
loss of competition by the proposal of trackage rights to
others is not the answer to an all-out competitive situation
in the rail indu~=try.

I urge you and your Board to act in the best interest of all

Texans and Texas business to not allow this merger to take
place as now proposed.

Respectfully; .. =

cc:Railroad Commission of Texas

ENTERED

o ADVISE OF ALL
MAR 31 1995 o S e
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"hese Are The Facts
\bout The Proposed
Rail Merger.

, the Surface Transportation Board in Washington is
a rail merger between the Union Pacific and Southern

ads that could have 2 damaging effect on the econom,
«as communides. If the merger succeeds as propesed,
ic will conwrol:

¢ rail traffic berween Mexico and Texas. .
e petrochemical cail shipments, and 2
e plzsua storage capacity in the Guif Coast regen

trion that fosters competition, fair razes and jobs.

;o State Comptroller John Sharp,
«ific moves about 2 third of Texas e
1d food products and about a quarter of
drural products. Union Pacific, he says,
or greater market share. Imagine the
proposed merger will give one compmy

lose rail comperition, we also lose in the
¢ for industrial and business relocation,

¢ development...for jobs!
ackage Rights

- No Substitute
- Competition.

:ific has responded to critiasm by offering
ghts agreement with the Burlington

nta Fe Railroad. Trackage rights agreements
¢ railroad owns all the tracks a-':l allows

rent them is no substitute for all-out

wust take our word for it.

it Gerald Grinstein, retired Chairman of
Northern/Santa Fe Railroad says:

: FOR
c8 with some disability. You've got track -
‘e issues and disparch issues. It’s quite
m owning your own track.”

-Forbes Magazine
December 18, 1995

7515274 P.@1

i ~4- T
2y meme v,,. ’”ﬁ

\\ You Can Make ™
A Difference. .

Texas needs another owning railroad, not another rnugex. to.
ensure effective rail competition. An owning railread that mﬂ "
provide quality service and investment is the best solution for
shippers, communities and economic development officials.
An owning railroad also offers the best opportunity to retain
employment for railroad workers who would odunvue be™

displaced by the proposed merger. ML, v oge o

P e

?
e

23 m»-l» .,a.u

Lail Howrwwsr——
Join prominens Texans
like Walt Garrison,
Jormer Dadlas Cowbay
and rodeos stz; n
speakeing ouz against the
rail merger as proposed .

TIEXANS

COMPETITIVLE

RAIL

.1.800.449.3004

Heb Stop The Merga: 5 ,%
As Proposed.

(s \-

The Surface Transportation Boaxd hu ti
responsibility to act in the best interests of »'State";‘ ;
of Texas, its citizens and its industry. Let chem -+
know how harmful you feel this mergercouldbc*"u‘
Help keep free enterprise and competition zhw'lmm ~

W . .m,[
this state’s rail industry. s

Jobs are on the line. Rail competirion & en ét !mc ?
' -3

Act Now. Texans Do ~=

“ 4

Have A Choice.. -

Write:
The Honorable Vernon A. wmni}:"__f
Surface Transportation- BoArd+"
12¢h Street & Constitution hm

<

Washington, DC 20423 o i

(Please be sure to reference “Finance Docket 31760-'
It will help make sure your lztrer gets where it nnd!
10 go.) .

Pleasc sead a copy of your letter o3 ( _
Railroad Commission of 'I':xu o
PO. Box 12967
Austin, Texas 78711-2967 -
W ras 0T (SAB)M -

proposed and why.' %
Siei-udtan \
H \L-'-iot '*’i— .

Tell them you op‘patednmaxera

vm-bw ‘
Laommm P
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Honorable Vemon A. Williams, Secretary

Surface Transportation Board ’
Twelfth Street and Constitution Avenue, MAR 5 ! '996
Room 1324

Washington, DC 20423 EPublic Record

Finance Docket No. 327650, Unioa Pacific Corp., et al -- Control & Merger -- Southern Pacific Rail
Corp., et al.

Dear Mr. Williams:

I. Wawne R. Meyer, am a member of the House of Representatives, representing Boaner and Kootenai
Counties in the Idaho legislature.

I support the proposed merger of the Union Pacific Railroad and the Southern Pacific Lines. The
merger of the UP and SP will enhance rail cornpetition, strengthen the Idaho transportation system and help
fulfill the potential for increased econoinic development within the State of Idaho.

In particular, this merger will provide faster, more direct and new single-line routes for many of the
areas that trade by rail with Idaho. For example, eastzm and northern Idaho will obtain much shorter single-line
routes to many points in California and Oregor. In addition there will be a new single-line route for the
Eastport, Idaho gateway to Mexico and to SP-served points in Califomia, Arizona and Texas, as well as new
single-line service from alli UP-served points in Idaho to numerous points now served only by SP in Colorado,
New Mexico, Louisiana, and the Midwest. Both shippers and receivers in Idaho will benefit from this
streamlining.

Also important is the fact that merger will enable UP to provide a ready supply of railcars, particuiarly
the refrigerated equipment that Idaho shippers need. By making use of backhaul opportunities and takirg the
best advantage of seasonal pattems, the UP could provide more reefer cars for Idaho potatoes, for example,
without any corresponding increase in its fleet and the cost that would entail. In addition, more capital
investment for expanded capacity would be possible with the additional cost savings from combining the
operations of the two railroads.

A rerged UP/SP will strengthen competition with the now-merged BN/Santa Fe and its new single-line
routes. It is important to Idaho that UP/SP be permitted to compete by merging because of the benefits outlined
above, and so that the UP will remain a financially strong match for BN/Santa Fe in Idaho.

For these rcasons, the uncersigned fully supports the merger and urges the Surface Transportation Board
to approve the merger promptly.

Date

I
Ko "y ,
i ..ﬁg u-?hmkw !ﬁ‘
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.arch 22° 1996

THE HONORABLE VERNON A. WILLIAMS, SECRETARY
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

12TH STREET AND CONSTITUTION AVENUE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20423

 —

>

2EF: FINANCE DOCKET/&N?'

Dear Mr. williams:

I am writing to voic2 my opposition to the proposed merger of the

Union Pacific and Southern Pacific. This would not be beneficial
to anyone but the railroad moguls who want to fill their pockets

a little bit fuliler.

acerely,

7

Duane E. Hamann

P.0. Box 1343
Hemphill, Texas 75948

ENTERED
Offics of the Secretary

) HFe
@ 5%
patot .
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-viunn Bk e d .. INC. WesT Point, Mississipet 39773
o e i Tew. (601) 494-2275

Fax (601) 494-2166

N

March 18, 1996

Mr. Vernon A. Williams
Secretary

Surface Transportation Board
12th Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washingten, D.C. 20423

Re: Finance Docket No. 32760, Union Pacific Corporation, et'&
Control Merger -- Southern Pacific Rail Corporation, et a

Dear Secretary Williams:

As you are aware, Morris Scrap Metal, Inc, has three locations in Mississippi

and one location in centr»l Arkansas. All of these locations are dependent on
railroad as the major means of transportation of our product to consumers

located throughout the midwestern and southeastern parts of this country. Our
company shares serious concerns with others in our region concerning the proposed
merger of the UP and SP Railroad. We feel that the best solution would be for the
UP and SP to compete with each oth2r in order for railroad rates west of the
Mississippi River to be competitive and hopefully a healthy environment for

an increased level of service would exist.

Two of our scrap yards are en the BN/SF, and we have seen rates, levels of
service, and availability of equipment suffer with this merger. Our firm
joins with the Coalition For Competitive Rail Transportation in opposing
this merger. We appreciate you and your office in aiding us to achieve
lower rates, better service, and a more competitive atmosphere to exist in
railroad transportation.

I, Robert Craig verify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true
and correct, Further, I certify that I am qualified and authorized tc file
this statement on behalf of Morris Scrap Metal, Inc. Executed on March 18, 1996.

Sincerely,
() .
/T ENTERED
. Office of the Secretary
Robert Craig = "‘,/
Director of Transportation L miggs
RC/th o "

s
Public Record
cc: Senator Thad Cochran

Senator Trent Lott -
Congressman Sonny Montgomery

ADVISE OF ALL
_PROCEEDINGS
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1415 E. 8th Ztreet
Smithville, Texas 78957
March 24, 1996

The ionorable Vernon A. Williams, Secretary
Surface Transportation Board
12th Street & Constitution Avenue

Washington, DC 20423 \

Dear Sir:

This letter is in reference to Finance Dccket 22760. I

am opposed to the rail merger between the Union Pacific and
Southern Pacific railroads. This could have harmful effects
on the economy for Texas. The UP would control 90% of

rail traffic between Mexico and Texas.

When we lose competition, we aiso lose in the competition
for industrial and business relocation, for economic de-
velopment for jobs. Texas needs 2nother owning railrcad, nct
another merger, to ensure effective rail competition. An
owning railroad that will provide quality service ané in-
vestment is the best solution for shiprers, communities and
econcmic development officials. An owning railrozé also
otfers the best opportunity to retain employment for rail-
rozd work2ars who would otherwise be displaceé by the proposed
merger.

We need competition ané¢ I believe this merger would =2liminate
thie and also many jobs. I hope and rray that ycu will vote
against this merger as proposed.

Virginia Fulmer

CC: Railroad Commission of Texas
P:0: Box 1.567
Au-tin, Texas 78711-2967

AD\I! = OF ALL
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_ Mar #5231 nning and Building Department

5101 Jones Street

;1%-' 4 EDWARD J. JOHNSON O Rl
: ; posa,
OsA cC> S— (209) 966-5151
FAX No. (209) 742-5024

March 22, 1996 3 o, Y
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MAR 2 1996

Honorable Vernon Williams

Surface Transportation Board

1324 12th Street at Constitution Ave.
Washington, D. C. 20423

Dear Mr. Williams:

The proposed merger of the Southern Pacific and Union Pacific railroads will
enhance service for the San Joaquin Valley and Sierra Foothills. It will also
provide opportunities for potential transit connections with current and future
transportation modes into Yosemite National Part:.. This will benefit the tourism
economy of Mariposa County, the home of Yosemite, as well as relieve traffic
congestion to and within Yosemite.

It is our understanding that the merger inciudes a commitment to improvement
of existing Southern Pacific tracks. These capital improvements are necessary to
assure service improvements. Given these understandings, | would urge you to
approve this merger. =

_ Offca ofthe Secretary
MAR 31 1996

Part of &
Pubiic Record

SR

Executive Director
Mariposa County Transportation Commission

cc:  Mariposa County Board of Supervisors

U. S. Congressman George Radanovich )
California Senator Dick Monteith A D V's E o F A

California Assemblyman George House

U. S. Senator Barbara Boxei f“ o, VB e,
U. S. Senator Diane Feinstein PR & "“ ’ o '712' ?3&

o 9")4;
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March 23, 1996

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams, Secretary
Surface Transportation Boerd

12th Street and Constitution Avenue
Washington, DC 20423

Charles and Dinah Breedan ENTERED
1405 E. 7th Street _ Office of the Secretary

Smithvilie, Texas 78957 L MAR 31 199

= PEEan Part of
RE: Finance Docket 32760 Epubllcmd

= e

Dear Sir:

This letter is to inform you of our opposition to the proposed merger between the Union
Pacific and Southern Pacific Railroads. We don’t believe the merger is in the best
interest of our nation’s economy. In order for our free enterprise system to remain
healthy or improve, there must be a competitive choice rather than a menopoly.

The Union Pacific Railroad is always stressing family values and how they support the
American way of life. They are certainly not considering what the merger would do to
the moral and life styles of employees who are terminated or even forced to uproot deep
family ties for ransfers.

Please, do not approve this merger and help keep Jur free enterprise system
flourishing.

Sincerely, :
Cherles and Dinah Breeden

cc:Railroad Commission of Texas







Item No'

! « , T A gad
y .gf War F 512 / W///d'/ﬂs/gzcmj?,—7 (2035
}UF%C/Q—_/T':JL% 0%% Bﬂdﬁ

[ Srel ad @dﬁj?ﬁén Lve nve_

(/Uq}%ﬂ'/yﬁn/ ks A0 &(1023 '

Bot Finance Dodel 22760

D£m~ ,40%&/”40% L{/,//{Mfff

T wail” 72 vrye you 7 vele floers?s e
Pm/&&eﬂ— merszer o/%p, [/,7103;\ /&a'ﬁé/so U\M"’” Pﬁ,cy /fc

Coilroaks. 1 polieve Vs merger woold decreese.

Coﬂfﬂ/‘ﬁa% ark @’fﬁﬂw pore. forgoods &
5@1“//2?5. %’{}1.@ efp_e_j’ OF %/5 /)76/74# WOU//é
Cavse many /Wé /o Loose %er'r Jobs .

T 420 éﬁ/ € fa\( /‘f/ ,'Wdé} or-€ <enSe- Z; ¢//ﬂ/

s 5

/z/a'//fdf 6%7/—50 W{'m’n M @m/*d/‘/;/yyméu,e_
e pa

e D

of the Secretary

| MRS 1 concernel Crzen

P Yhard I
,_ADV’SE O? @% /Ma/as%ﬂ/“

il i

_PROCEECINGS #7277/







: 4' | (26777

_Item No. -

page Count__= \ -
A 514
AVSTIN TEUTSCH
Author ~ P.O. Box 4681 * Austin, Texas 78765 * (512) 258-9400

March 22, 1996

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams, Secretary _,
Surface Transportation Board Y
12th St. and Constitution Ave.

Washington, D.C. 20423

Dear Mr. Williams:

I am responding to the pending merger of Union Pacific and Southern
Pacific. As a life long Texas who wants fairness, competition

and free trade, I oppose this merger.

Competition is the key to any good business. As a business

owner, even I would think it would be wrong to be the "only

game in town."

Please do your best to :teep America and Texas strong by adding
a "no" vote to such a merger that could very well drive up the
price of goods here in Texas as well as the rest of the nation.

With thanks for your time.

Sincerely,

ENTERED ‘
mdmwi

%\&WW e — “_ B 11995 |

Austin Teutsch
Businessman/Author

AT/gh
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Honorable Vernon Williams
Secretary

Surface Traasportation Board
12th St. and Constitution Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20423

Dear Secretary Williams:

The purpose of this letter is to voice my concern over the proposed Union Pacific-Southern Pacific
railroad merger. The public interest in Northern Ohio would be better served if the UP-SP’s
eastern routes were sold to Conrail, as part of the proposed merger, not leased to another western
railroad.

Our industrial companies need direct service to 1aw materials and markets i the Gulf and Mexico.
An owner-carrier, such as Courail, would have greater incentive to improve markets along the
route. By keeping Conrail strong, a variety of service options and strong price competition among
the major railroads in our region are ensured.

Most importantly, the Conrail proposal is in the best interests of the industrial, manufacturing and
transportation workers of Northem Ohio. It combines efficient transportation, economic
development and continued smployment opportunities.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Yours very truly,

ENTERED
| Office of the Secretary CITY OF PARMA HZIGHTS

MAR 31199 %wL/ ‘

Part of y
E Paul W. Cassidy

Mayor ;é 'i;} S)" -~ B
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Hugo Berianga
March 21, 1996 District 34

Mr. Vernon A. Williams

Secretary

Surface Transportation Board

Room 2215

12th and Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20423

RE:  Request for Conditions from Members of the Texas Legislature Regarding
Financial Docket No. 32760

Dear Se. etary Williams:

This letter is written to express my support for the request for conditions submitted to the Surface
Transportation Board for consideration by Texas State Represzntatives Junell, Cook and Saunders.
[ am very concerned that a merger of Union Pacific Corporation and Southern Pacific Rail
Corporation will significantly reduce rail competition in Texas and have a rec .tive long-term
impact on the business and economy of this state.

The preservation of competition is my primary concern. This merger would be a side-by-side
merger giving UP/SP and BN/SF more than 4,000 miles of parallel tracks. These two railroads
would control up to 70% of the petro-chemical shipments from the Texas Gulf Coast and 90%
of rail traffic with Mexico. At this time, [ do not see any economic incentive for competition

within these two railroads. An additional concern is how competitive rates will be enforced if
the merger is approved.

A merged UP/SP would control over 50% of the chemical tonnage originating from the Gulf
Coast petrochemical belt and 40% of the plastics production. This extensive contro! of the $3

billion North American petro-chemical traffic through Texas could have a serious economic
impact on these industries.

Furthermore, a merged UP/SP would control 88% of the lucrative United States-Mexico rail
traffic. The availabj f serv1ce by a third, unaffiliated rail carrier is essential to the

=" ADVISE OF ALL
PROCEEDINGS

District Office: 1015 Santa Fe » Corpus Christi, Texas 78404 ¢ 512-883-1941




Therf are certain conditions that would make the merger more agreeable and guarantee that
competitive rates srevail. In addition to access by a third, unaffiliated rail carrier, divestiture of
the UP/SP parzlle! tracks in East and Southeast Texas would provide a viable solution.

For these reasons, I urge the board to approve the request for conditions filed by my colleagues

in the Texas Legislature. The approval of this request is vital to insuring rail competition in
Texas.

Sinckrely,

ugo Berlgnga
State Representative
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"SPECIAL RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the proposed merger of Union Pucific and Southern Pacific railroads 3 =t in
the public interest in Northeastern Ohio 2nd we would be far better served if the UP-SP eastern
routes were, as part of the proposed merger, sold to Cc ar=il, not leased to another railroad, and

WHEREAS, our industrial companies, particularly in the polymers sector, need direct
service to raw materials and markets in the Guif "chemical coasi" region and to Mexico and an
owner-carrier such as Conraii would have greater incentive to improve markets along the route,
and

WHEREAS, by keeping Conrail strong, this would insure a variety of service options and
strong price competition among the major railroads in our region, namely, CSX, Norfolk &
Souihern and Conrail; and

WHEREAS, railroad "mega mergers" cost hardworking citizens jobs and Conrail is a
major Ohio employer.

NOW, THEREFORE. BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL AND ADMINIS-
TRATION OF THE CITY OF WILLOWICK, I.LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF OHIO:

SECTION 1. That the Mayor and Council of the City of Willowick oppose the merger of
Union Pacific-Southern Pacific railroads unless it includes the Conrail purchase of the eastern
lines of the old Southern Pacific.

SECTION:2. That the Clerk of Council is hereby requested to send a Certified Copy of

this Special Resolution to Mr. Vernon A. Williams, Secretary, Surface Transportation Board,
12th Street & Constitution Avenue, Washington, D.C.. 20423.

MAR 0 5 1996
PASSED: ikl 1676 W__
- ( Piesident of Council
v Lo o
e K TT %&WM

Clerk of Council May.

—~ or :
“ WM , Clerk of Council

o 7
of :heéity of Wii!o'.v‘u{kr, Onio, hereby sertify thet -
the foregeing i a true copy of Yeeece '

efiveplaces de'sei foregoing posted in each of No. pasted by Council on Loeb 5

period of faned gnated by council, each fora

ays commencing on 19.7¢ ¥
L day or Tla d A ﬂ‘v‘ M/
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March 20, 1996

The Honorable Vernon

Surface Transportation Board

Room 1324

Twelfth Street and Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20423

RE:  Finance Docket No. 32760, Unmion Pacific Corporation, et al
Control and Merger - Southern Pacific Railroad Corporation, ¢t al

Dear Mr. Williams:

The City ci Chickasha 1s pleased 0 endorse and support the proposed merger between the
Umnion Pacific and Southern Pacific Railroacds. We have had a long and efficient
relationship with the !ocal management of Union Pacific. Their contributions to this
community are numerous.

The main hine of the Union Pacific mns through Chickasha and with tius merger, the
geographic reach of Union Pacific would expand, to the benefit of Chickasha area
businesses that ship and receive freight by rail.

We support the efiorts of Union Pacific and those of others whose efforts prcvide
efficiencies of service, marketing opportunities and cost effectiveness. These etiorts help
improve the economic climate in Oklahoma and the various communities where Umion
Pacific operates.

The benef:ts of the proposed UP-SP merger to Chickasha area shippers, local Union
Pacific employees, and the public are clearly substanual, and | would ask the Interstate
Commerce Commussion to give its speedy approval to this proposal.

Y ours Truly,

4/«44,{” ADVISE OF ALL
City Council PROC E_ . -\ ;\ s

101 North 6th Street, Chickasha, O¥lahoma 73018 - (405) 222-6000 - Fax No. (405)222-6029
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MORONI FEED CO.

“Progress through Cooperation

March 18, 1996

Vernon A. Williams, Secretary

Surface Transportation Board

Room 1324

Twelfth Street & Constitution Avenue N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20423

Re: Finance Docket No. 32760, Union Pacific Corporation, et
al- Control and Merger-Southern Pacific Rail Corp., et al

Dear Secretary Williams:

As a farming cooperative representing approximately 100
independent family farms in central Utah and as a customer of both
the Union Pacific and Southern Pacific Railways, we are writing
this letter in support of the proposed merger betwzen Union Pacific
Railrcad Company and Southern Pacific Transportation Company.

The information we hava suggests that Southern Pacific‘s long
term financial viability is in jeopardy because of the Burlirgton
Northern and Santa Fe Railroad merger.

Further, it is our opinion that the negotiated trackage right
agreement between UP & BN/SF is the most practical solution to
assure that rail service competition remains in Utah.

In summary, it is our opinion that rail services will be
improved and the concerns of competition will be adequately
addressed by approving the proposed merger.

“~Sincerely,

ENTERED
Offmeofthgs

? 1 1596 vid P Bailey
= Pres.ident

o= Part of Moroni Feed Company
T3] public Record P

i - Box 368

7 Moroni, Utah 84646

cc: James V. Dolan

teven A. Goodsell A D‘ ilm ™ e v
- .; e, .,“ " - '
£y L

b B
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Railroad Company and Missouri Pacific
Railroad Company -- Control and Merger
-- Southern Pacific Rail Cerporation,
Southern Pacific Transportation
Company, et al.

COMMENTS AND REQUEST FOR CONDITIONS <t
YOLO SHORTLINE RAILROAD COMPANY

. The Yolo Shortline Railroad Company (Yolo Shortline) is a Class III common carrier railroad
located near Sacramento, California. The Yolo Shortline was incorporated in California in 1939
and began its first operations in February 1991. The Yolo Shortline has two branch lines, with a
total mileage of 27 miles. These two branch lines were purchased (not leased) from Union Pacific
Railroad Company (UP). Currently, our primary commodities hauled are processed tomatoes,
gypsum, and alcohol (ethanol for gasoline additive). We also have shipments of machinery, seed,
and feed grains. As with many short line railroads, we serve communities and customers which
could not be economicaily served by our Class I partners. Our annual carloadings are have ranged
over the last three years from 700-1000 cars per year, which make us the second or third largest

customer of UP in West Sacramento.

While we believe that the UP/SP' merger will be in our Company’s and our customers’ best
interests and endorse the UP/SP application for merger, the efficiency and competition of the
UP/SP merger will be further enhanced by providing Burlington Northern/Santa Fe Railroad
(BN/SF) access to our Yolo Shortline’. This will also place us in the same position as other West

Sacramento customers of UP which provide carloads to UP, such as Farmer’s Rice Cooperative,

' Southern Pacific Transportation Company and its affiliates are berein referred as “SP”.
2 We also include any other railroad which will gain access to and through the Sacramente
proceeding. Presently, we are only aware that Union Pacific has an agreement wach BN/S
Sacramento ard West Sacramento areas.




Lone Star Cement Company, Weyerhouser. and Capitol Coors each of which will gain access to

" BNI/SF as a condition of the merger.

As described in more detail below, this merger will elimninate useless and uneconomic switches and
switch charges between SP and UP and will provide us and our customers with much better
transportation routes and lower transit times to key areas of the United States. However, unless
Yolo Shortlinc is granted access to BN/SF, the merger will perpetuate such unless switches and
unecononuc switch charges for Yolo Shortline and its customers to ship via a competing railroad to

UP.

. Presently, all of our traffic is interchanged with UP in UP’s West Sacramento rail yard. Whil: we
share trackage rights in UP’s West Sacramento rail yard with SP, our interchange and trackage
rights agreement with UP does not permit interchange directly with SP. Thus to utilize SP routes,
we are subject, at 2 minimum, to a UP switch to move cars within the West Sacramento yard from
the Yolo Shortline interchange track to the SP interchange track, and a corresponding switch fee.
In most cases. either the switch fee will render the transportation uneconomic or the handling time
will subject the shipment to the risk of untimely delivery and the customer will choose an alternate
mode of transportation or carrier. In addition, the general corporaie relationship between UP and
SP has led to a high degree of distrust between these carriers, which has resulted, . ng other
things, in exorbitant switching charges and refusals to deal. The distrust between these two
carriers has made many shippers wary of movements which involve both of these carriers, because

of concerns about delays and mishandling.

Because SP has far superior routes to Southern California, the South Western part of the United

States (particularly Texas), Mexico, and to the Northwest, and because SP can beat UP’s rates




and transit time to those areas, we have lost entire customers and many miscellaneous shipments to

. Z)lher carriers as a result of not being able to direcily interchange with SP Railroad. As a specific

example, we have a plastic manufacturing plan served directly with a spur from our line.

Hovvever, this plastic manufacturing plant receives their plastic, which originates in Texas, from SP
by truck from a railcar-to-truck transload at Roseville, California (30 miles from the plant). This
traffic is approximaiely 400 cars per year. It is transloaded an’ moves by truck because of the UP
switch charge an¢ SP’s and the customer’s concern about UP’s transit reliability and switch
requirement. We have worked with other potential customers (cem nt, lumber products and
fencing materiais as commodities), only to find that UP’s switch charze renders SP routes to the

southwest uneconomic compared to other alternatives.

SP has much better access to the Northwest from California than does UP. We have lost traffic to
and from the northwest due to SP’s direct routes compared to UF's. We have worked with
customers to mov¢ lumber products, wood chips, and feed grain only to find that they will use SP

because of transit time and lower rates.

UP has been a very good interchange partner and has been very helpful to our railroad. However,
UP has carefully arranged that our traffic will be interchanged solely with UP, so that UP can
control the economics of any of our traffic goirg w other carriers. Coupled with the hostile

relatior ship between SP and UP, this has impeded our abilit to arrange and provide our customers
economic transportation for numerous shipments. We do not want a perpetuation of this type of

condition after the merger when trying to access a competing carrier such as BN/SF.

We believe that a UP/SP will be able to combine their strengths and eliminate many of the

inefficiencies in and between their operations. We believe that single line haul service via the




combined UP/SP system will increase the transportation opportunities and efficiency for our

customers and result in shorter transit times and greater access to key areas of the " '~ited States,

Canada and Mexico.

. In addition, the efficiency and competition of the UP/SP merger would be further enhanced by
providing BN/SF access to our railroad. This would provide even greater the transportation
opportunities and efficiencies for our company and our cust~mers by giving them the opportunity
to access a competitive carrier. It will alsc avoid a perpetuation of the inefficient and uneconomic
switches and switch charges which create market restrictions and uncompetitive iransportation
rates for our Ccmpany and our customers. Lastly it will place Yolo Shortline and its customers in
a position similar to that of customers served at the same interchange (West Sacramento, CA) and
with other short line railroads in Northern and Central California which will have interchange rights

with both UP/SP and BN/SF.

. The Yolo Shortline has been solicited and has offered to provide service on branch lines in areas
jointly served by UP and SP. While there was no question that this would be more efficient and
cost effective for the companies and the respective customers served, UP and 3P, due to their
strained relitionship, could never come to aay agreement on how to arrange for the transfer of the

trackage and service.

. One area in particular which Yolo Shortline is seeking to gain operation is the entire West
Sacramento area where we currently :uicrchange traffic with UP. Yolo Shortline could clearly
provide more econcinical and efficient rail service to the customers of that switching area while
interchanging with wne Class I carriers at convenient points on their main lines. This will result in

faster, safer and more efficient service to the customers in these yard and switching arcas,




including getting our own traffic to thc Class I main lines. It will avoid having three or more

carriers operating in this small yard and switching area which is the present situation and will be

the situation after the merger until Yolo Shortline can get an agreement to operate the West

Sacramento area from UP and other carriers having rights to serve custoiners in that area. It will
al50 reduce the number i local trains entering and leaving the West Sacramento area which utilize

the SP’s main line through Sacramento.

. In conclusicn and for the reasons stated above, our company supports UP/SP application and the
proposed merger, but for the ieasons set forth above, we respectfully request that the Surface
Transportation Board in« "1de the foilowing conditions when approving the merger application:

a. Yolo Shortline shall have the right to interchange with UP, BN/SF and any other railroad
having access to customers in the West Sacramento area in order provide Yolo Shortline
and its customers competive access to alternative rail carriers and rates.

Yolo Shortline, UP and BN/SF (and other carriers which may have access 10 West
Sacramento area as a result of this merger) shall enter into good faith negotiations to
provide for one carrier (Yolo Shortline) to operate the West Sacramento area to create a

safer, more efficient and economical means of serving the customers of that area.

Datcd:’March 22, 1996

by: _ /e
David Magaw
Presia°nt and General Marager
Yolo Shortline Railro2d Company
1965 East Niain Stuicet
Woodland, CA 95776




VERIFICATION

S5 a

I, David Mazaw, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Further I
certify tar I am qualified and authorized to file this verified statement.
Exccuted on March 22, 1996.

by: @44[/ %4 dlﬂ/h

David Magaw

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to 49 C.F.R. 1104.12, I centify that I have this day .crved copies of the foregoing statement
upon all parties of record in this proceeding, by first class, postage prepaid U.S. mail.

Date: March 22, 1996. Signature: 1,/» j't/‘t//ﬂl A"
David Magaw L
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The Honorable Vernon A. Williams, Secretary
Surface Transportation Board

12th Street and Constitution Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20423

Re: Finance Docket 32760
Dear Secretary Williams:

As Chairman of the House Transportation Committee, I have followed with great interest the
debate over the UP/SP merger in Texas. It seems to me that divestiture of the parzllel lines must
be accomplished in order to provide the kird of competitive choice that the Texas economy
requires.

I must say I am skeptical about the arrangement between Burlington Northern and Union Pacific
and wheiher it would provide realistic competition. I am also concerned that if this merger goes
through, one of the results will be increased truck traffic on an already overburdened highway
system in this state. While I recognize the truck competition is 110t a viable alternative for many
kinds of commaoditics, especially for long distance shipments, I am concerned that this merger
might push prices to a level where more trucks will be employed on our state’s highway system.

Increased truck traffic would also occur if abandonments happen as I fear will foliow in the wake

of this merger in a number of areas if ii_is gporoved )
ENT=ZRED

Sincerely, Office of the

%& W MR 1996

, (5] Pabsic Record
Clyde Alexander, Chairman I = dh
H(;usee Tran;ponationag:mmittee : D V ] S E O } A L L
CAlcj ‘ o :
ccm J Chairman Rob iunell " PRCCEEB;P{GS

P.O. Box 2910 ® Austin, Texas 78768-2910 # 512-463-0730
FAX 512-463-8447 ® Toll Free 1-800-643-7026

P.O. Box 770 @ Athens, Texas 75751-0750 ® 903-675-1990
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BEFORE THE SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

T FINANCE DOCKET NO. 32760

] ED
Olfice%f“g%nsm UNION PACIFIC CORPORAT .V, et al.

MAR 31 19%
| (T

NOTICE OF OPPOSITION TO MERGER AND
INTENT TO PARTICIPATE IN PROCEEDINGS

Please take notice that Railco, Inc., a Utah corporation engaged in
loading coal from Utah coal mines ontc the rail at a iocation in Carbon
County, Utah, opposes the proposed merger of Union Pacific Railroad with
Southern Pacific Railroad and intends to participate in these proceedings.
Railco opposes the proposed merger because the merger as presently
contemplated will substantially reduce competition among coa! load out
facilities in the Carbon and Emery Cuunty area and will unlawfully and
unfairly discriminate against Railco.

Railco, Inc. is an independent !oad out operation situated on reai
property contiguous to the Savage Coal Terminal, near Price, Utah. Savage
uses the same rail spur as Railco, Inc. and both compunies compete for the
privilege of loading coal for rail shipment from the surrounding coal mines.
Union Pacific recently reached an agreement with Utah Railway Company
that would allow Utah Railway access to the Savage Coal Terminal but will
not allow Utah Railway ac:ess to Railco's facility, even though it is right next

to Savage. Coal contracts between producers and users typically specify that




ths coal will be ‘shipped via a particular railroad. Becausc of this disparate

uéauncnt, Railco will be precluded from obtaining any loading contracts from
coal producers that specify shipment of their coal via Utah Railway. Such
discriminatory treatizent will eliminate fair competition and should not be
condoned.

In addition, Railco is advised that Union Pacific has also made
concessions regarding price and shipping terms of coal to some coal producers
in the Carbon and Emery County area, but will not grant these same terms
and concessions to other coal producers. Such favorable terms and
concessions made to cnly some producers will discriminate unfairly among
the coal producers and will reduce or eliminate fair competition in the
market. Any such unfair treatment among Railco's customers that adversely
affect that customer's ability to compete in the market place, will also
adversely affect Railco.

Railco requests that its opposiiion be noted ard i-at counsel be advised
at the address below, of all further proceedings in this ‘aatter.

Dated this __ <2/ day of March, 1996.

P

et
&

Carl E. Kingston

3212 South £ . Street
Salt Lake City, Utah 84115
Phone: (801) 486-1458

Counsel for Railco, Inc.
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21 March, 1996

I, Brian E. Volkert, support the UP/SP merger, Finance Docket No. 32760, Union Pacific
Corperation, et al.--Control and Merger--Southern Pacific Rail Corporation, ¢ al.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this __ 2]
dayof _March , 1996.

f- SVl

Brian E. Volkert

President ——

WOSCA Shippers Cooperative ENTERED
Office of the Secre*ary

’ MAR 31 199%
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801 First #venue South, P. O. Box 24007, Seaitle, WA 98124 (206) 292-2100
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March 22, 1996

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams, Secretary
Surface Transportation Board

12th Street & Constitution Ave.aa
Washington, D.C. 20423

Ref: Finance Docket 32760
Dear Mr. Williams:

I want to go on record as strongly cpposing the proposed
rail merger between the Union Pacific and Southern Paci~®ic
raiircads. This merger would not foster fair rates,
competition and jobs. If this merger is successful Union
Pacific will control approximately 90% of the rail traffic
between Mexico and Texas.

If we lose our rail competition, we will also lore
competition for industrial relocation, for economic
development and jobs! I feel this merger can't do anything
but be harmful for free enterprise and competition in the
state of Texas.

This merger could ultimately spell demise for many Texas
communities.

Thank you for your consideration.

erely, ENTERED
/(Z ng\ omeooftheswm
Ri

Watkins &
711 Chimney Rock 1 1996

Lufkin, Tx. 75904

Epubucnowd
cc: Railroad Commission of Texas ﬂzsa

ADVISE OF ALl
~ PROCEEDINGS
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March 30, 1996

Surface Transportation Board

U.S. Department of Transportation

12" Street & Constitution Ave.

Washington, D.C. 20423 uAR 31 ‘996

T"\puwcneco'd

To Whom it may conc2m:

The Town of Fernley would like to te included in consultations and negotiations
involving the Southern Pacific Railroad merger. This merger will have a large impact as
the railroad runs the length of our town. There are two ways of crossing the railroad
tracks; an overpass at the East end of town and an underpass at the West end of town. The
railroad separates several residential areas from schools.

A small child was recently killed on the tracks. Children cross the tracks on a daily basis
as the only alternative is walking to either end of Town. There is always emergency
response time to be considered as well as the possibility of a hazardous material spill.
Concerns have been expressed about trains seen passing through our town with speeds in
excess of 65 m.p.h. The noise of the increased train traffic is aiso an issue.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. If you have any questions or require
additional information, please contact me at 575-5455.

Sincerely,

Gerald Kane, Chairman
Ferniey Town Board

ADM ?:.'. Qf-‘ A

Xc: Richard Bryan, Senator
Harry Reid, Senator
Barbara Vucanovich, U.S. Representative
John Ensign, U.S. Representativc
Marvin Carr, Lyon County Emergency Management
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BOX 9 - MILLS. NYOMING 82644
TELEPHONE 307-265-3740
THOMAS A THORSON FAX 307-2:5-851
PRES'DENT & GEN MANACER
LARKY MADSEN. CPA s RICIA WILLIAMS
VICE PRES 2 CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 1, O RELATIONS MANAGER

March 17, 1996

Hrnorable Vernon A. Williams

Secretary

Surface Transportation Board

12th & Constitution Ave., N.-W.

Washington, D.C. 20423 2

RE: FINANCE DOCKET NOQO. 32760 ON PACIFIC CORPCRATION,
ET AL. - CONTROL GER - SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAIL
CGRPORATION, ET AL.

Dear Sir,

My name is Larry Madsen. I am currently Vice President and Chief Financial
Officer of Black Hills Bentonite, LI.C. I have been directly or indirectly involved in
Company affairs since 1980. Cur Company mines, processes and ships approxitately
450,000 tons of ciay each year. We ship by truck, intermodal and bulk rail. In 1995
we shipped to forty-two states, Canada, Germary, Italy, Taiwan and Japan.
Approximately sixty percent of our product is shippcd by rail and intermodal.

I have reviewed the above application and the related BN/Santa Fe- UP/SP
Settlement Agreement. I support both. The success of our Company is heavily
dependent on efficient, competitive rail service. We currently originate on both
BN/SF and UP/SP. Competition is vital to efficient rail service. App:roval of the
agreements would allow us opportunities for conplete line hauls competed for by both
railroads and open up new market opportunities on the West Coast, Texas and
Louisiana, and a possible rail link to Mexico.

In conclusion, 1 can see nothing but benefits fur both railroads, ourselves and

ENTERED
Office of the Secretary

L MAR 31 1995
@mgnewﬂ

e ———

Sincerely,

’"‘EN" i

HARRY T. THORSON FOUNDERS ALBERTCV‘W———_




Honorsble Vernon ‘A. lehams
Narch 19, 199¢

State of Wyoming )
) SS.
County of Natrona )

Subscribed to before me by Larry Madsen, Vice President and Chief Financial
Officer for Black Hills Bentonite, LLC, this 19th day of March, 1996.

’ Son% Morgagﬁ, No;‘aé Public
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" MARCH 22, 1996

.

THE HONORABLE VERNON A. WILLIAMS, SECRETARY
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

12TH STREET & CONSTITUTION AVENUE
WASHINGTON, DC 20423

RE: FINANCE DOCKET 32760

DEAR SIR:

PLEASE DON'T DO THIS TO TEXAS! WE AS A STATE DO NOT NEED TO
LOOSE RAIL COMPETITION. THINK OF FUTURE ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT AND JOBS FOR THOSE FAMILIES DEPENDING UPON THE
RAIL TRAFFIC.

I AM NOT AGAINST UNION PACIFIC OR ANY COMPANY UNLESS THEY
ARE TRYING TO MONOPOLIZE THE MARKET. PLEASE HELP KEEP
FREE ENTERPRISE AND COMPETITION ALIVE IN THIS STATE'S
RAIL IWNDUSTRY.

THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND CONSIDERATION IN THIS MATTER.

RESPECTFULLY,

STARKEY SORRELL,JR.,LUTCF
P.0. BOX 3711
LUFKIN, TEXAS 75903

ADVISE 07 ALL
_PROCEZLINGS
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5407“"TUHNEY ROAD : GARFIELD HEIGHTS, OHIO 44128 - PHCNE 2'6/475-4388

FAX 216/ 475-1124

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
THOMAS J. LONGO

March 22, 1996

Honorable Vernon A. Williams
Secretary

Surface Transportation Board
12th & Constitution Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20423

Dear Secretary Williains:

I'am concerned that the proposed Union Pacific-Southern Pacific railroad merger is not in the public
interest in Northeast Ohio. We would be far better served if the UP-SP’s eastern routes were, as part of
the proposed merger, sold to Conrail, not leased to another western railroad.

My reasoning is straightforward. First, our industrial companies, particularly in the booming polymers
sector, need direct service to raw materials and markets in the Gulf “chemical coast” region and to Mexico.
Second, we believe that an owner-carrier, such as Conrail, would have greater incentive to improve markets
along the route. Third, by keeping Conrail strong, we ensure a variety of service options and strong price
competition among the major railroads in our region, namely CSX, Norfolk and Southern, and Conrail.

Finally, and most important, we believe the Conrail proposal is in the best interests of the industrial,
manufacturing and transportation workers of our region. It combines efficient transportation, economic
development, and continued employment opportunities. These are keys to the public interest.

For those reasons, I would oppose the proposed merger unless it includes the Conrail purchase of e
eastern lines of the old Southern Pacific. Only with the Conrail acquisition will Northeast Ohio economies
be maximally served.

if you have any questions, please do not hesitzte to contact me a* 216-475-4388. Thank you for your
consideration.

Sincerely,
o ENTERED

THE CITY OF GARFIELD HEIGHTS Office of the Secretary

Z ‘ /“ I‘/"; MAR 31 199
Thomas J. Longo m Rmd

Mayor e———

ADVISE & ALL
_PROCEEUINGS
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Navarro County
Farm Bureau
Board of Directors

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams, Secretary
Surface Transportation Board

12 th Street & Constitution Avenue
Washington, DC 20423

Subject: Against merger of Rail Road Compani :s.
Dear Gir:

Our Farm Bureau Board >f Directors of Navarro County is
against all mergers of these Rail Road Companies ,
reference, Finance Docket 32760.

e need competition and more jobs.

Sincerely, :E;EE Ef/d :ﬁ;?(/ﬂ

Presiden:c Frank Commiato, Jr.
Rt. 1, Box 103
Kerens, ™exas 75144
Ph. 903 396 2867

Offos ofthe Sacretary

MAR 3 1 .
Railroad Commission of Texas 3 '9% i'
P. 0. Box 12967 e Patof =~ "
Austin, Texas 78711-2967 [:]Pulc

copy to:

_ADVISE OF ALL

_PROCEEDINGS
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B 1574854666

GENERAL ASSEMBLY
STATE OF ILLINOIS

LARRY WENNLUND

ASSISTANT MAJORITY LEADV R

March 22, 1996

Mr. Vernon Williams

Secretary

Surface Transportation Board

12 Street and Constitution Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20423

Dear Mr. Williams:

[ support the proposed merger between the Union Pacific and the Southern
Pacific Railroads.

Ilinois is in a unique position 25 being the rail hub ot the Midwest and the
nation. I believe that this merger will result in improved service for both intermodal
and arload traffic between California and Chicago. It will provide shippers in the
Midwest with greater flexibility and improved servica.

The proposed merger will provide more open competition which is crucial
to economic growth for Illinois’ expanded rov :=s, improved <chedules and improved
transit times for shippers of carload traffic. 1 believe that this merger will open
the market to stronger competition and increase ser “ices to shippers throughout
(hie State of Illinos.

~ ENTERED
Ofiica of the Secretary

(& | _ADVISE OF ALl

Pubiic Record

F7 - | PROCEEDINGS




Mr. Vernon Wil iams
March 22, 1996
Page two

I appreciate your consideration of these concerns.

Very truly yours,

0@”“3 AR

Larry Wennlund
Assistant Majority Leader

LW:plc

cc: Thomas Zapler
Special Representative
Unicn Pacific Railroad
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15836 N. US HWY 59

%N&RED - Garrison, TX 75946

'} MAR 31 199 || Maren 20, 1996

* Emw

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams, Secretary
Surface Transportation Board

12th Street & Constitution Avenue
Washington, DC 20423

Dear Sir:

I have just finished reading an advertisement in the March
19th issue of the Tyler Morning Telegraph regarding the proposed rail
merger between the Union Pacific and Southern Pacific railroads.

To be perfectly honest, I was totally unaware of this proposal
until I read the ad. This advertisement was against the merger but
it brought up several strong points. It raised questions in my own
mind, even though I do not have all the facts and have not studied
them from both po‘nts of view.

I question weather it is wise, however, for one company (no
matter who it may be) to own the entire railroad system. It seems
that this would allow a company to become a controlling entity
(i.e. someone able to regulate what ever fee(s) they wish to impose
on those whe wish, or need, to rent/use their system). This does
not seem fair to those who need the :-ailroad service to market
their goods or products.

With only one company in control what regulations are there
that tracks, signals, etc. will be perfectly maintained? Does the
merger imply that there is assurance that they will be maintained
as well or better than they are now? And what of dispatch? WwWill
there be confusion over who is in charge and is responsible for the
coming and going of the trains? Will there be confusion in the
method/type of dispatch communication used? Or is it standard
throughout the railroad system? Lord knows we don’t need any train
derailments or train related accidents!

As I said, I know I do not have all the facts. But I wonder
whether this merger is something both rail companies want and are
working toward, or just a larger one trying to take over a smaller
one. Is it in the best interest of our state? Either way I am
concerned.

I strongly feel we need free enterprise and competition in our
state. I believe that this could greatly harm those endeavors.

'ADVISE OF ALi
PROCEEDINGS




believe this merger will leave the door open for higher costs for
businesses; thus, higher costs to us, the consumer. Higher costs
will mean less spending, less investment, less jobs, <~tc. At this
time I feel very strongly against allowing such a merger.

I do want what will be best our state and ask that you please
consider your decision very carefully. What is best for the state,
for the majority?

Thank you for allowing me to express my option.

Sincerely,

Ao 75, 7.

Mrs. Diane Baker

cc: Railroad Commission of Texas
P.0O. Box 12967
Austin, TX 78711-2967
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March 22, 1996

Mr. Vernon Williams

Surface Transportation Bourd

12th and Constitution, N.W., Room 3315
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001

“FINANCE DOCKET NO. 32760
Union Pacific Corp., et al, Control Merger

Southern Pacific Rail Corp., et al.”

Attached is a Verified Statement from Darling International, Inc., total pages
including cover page is three.

~ ENTERED
Office of the Secretary

MAR 2 7 1996'

Part of
Public Record




RLING

INTERNATIONAL INC.

\
N

251 O'Connor Ridge Boulevard
Suite 300

Irving, TX 75038

214-717-0300
Telex: 734118 (DDHQ)

Fax: 214-717-1588

VERIFIED STATEMENT
OF
JEFr*REY L. GUNN
on behalf of

DARLING INTERNATIONAL

My name is Jefffrey L. Gunn and I am the Transportation Manager of

Darimg Intemational, with headquarters lccated at 251 O’Connor
Ridge Blvd., Suite 300, Irving, Texas 75038. I am responsible for
managing all freight transportation service. I am also responsible for
negotiating rail equipment leases for 750 rail ccrs. Ihave over 23 years
of experience ‘n the transportation industry and have been employed by
Darling Intemational for 9 yzars. I have a vast understanding of how to

get food waste product from mill origins to customer destinations.

Darling Intemational is the largest recycler of food waste products in
the United States. We have 31 plants in the U.S. and we ship food
waste products in tank cars mainly to OLEO chemical companies in the
United States. In addition, we export our produ-  orld wide. Darling
International is a $400 million per vea: company and is publicly traded
on the NASDAQ stock exchange. We spend over $10 mullion per year
on rail freight transportation. Approximately 6u% of our rail shipments
are over the CNW/UP, 20% SP, and 20% other railroads. Truck and

barge service is not an effective substitute for shipment of our products.




Verified Statement
Page 2 ;
DRAFT

We believe that the proposed merger will impact the following areas:

The proposed merger of the UP and the SP will limit
our altemative rail service availability unless other
carriers are allowed unrestricted trackage rights access
to our facilities or to provide us with competitive service
over the tracks being eliminated by the merger. Rather
than abandon 1g the tracks, which will no longer be
needed by a combined UP/SP company, they should be
sold to other rail companies at a very minimum price, as
they are a natioral infrastructure resource which shouid
not be lost.

Qur rail costs will continue to rise as a result of the
combined UP/SP. Since the acquisition of the CNW by
the UP, we have had many problems. Our accessorial
charges have doubled arid in some cases risen by 400%.
In addition, we have seen cost increases in crossings,
easement and ger eral freight shipment. W2 are very
concemned that tt is trend will continue.

The UP expres-ed a total unwillingness to negut.ate
with us. The "JP has indicated to us that the merger is a
“done deal” aad their most recent cost quote has come

within one ce.t/hundred weight of that quoted by the
SP. Due to the UP/SP monopoly on 80% of our

shipping routes, our ability to negotiate competitively

will be severely limited.
Darling Intemnaticiia! believes that the proposed merger between *:2 UP and
SP would not be in our best interest, or in the interest of our suppliers and
customers. Therefore, we strongly oppose the UP/SP merger. We are also
deeply concerned about th~ trend towar . nsolidation and accordirgly we

embrace and fully support efforts by carriers such as the Tex Mex Railroad to

enhance tiic competitive envircnment.

TRAC! J. JOHNSON
Notary Public, State of Texas
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Assomcmon Telephone: 806-298-4501
b AR : FAX: 806-298-4234

Office of the Secratary

March 13, 1996 ' MAR 2 7 1906

Mr. Vernon Williams Part of
Secretary | o= Public Record
Surface Transportation Board
12th and Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20423

Re: Finance Docket No. 32760, Union Pacific Corporation, et al. -- Control & Merger
-- Southern Pacific Rail Corporation, et al.

Dear Mr. Williams:

I am writing on behalf of the Texas Grain Sorghum Association in reference to the proposed merger of
the Union Pacific and Southern Pacific railroads. Rail mergers and acquisitions are of great importance
to Texas sorghum producers and to U.S. sorghum producers as a whole. On average, Texas ships 14,000
rail cars of sorghum a year and the U.S. ships some 75 ,000 cars of sorghum. Often rail freight is the
difference between a profitable sale and a loss.

Therefore, please note our opposition to the proposed merger of the Union Pacific and Southern Pacific
railroads based upon its effects on competition and ultimately upon rail transportation costs. Asa
sorghum industry, most of our ~roduction is in remote, rural areas in the Plains states. Therefore, water
transportation is immediately eliminated as a source of competition. With the average length of rail haul
of sorghum being in excess of 500 miles, this also eliminates most truck traffic. Therefore, our
competitiveness against other U.S. feed-grains and against foreign competition is greatly impacted by
raii rates and rail competition.

The Burlington Northern/Santa Fe agreement, whick extends rail service through trackage rights to some
shippers now served by SP or UP will not effectively solve the loss of competition caused by the merger.
Among the problems with trackage rights are the delays tor the user railroad caused by the owner
railroad giving priority to its rai! cars as well as the increased prices from track usage fees. Competition
between BN/SF and UP/SP will not be vigorous in critical sorghum markets. In high volume markets
with easy access by both railroads, competition will be adequate, however, in many less attractive
n'arkets competition will basically be non-existent and freight rates will be set accordingly.

A typical Texas sorghum shipment from the Ft. Worth area to Houston now has a choice of UP or SP
routes. This UP/SP competition keeps the rail price down and the shipping sct.=dule options and service
more customer service oriented.

L
. YA g




P. 0. Box 530
Abernathy, Texas 79311

Association Telephone: 806-298-4501
i B S s stk e FAX: 806-298-4234

We have questions and concerns about the impact that the merger would have on prices and prcfitability
for our industry. We particularly worry about increased freight rates and less customer service in
movements of sorghum to our export markets in Mexico.

I certify that I am qualified and authorized to file this statement on behalf of the Texas Grain Sorghum
Association. Executed on the 20th of March, 1.96.

Best regards,

Mr. Pat George
President

Senator Trent Lott

Represenative Susan Molinari
Senator Phil Gramm

Senator Kay Railey Hutchison
Representative ‘Villiam Thornberry
Representative Larry Combest
TGSA Board of Directors







item No. : : <( 2’ OOC
" Page Count i RT F. MNS

2 Mo H Y37 W Avenue--Apartment 105 February 26, 1996
v woNCTION, COLORADO 81501 !
(970)  245-3122

-— ———

0ffice of the SQoreuryh
gurface Transporiation Board .-

"l v . t :‘

12¢h Street and Odnstitution Avenue: Nw' ‘
. Washington, D. 0. 20423.., < . "7 MAR2719%

R = Partof
W dear. S’eoref&ryﬁ0.$«9,, &.’0 Y . i Pzg'cnw.:'

This letter is written .to you tﬁlng you %to oppot. the merger of the Union

Pacific and Southern Pacific railroads fer the following reasonsi

l. Such a merger would be a virtual monopoly in the states of Utah and
Nevada ; "

2. Such a merger would also be a virtual moropoly of the interchange
points of the United Statee~Mexico Border;: vie

3, With the plan to abandon the pPresent SP trackage between Dotsero and
# Qhmogn. City,. Colorado and between Pueblo, Colorado to the Colorado-Kaneas
border or'beyond would eliminate a direot East-West through service for
Pueblo and other communities in Culorade and poseibly Utah. At the pre-
gsent time the Southern Pacific has direot service from St. louls, Mo. to
_8an Francisco, Ca. through Pueblo and trand Junotion, Co. They runa
number of trains 'a this route over Tennessee Piss and I esee no reason
why this route is not profitable wnen the original Rio Grande mde money
on this route at a‘ time when steam locomotives were used as helper ser-
vice requiring far more man power than at present.
i ‘ ‘e "X . ' o ! o .
guch propoeed auandonment as mentioned above would mean a great ecunomioc
injury to the many commurities along this/portion of the railroad and a
very large number of employees would be deprived of their livelyhood of
adequate employment. I believe much more business could be obtained if
a sincere effort was mde. With the growth of population in this area,
the potential 4s ‘very promising. - . = '

Finaly I believe this ie @ violation of the ghermn: Anti-Trust Act. 1In
1988 the Santa Fe-gcuthern Pacific was rejected on the grounds of being
anti-competitive. ' ‘A close study, I believe, would be more anti-compe=
titive if the UP/SP merger should be approved.

» Fave P, 3 1% ' A o x )

I em agking you to give the above points very serious study or give such

o a® by bbappatt = eyl oant - ot atia or T gk e hng
lires as the Norfolk Southern or Kinsas Oity Southern the right to provide eer-

vice from Kansas Oity to San Frdmclgco through Pads,. Pueblo, Salida and Dotsero,
{ . ¥ 3

Colorado and routes through Utah and Nevada.

ﬁ@gi@&°?@"}i’&LLﬁegsrd to‘the abévc mtter, I remin,
' . - Ygurg very truly,
PROCEETE!NGS_ ST F@%g. =

Liberty Lodge 663--Tcu of America.




ROBERT F. STEBBINS

1940 Grand Avenue--Apartment 105

SJUNCTION, COLORADO
(970)  245-3122

e TR v L0 'O I PR

Office of the President

* The White House .4 . .

1600 Pennaylwnil Avenue, N«
waehington, D. é. 20500.

. My.dear Mr. Presidenfst. . Sl oy

I am.very .conyvinced: that Washington must.put the drakes on the Union
Pacific and Southern Paocific raiiroad merger of ths entire western half of
the United States will be held captive to the moncply of two railroads. In
addition to thie faoct, two states, Utah and da, would be under Lhe con-
trol and meroy of one'railroad by such a merger. Much of the area of Arizona,
Oolorado, New Mexico, Wyoming and Western Texas would be under the monopOly

- of one railroad. To allow suoh a*merger would also mean that the entire ares
of the United S8iates from Canada and Mexico and weet of the Miseiseippi to the
west coast would be momopolized by’ two railroade (the Burlingtun Northern--
ganig Fe merger and the Union Paoific-—-Svuthern Pacifis merger) and mny large
areas these twb would not''be real competition in mush of the involved.

In the reéading of sRny’ nev's'itemd‘'I Yelieve many'dreas would aledé find
thenselves without adequate or, pcrhpo, without rail service. The author-
ities of both the SoutHerm' Pacifi'ol Ahd'Union Pabific have 'mde 1t quite oleax
that over two hundred miles of min line trackage in Colorado would would be
a candidate fcr abandohment. This"oould be‘a very serious economio’ blow to
at least twe covmunities (Grand Junotion and Pueblo, Oolorado) plus other
oommunitiu with &''population “‘of* well' over' 200,000 in' the area efféotRd.

Pimlly 'unless Yyou“step in'and” take'd’etayd, many' jobs (and haPd-won %
pay and benefits) oould be wiped out. The future of thousande ¢f communities \)
and reasoreble priced fir’'consumers and shippers are at stake. At the very
very least, Congress and the Surface Traneportation Board (STB)--the ICO suc-
cessor agenoy--should' e heked to!a’merger a ocomplete and fair hearing in many
areas oconoerned. The shippers and workers deserve to be “eard. A few years
ago the T00" (1988) rejeoted the'santa” Pe--Sbuthern Paoci. ‘merger on the grounds
of being anti-competitive. 1In a closs review, I believe, the Unior Pacifio--
S8uuthern Pacific ‘wouldi be” even moré antiscompat.tive ‘and' therefore 'would be a
violation of the Sherman Anti-Trust Act.

' 1,4):(“ " ) be ﬂv e i : .

In olosing I'wish to advise you that T am a railroad retiree and in my
many years of ~bservatidh," I'wishto” help prevent many r.otive workers from
facing the uncertainty such a metger would ceuse. To help aviod such a poe-

#ibility T would likertomhave thesDdpartment-of ‘Justice inwestigage' thie hear-
ing for possible u.nti trult viohtion.. Would you be willlng to ooneider thie?
ah e N preaprm., . i ol
Thanking you for your comidemtion in regurd to the c.bove, I remin

,]' Q. e, 3 S I

Yours vc eino;r;iy,
' TRERE R T
Ro rt F. eb gislative Rep.

Liberty Lodge: 66}-—4‘01} of America

P. 8. %I have enolosed oerrespondence to othcrs Itoel ahould be in-
volved in thls iseue mentioned bovo. "1 B




ROBER'I'FSTEBBINS

1940 Grand Annuo-*mtunt 105

GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 81501 Mirch 13/~
(970) 2'0-5722

B

"

The Honorable Hamk Brown, Senator
716 Hart Senate Of'fipe ‘Building
_ Washington, D. C,'20510

»

My dear Senator:
> lya:.

T am writing you to nak ’0&4!0 intervone in the propolod m.rgor of

‘e Thie s a oo wudrh v @b g

the Union Pacific Pnd southern P!oifio railroads. Enoloood with this

"

letter are copies of lettere I have written %o the Secretary of tho Sur-

\

fnc' Transp»rtation Board and the Prelidcnt or tho Unitcd Statee spelling

Wi » %51 1thee

out in detail my reaaon? for opposing such a merger. Therefore I will not
repeat these arguments here; but esk that you read them in the letters

enclosed. I have a‘so enolosol & news item which my be of 1nterout to yous
SR L DR ;

I will present one additional urqumnnt. The Union Pacific and the
' whyt L I 1) N v s :

~ Southern pacific have prtotioully pnrnllel routa botwecn Ogden-salt kan
R T T Y . e '

!

City pointe and San,ﬁrnppiaoo.‘ This is,very tnti-cempe*ltivo ande there~

AL

fore not in the best 1ntaraatu of thc .h;ppere living in this area.

RO
Ih view of §be f&otq prenegted_l believe it would be very eppropiate

to rrquest ttat the Uhited statea Deplrtment of Justioce bde asked to inter-

vene to prohibit tkis merger or to allow ano;her party to purchase the

, original Rio Granﬁqub;Peg in uolor}dy, K!nlll lndlvtlh and also the originel

Weetern Pacific Lines bﬁfyeep q§}£|u§¥e'§1ty apdlagn;rrtnciaoo to allow

shippers to have a qh&}ae. :

Pleaae give this matter you 1mmad1ate attantion in view of the faot

himeer -
the Union Paoifio and SOuthorn Pnoitic are proaaing for a quiock approvnl
s b e A proge >
before opposition becomaa s*rangor.
"l,1"" i (rxnl!u f s Toglt » '

Thanking you for you oonaiderztion in regnrd to the lbovo, 1 reun \n,

R BT T T AT

/érs VQZ trulé!

Robcrt F. Stebbins, lag. Rep.
Litarty ‘Lodge 663-~TCU of America




ROBERT F. STEBBINS

1940 Grand Avenue--Apartment 105
81501

JUNCTION, COLORADO
(970)  2k5~3122

—

TIOM] C 6 ab kA A e 4o

The iHnorable Ben Mighthorse ‘Campbell, Senator
380 Russell Senate Office Building
- *Washington, D c:,-aOﬁ),O' ., B
My dear Senmator 1‘?. Nour b e P
¢+ I am writing-youito ask you:tq intervene in the proposed merger of -
+-at the:Union Pacifio ans“Southern-Pacifds railroads. Enclosed with this
letter are copies c. letters I have written to the Secretary of the Sur-
face Transporfation+Board -amd the President ‘of the United States epelling
out in detai) my reasons "for oppoéing such & merger. Therefore I will not
repeat these arguments here, but ‘ask’'you'read the arguments in the enolosed
‘letters. ‘I'have also ‘enclowed a news item whioch nynf interest to you.

* 1 will present ‘one ddd'i*tiondY {;‘_Q.ﬁm'nf.‘. ' The Union Pacific and the
Southern Pacific have praotiocally paralel routes between Ogden-galt lake
Oity points ana San Franoisdo. This'is' very enti-competitive and there-
fore not in the best interest of “the ‘shippere located in this area.

In viéw of the facte presented I Velleve 1f would be’ very appropiate
Yo request that the United States Department of Justice be agked to inter-
vene Lo prohibit this Merger or “to''allow another party to purciase the
originel Rio Grande Lines in Coloradd,? Keneas and Utah and also the original
Western Pacifio Linee betveen Salt’ lAké Oity and San Franoisso to allow
ehippers on this route to have a ‘cho‘de.
Please give ‘this matter your iuinediate attention in view of the'fact
+ the Union Pezific andsghe~Southerh¥Pacd fio-are pressing ‘for u'quiok"ippr'owl
before: opposition booou-'strong.rw_o'g;‘ﬁ. v o o M L 6,
Thanking younfor,your- oonsideration: in<regird 'to-the ‘above, I remin,

cunc ol omnowt v 4 bien, Yours verI trul

obert F. 'Stebbins, 1eg. Rep.
Liberty Lddge 663--10U" of America

B leei il S ' Ve,




ROBERT F. STEBBINS

1940 Grand Avenue--Apartment 105
D JUNCTION, COLORADO 81601
(970)  2u5-3122
The Honorable Svott MoInnis,. M. C.
215 Cannon House Office Building
washington, D. C. 20515
My dear Congressman:

1 am writ‘ng you to aek you to intervene in the proposed merger of the
Uhion Pacific and Southern Pacific railroads. I am enclosing copies of let
ters I have written to the Seoretary of the Surface Transportation Board and
the President of the United States spelling out in detail my reaeon for op-
poeing such a merger. 1 will not repeat these arguments, but I do ask you
to please read ‘ne arguments in the enclosed letters. I have also enclosed
a news item tmm_;the Grand Junotion Daily Sentinel which mey be of intereet
to you.

I present another argument. The Union Pacific and Southern Pacifioc
generally parallel each other between Ogden-Salt lake City and San Francisco.
Thie ie an anti-odmpetitive and is not, in my opinion, in the best interest
shippers in thie area.

In review of these facte, I believe it would be appropiate to request
United States Justice Ddpartment be ask to intervene and to prohibit thie

merger or & third party be permitted to purchase the original Rio Grande Lines

betweean Salt lake City and Kaneas City and the original Western Pacific Lines

between Salt [dke City and San Franciesco giving shippers a choice.

I ask you to give this matter your immediate attention as there is evidence
the merging parties are preseing for quick approval before opposition grows. 1I
certain you are gware of the ecomomio impact suc'i a merger ocould have in the
Oongressional Distriot you represents Thank you for your consideration.

Ycurse ;_? truly,
l%l S c%

Rober® F. Stebbins, lag. Rep.
Liberty Lodge 663--TCU of Kmerica




From THE DAILY SENTINEL

|

-

Grand Jmetion, Cglorado

St vt ¢ i me -

o

Tuesday, February 27, 1996

mref

J

Rail line

attempts
hostile

takeover

Scripps-McClatchy
Western Service

DENVER — A Montana
rail line has launched a hos-
tile attempt to buy the Den-
ver-& Rio Grande Western
Railroad.

If the long shot is success-
ful, it would create a third
big railroad in the West,
with service from Kansas
City, Mo., to California and
from Spokane, Wash., south
to Pueblo. _

Merge. s, one still pending,
are cutting the number of
Western railroads from four
to two.

" ‘The move by Montana,
Link also would keep ope
two key D&RGW rail lines in
Colorado, which are now
scheduled for closure.

The line from Dotsero t ,
Cadon City over Tennessee\"
Pass and from Pucblo to |
Towner in southeastern Col-
orado are to be abandoned if
the D&RGW's parent compa-
ny, Southern Pacific Rail, is

onthern Pacific

spokesman Larry Kaufman. ¢
said Monday that the

D&RGW “is not for sale.” 3
erefore, Missoula-bas~d
Montana Rail Link will have
to persuade the federal Sur-
face Transportation Board to
force Southern Pacific to
seil the D&RGW to win
approval for the merger.

Montana Rail Link has
told the board that a third
Western railroad is critical
to maintain competition in
the V'estern two-thirds of the -
nation.

“But it’s only going to hap- ,
pen if the shippers and
states want it to happen,”
Simpson said. “We're leav-
ing it to them to tzke the
lead” in asking the board to
insist on a third Western
railroad.

Numerous Colorade town
and companie: have com
plained that they will lose) .
all rail service under the
proposed merger.
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