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On .luly 25, 2001. the Union Pacific Corporation. Union Pacific Railroad Comp;Miy. and 

the Southern Pacific Rail Conioration (collectively. "UP") and The Burhngton Northem and 

Santa l-e Railwav (\>nipan> ("HNSI ") jointlv suhniittcil to the Board a "Pioposed Restatei, and 

Amendeil BNSF Settlement Agreement" ("July 25 Joint Submission"). In that filing. UP and 

BNSF indicated that they have engaged in negotiations over the past several months to update 

the Settlement Agreement that they had entered on September 25, 1995 ("Original Settlement 

Agreement") to incorporate the conditions imposed by the Board in Decision No. 44 and in 



subsequent Board decisions. They also indicated that, although they reached agreement on a 

majority ot the changes to be made, theie remained several unresolved issues. The carriers' July 

25 Joint Submission contained the proposed changes on which UP and BMSF have agreed, ana 

also contained UP's and BNSF's separate proposals on the i.ssues on which the two carriers had 

heen unable to reach final agreement. The July 25 Joint Submission proposed that interested 

parties file comments on the Proposed Restated and Amended BNSF Settlement Agreement on 

August 17, 2001. Finally, also on July 25. 2001, UP filed its "Opposition to Substantive 

Changes to the BNSF Settlement Agreement" ("UP Opposition"); and BNSF filed its 

"Comments on Unresolved Issues Relating to the Restated and Amended BNSl" Settlement 

Agreement" ("BNSF Comments") 

The National Industrial l u. isportation League ("League"). ha\ ing re\ ij\\ed the 

Amendeil and Restated Settlement Agreement contained in the July 25 Joint Submi.ssion as well 

as the BNSF Comments and UP Opposition, desires to submit inese Reply Comments in support 

ofthe position of BNSl on three ofthe issues presented, namely, the issue ofthe proper 

dcfinitioij of "2-to-r' points; the definition of "new" aiul "existing" transload facilities; and the 

proper scope ol BNSI 's trackage rights in two inipi>naiil rail ciMridors. 

I . IN I RODUC TION 

The League is an organization of shippers that conduct indu.strial and or commercial 

enterprises throughout the I 'nited Stales and internationally. 1 lie League is the oldest and large. t 

nationwide organization representing shippers of all sizes and all commodities 1 he League has 

approximately 600 separate company member . ranging f,om spialLr shippers to some ofthe 

largest shippers in the country. League members ship substantial volumes of commodities via 

rail, iiK udiiig rail transportatior. over the lines of BNSF and UP The League has been an active 



participant both in the merger proceedings involving the UP and the Southem Pacific 

Transportation Company ("SP"). and in the oversight ofthe implementat-on ofthe merger 

between the Union Pacific Railroad and SP. League members have an active interest in seeing 

that competition by the BNSF. that was intended to replace the competition that w as fomierly 

provided by the SP, is fully preser\ ed. 

11. THE BOARD SHOULD ACT TO CLARIFY THF S F T T L F M F N T AGREEMENT IN 
LIGHT OF ITS POLICIES AND ORDERS IN THE UP SP MERGER PROCEEDING 

In its Opposition. L̂ P argues that the Board does not need to, should not. nnot as a 

matter of law, "expand" BNSF's rights under the agreemeni in order to provide effective 

competition against UP. UP argues that BNSF's proposals would impose "unlaw ful retroactive 

conditions" on the UP SP merger; and would conlia\ene the Board's policy tavoring settlements. 

Lip Opposition, pp. 3-12. 1 he League, however, believes tiiat I IP seriously mischaracterizes 

w hat IS being sought by BNSf in this iiiatier. 1 he League also believes that the effective 

operation ofthe conditions that the Board imposed in Decision No. 44. slip op. served August 

12, '99(., 1 S. 1 B. 2.̂ 3 {1990). requires clarification by the Board ofthe issues presented by 

BNSl and UP. 

A. These Three Issues Clearly Involve A Need to Clarify the Temis ofthe Criginal 
Settlement Agreement in Light ofthe Board's Subsequent Orders 

fhree ofthe issues presented by BNSF - Ihe definition i)f "2-10-1" points, the definition 

of "transload facility"; and the restrictions on trackage rights - involve a clear need to clarify the 

Original Settlement Agreement, fhe need to ..Marify the meaning of the Original Settlement 

Agreemeni arises because the substance ol the agreemeni that the parties negotiated; the terms 

that they used to express their agreement; and i.ie wording of Decision No. 44, did not 

completely anticipate - and realistically could not have completely anticipated - the wide 



variety of factual situations to which the Agreemeni and the conditions imposed by the agency 

would apply. 

The League is aware, tor example, lhat the issu: ofthe definition of "2-to-l" points has 

been a matter for detailed discussion and disagreements betw een L P and BNSF right from the 

beginning, indeed soon after the BNSF trackage rights became effective after the merger of UP 

and SP was approved. Quarterly Reports for several years have set out a \ ariely of 

disagreements on this matter. BNSF Quarleriv Report, July 1, 1997, p. 12; BSNF Quartedy 

Report. January 2, 1998, p 16; BNSF Quarteriy Report. July 1, 1998, pp. 59-60; BNSF 

Ouai 'crly Report. April 3, 2000. pp. 8-10. In fact, the Board's decision in its ver\ first annual 

oNcrsight proceeding extensively discussed the disagreements that had arisen on this issue. 

General Oversight Decision No. 10. 2 S.T.B. 703, 710-712 (1997). W hile the carriers ha\e been 

able to resolve some ofthese disagreements, and while othet'̂  lia\e melted away because ofthe 

very uncertainty ofthe definition that BNSl- now seeks to resolve, it -s very clear that this issue 

is not the result .>f some late-blooming desiie by BNSf to "expand" its riglits, hut is rather the 

result of uiicertaiinies either in the Original Settlement Agreement and or in the meaning of the 

Board's decision in Decisioii No. 44, and the complex situations to which these texts aix applied. 

Similarly, the issue ofthe meaning of "transload facilities" invoKes a long-standing 

disagreement. ' In its decision in the \ery first oversight proceeding, the Board noted that the 

parties "seem to be unable to agree on what const Uites a "new facility' or a 'new transloading 

facility.'" 2 S. I .B. at 715. Indeed, the Board has already acted several times to resolve disputes 

regarding the meaning of this condition. See, Decision No 61, serx od No\ ember 20, 1996, 

Decision No. 75, 2 S.T.B. ()97 (1997); and General Oversight Decision No. IO. 2 S. 1 B. 703 

' See, e g . BNSF Quarterly Report. October 1. 19<)7. pp 7-8. 



(1997). More importantly, in both Decision No. 61 and in Decision No. 75. the Board rejected 

UP's interpretation ofthe transload condition, a fact that clearly indicates that the Board not only 

recognized the need for clar fication, but also believed that the agency's action was not an 

unlaw ful "retroactive condition" or that the Board's policy favoring voluntary seUlement̂  was 

adversely implicated in any Aay. 

Finally, the issue ofthe scope ofthe trackage rights in the Original Settlement 

Agreement clearly i-nolves a clarification ofthe me ning ofthe terms of that document and the 

effect of Decision No. 44. In the Elvas to Stockton situation, UP itself admits that it granted 

BNSF local access to two shippers on that line. UP's altemative wording in the July 25 JOMII 

Submission containing the Propo.sed Restated and Amended Settlement Agreement would 

confirm that access pemianently. Indeed. UP's grant of pemianent access is at odds w ith I P's 

current explanation that it granted access to those two shippers only because ofthe 1997-98 

service crisis, which UP from the start had proclaii:ied to l.e only temporary. See page 8 of 

Propvised Amended and Restated BNSl Setlleiiient Agreement contained in July 25 Joint 

Submission. UP's concession w ith ie.>pecl to the twi> shippers, by itself, raises a qiieslioii as to 

whether UP originally believe-' that the tiack ige rights that M granted to H\SI in that eonu.or 

were restricted to oveihead rights only. In light of its own action, it is disingenuous for UP to 

argue now that BNSF is seeking .some new right, or is acting inciMisistently w ith its promises. 

Similarly, in the Memphis to Valley J-inction situation, UlP is seeking to eliminate 

wording in the Original Settlement Agreement that would confiict with its cunent position - a 

clear sign that UP itself recognii'.es that the Original Settlenvnt Ag reement was at mininuim 

intemally inconsi-stcnt. (See UP's proposed elimination ofthe first phrase ["Except as provided 

in Section 9] cif this .Agreement"] in UP Alternative of Section 6(d) ofthe Restated i.iid 



Amended Settlement .Agreement [page 27 of Proposed R<-stated and Amended BNSF Settlement 

Agreement contained m July 25 Joint Submission]). 

Thus, there is cleariy a need to clarify the meanmg ofthe .Agieement. 

3. Effective Conmetition Requires That the Board Resolv e 1 hese Uncertainties 

Both UP and BNSF have, in the July 25 Joint Submission and in their separate filings on 

July 2f. asked the Board to resolve these areas of disagreements. 1 he Board should do so. The 

League strongly i.elieves that the interest of shippers in effective competition betvveen UP and 

BNSF requires the Board to resolve these uncertainties. 

Indeetl, as a practical matter, the current uiieertamty regarding se\ .-rai ofthese issues 

practicably resolves the issue in favor of no competition I ake. for example, the case ofa 

shipper that is contemplating locating a tacility at what is arguably a "2-10-1" pomt. Under 

Decision No. 44, if the location is in fact a "2 t o l " point, th.il shipper would have access to 

competitive rail service by both BNSi and i \\ Decision No. 4-1, slip op. at 124, I S. I B. at 393. 

However, if UP disagrees that the UK ation is mdeed a "2-to 1" point, then the shipper is faced 

w.th a dilemma. If the shippei locales the tacilits at the disputed point, a.id it is later determined 

that It does not qualify as a "2-to 1" point, the shipper would then be captive to the I P. ' ven 

the uncertainty and risks that such a course imposes, a rational shipper w i'.l simpl> .hoo-se not to 

i-.uild the facility at all. or buMd the facility elsew here. In either case. Ihe uncertainty over what 

qualifies as a "2-to-l" point is stiil unresolved, thus posing the same dilemma for the next 

shipper in the same position - and so the problem continues. 

The same is tme for the issue of the definition of "new transload facilities." As the 

PNSF Comments and the UP Opposition both state, the issue is whether the operator of a ncnv 



transload facility may have any ownership ofthe product being transloaded. But the very 

disagreement between the carriers on this point decisixely chills attempts to resolve the matter: 

why should a shipper expend the money to assemble land and constmct a transload facility that 

may .not be able to take advantage of B^ SF access? Indeed, simply the time it would take for the 

Board to resolve a specific case is a serious negative factor, as markets and business conditions 

continually change. 

fhus. the League strongly believes that the Board should act to resolve the questions 

presented by the carriers and. as noted further below. should act tc resoK e the issues in fa\ or of 

eflcctive competition between BNSF and UP. 

C. LIP Is Clearly liKoriec' l hat BNSF s Proposals Would Impose Unlaw ful 
Retroactive Conditions on the UP/SP Merger, o*- Would Contravene the Board's 
Policv Favoring Settlements 

In Decision No. 44, the agency imposed a broad oversight condition, in which it required 

initiation of yeariy proceedings to detemiine "the effects ofthe inerger and the implementation 

of the eruditions." Decision No. 44, slip op at 147, 1 S. I B. at 421. Clearly, part of the issue of 

the "implementation ofthe conditions" invi^lves the meaning ot the conditions imposed, 

including the meaning ofthe Original Settlement Agreement that was itself imposed, with 

modifications discussed in Decisi»>n No. 44, as a condition ofthe I 'P SP merger. See Decision 

No. 44, slip op. at 145-146, 1 S. I B. at 4'.9-420. 

Thus, the UF s argument, that the Board has the power to "modify" a condition it 

imposed in Decision No 44 only if the cort'ition "failed to preserve competition," is incorrect. 

In the case of the issue ofthe definition of "2-10-1" points, "new" and "existing" transload 

facilities, and the scope of BSNI s trackage rights, the Board is not being asked to "modify" a 



condition: it is being asked to detemiine the meaning of a condition that it has already imposed. 

The Board clearls has the power to do so. 

Additionally, there is no real question that BNSF's request to the Board tc clarify the 

meaning ofthe Original Settlement Agreement would contravene the Board's policy favoring 

settlements and BNSF's promises in the settlement agreement. These issues simply involve a 

good-faith dispute between BNSF and UP as to w hat the parties in fact agreed to in 1995 and the 

meaning ofthe words that they used to express their agreement, when both parties, and indeed 

the Board itself could not foresee all the complex factual situations to which that agreement and 

the Board's conditions would apply, fo accuse one party of bad faith is, the Le »gue believes, 

simply not helpful. 

II DI;FINITION OF "2-to-r' POINTS 

As pointed out by BNSF, the correct identification of "2-to 1" points is critical to the 

dctemiination ofthe rights that BNSF received pursuant to the merger. BNSF notes that it 

received the right to serve "2-to-l" shippers, existing transloads, and new shipper tacilities '2-

to 1" points BNSF Comments, p. 3 Thus, notes BNSf . a clear definition (>f Ihe tenn is vital to 

ensuring that shippers will lecen e the benefit ofthe Board's conditions Id UP apparently 

agrees that there .v/ioj//</be a definition of "2-to 1" points in the Amendeil ami Restated 

Settlement Agreement, since UP has itself proposed w ording to define (he concept. See page 3 

of Proposed Amended and Restc.ted BNSF Settlement Agre inent contained in July 25 Jomt 

Submission. 

However, BNSF and UP disagree on the substance ofthe definition. Under BNSF's 

definition, a "2-10-1" point is "all geographic locations" (defined by 6 digit SPEC codes) "that 



vvere commonly served by both L'P and SP" w hen the Original Agreement vvas executed, 

regardless of how long before that date shippers at those locations may have shipped, or vvhether 

shippers at those locations were open to or serv ed bv both UP and SP. 

UP, on the other hand, woi.ld define "2-to-i" points as "all geographic locations at which 

at lea.'-t one '2-to-r Shipper Facility is located." In tum, "2-to-l Shipper Facilities," under LP's 

proposed definition, are defined as Shipper Facilities "that were open to both LIP and SP . . . 

when the 1995 Agreement was executed. . ." Thus, the L P definition would require the 

existence of a "2-to-r' shipper in 1995, and not just that the raii station vvas listed for service by 

both UP and SP m 1995. 

The l.eagi. ...speetfully submits that I P's proposed definition is ineoi.sister.l with, tl.e 

temis and policies of Decision No. 44. 

It is extremely important to note that, at this point in time {i c . 2001 and forward for the 

life ofthe Settlement .Agreemeni), the primary purjiose for defining "2-to-l" points is to 

detemiine points at which iiew shipper I.K ililies lhat may locate at such locations can receive 

competitive rail .serv ice from Imth BNSf and UP. Piesunuibly, live years after the merger. 

BNSF and UP have already idciitified virtually all shipper facilities that were actually open to 

UP and SP in i995. as well as all then-existing transload facilities. I hus, the current dispute 

involves a narrow issue, and one that is primarily forward-looking: whether new shipper 

facilities planned today and for the future will be able to obtain competition from both BNSF and 

UP. Though the issue is narrow, it is very important: the Board noted in Decision No. 44 that 

"location of new facilities provides competitive pressure," and the Board took great care to 

' Tfie l eague is aware lhat ttiere are two -existing disputes, :egarding Tracy. CA and Woodland, C A, that arc 
histoncal in nature. 



maintain the availability of such competitive pressure lor the indefinite future. Decision No. 44, 

slip op. at 124. 1 S.T.B. at3'>3. ' 

Bui a shipper considering locating todav at a rail station listed for serv ice in 1995 by both 

LIP and SP vvould. but tbr the merger ofthe UP and SP, have that "competitive pressure" 

available to obtain a rate and sen. ice package from the two railroads, rc_ rdless of vvhether there 

was another shipper at that location open to both UP and SP in 1995. Thus, it is necessary at this 

point t'i time lo define "2-to-1" points as geographic locations that were oper. to service by both 

UP and SP in 1995 (regardless of the existence ofa shipper open to both UP and SP in 1995). in 

order to replicate, through competition provided by BNSF today, the "competitive pressure" that 

would have existed today but for the changes wrought by the nierger ofthe I IP and SP. 

Moreover, the use of 6-digit SPLCs to define such geographic locations is particularly 

appropriate, becau.se ()-digit SPLCs comprise ;iii extremely p.arrow geographic area — a single 

rail station - within which it is logical to believe that a shipper now or m the fiiture choosing to 

locate would have ready access to both UP and Si', but for the merger ofthe two carriers. 

Indeed, such a geographic definition is particularly appropriate because in 1995, both I IP ami SP 

held out lo the shipping public, in their tariffs, that they each in fact served that geographic 

location. 

In its Opposition. UP argues that the Board "already rejected" BNSF's current proposal 

"when N I T L advanced it in the merger procecJ ng," citing I S.T.B. at 392 n. 133. UP is wrong. 

' Indeed, the Hoard w.ns so careful to preserve this source orcoii.Mclitne pressure that it specifically 
broadened both the Original Settlcnieni ,\grccmenl bcnvecn B.SSI- and I T. and e\en broadened that Agreenient as 
niodilied by the subsequent CMA settlement IJ 

10 



First, the context of the League's evidence, as well as the Board's discussion cited by UP. 

did not involve the proper definition of "2-to-1" points in the Original Settlement Agr..xment. 

Rather, the evidence submitted by the League vvas directed to the extent ofthe overall reduction 

in competition to be caused by the UP SP merger, in s.ipport ofthe League's proposed remedy, 

namely, div estiture of v arious SP lines to other carriers. Sec, Comments, Evidence and Requests 

for Conditions Submiued on behalf of The National Industrial fransportation League. March 29, 

1996, pp. 23-24 As the agency noted, the protestants 

aggregate traffic that vvill experience various types of competitive 
problems that w e think are readily susceptible to different types of 
remedies. Although divestiture of parallel lines could address hamis 
discussed here, there are less intrusive ways and more focused ways of 
achieving lhat result, which are adopted here. 

Decision No. 44. slip op. at 123, 1 S. I .B. al 39J-393. 

Seconil, IIP implies in its Opposition that the agency rejected the League's approach in 

favor of fiP's own approach. Ihe actual situation is precisely the opposite. In its decision, the 

Board noted that, "|t|o identify points lo be covered by corrective trackage rights, applicants 

have identifieil 2 to 1 p^iints as those that can be servetl directly, or through reciprocal sw itching 

by IIP and SP but by no other Class 1 railroad." In a foctiiole aceompanviiig that quote, the 

agency specifically noted that the Applicants had "carefully checked actiial acceŝ ^ in 

defining "2-to-l" poii ts. Decision No. 41, slip op. al 121-122. 1 S.l.B. at 391 lem|i!iasis added] 

.Afier discussing the protestants' contentions that the applicants had not correctly measured the 

anticoinpetiliv e effects of the lrar.,saclioii, the Boarti noted llial "[vv|e agicc with protestants that 

applicants have not gone far enough in addressing certain adverse competitive effects." Decision 

No. 44, slip op. at 123. 1 S.T.B. at 393. Thus, il is very elea'' UP's position, which then (as now) 

focused on "actual accessibility" to prescribe the limits of curative access by BNSF. vvas rejected 

11 



by the Board, although the Board also rejected the protestants' conte.ition that divestiture w as the 

proper remedy. 

Indeed, the liberties Uul UP has taken w ith the Board's discussion in Decision No. 44 on 

this point are graphically illustrated in UP's "block quote" on page 12 of its Opposition, which 

conveniently omits the crucial worus specifying the "arbitrary pioximity" that the Board was 

discussing: "a BEA or 4-dimt SPEC." [Emphasis added] BNSF in its Conmients is not 

proposing a 4-digil SPEC, but the far namnver 6-digit SPLC, which defines an individual rail 

station. See I S.T.B. at 372, and compare to the pass.ige quoted at MP's Opposit-on, p 12. 

The fact ofthe matter is that nowhere in Decision No. 44 is there any indication that the 

Bi>ard was requiring the existence of at 'LMSI one-dual serv ed shipp ?r before the Board's remedies 

shoulil apply, particulariy in the nanow case now presented deali.ig vvith the location of future 

shipper facilities. In tact, the w»)ids and policies of Decision No. 44 atgue strongly for BNSF's 

propo.sed definition ofthe term 

il l D I M N I f lON Ol " I XLSI INC." AND ' NliW TRANSLOAD FACILITIES" 

As noted by BNSl , the Original Settlement Agreement granted BNSf the nght to serve 

existing and new transload facilities at "2-to 1" points, ynd in Decision No 44, the Board 

expanded the "new facilities" condition to also grant BNSF access to new transload facilities on 

trackage rights lines. The dispute on this issue between the parties involves a single area of 

disagreement, namely, vvhether a qualifying transload facility may have an ownership interest in 

the product being transloaded. 

In its Opposition, UP argues that the Board should now nialc^ a distinction betvveen 

"public" and "private" transload facilities. UP seems to argue that the lack ofa "non-ownership" 

12 



requirement vvould make it "easy" for every shipper lo build its ovvn transload facility, and 

argues that BNSF's proposed definition vvould somehow convert the transload condition into an 

"open access" provision. 

But the Board has already decided these questions both in Decision No. 61 and in 

Decision No. 75. where it said that BNSl- should hav e access to any "legitimate transload 

operation." See, Decision No. 61, slip op. al 12; Decision No. 75, 2 S.T.B. at 702. In those 

decisions, the Board made no distinction between a "public" and a "private" transload. The 

Board mled that the question of w hether a transload operation vvas "legitimate" vv ould involve 

only two inquiries: namely, would it "entail Iniih the const-uclion ofa rail transload facility as 

that tenn is used in the industrv and operating costs above and beyond the costs that would be 

incurred in providing direct rail service." Decision No. 61, slip op. at 12; Decision No. 75, 2 

S.T.B. at ()99-701 (emphasis in original]. UP would now have the Board engrafi a new 

requirement, namely, that "the operator v.f [the transload facility] h.is no ownership ofthe 

property being transloadcvl." See page 7 of Proposed Restated and Amended BNSl- SetilemeiU 

Agreement contained in July 25 Joint Submission. 

UP's position would simplv erect an additional banier tor a shipper's use ofthe transload 

condition. Not only vvould the shipper need to constmct or have constructed a new iransload 

facility and pay costs over and ..hove the costs that would be incurred in providing direct rail 

service, but it would also have to find an independent operator of the facility and overcome 

whatever operational problems might arise as a result ofthe tacility's separate ownership and 

direction. Nothing in the Board's several decisions on the transload requirement suggests that 

such at-, additional barrier is appropnate, and UP introduces no evir'ence or even makes no 

13 



assertion thai there has been any attempted misuse of the transload condition by BNSF or any 

shipper. 

•fhe UP's proposed new requirement is thus inconsistent with the precedent already 

established by the Board, and should be rejected. 

IV. RESTRICTIONS .>iM BNSF'S TRACKAGE RIGHTS 

Also at issue before the Board are certain alleged resinctions on BNSF's trackage rights, 

in two locations, Elvas (near Sacramento) to Stockton, CA; and in the IIouston-Memphis-St. 

LOUIS (\)mdor. 

While Ihe League is nol in a position lo comment in detail on the subsianee ofthe piTlics' 

negotiations lhat led to the text ofthe Original Setllement Agreenient, it does wish to briefiy 

discuss two niatl -rs that bear directly on Ihe issue now presented I.) the Board. 

First, the League believes lhat UP is not eoiree! in argumg that the scope of BNSl-'s 

rights in the two corridors at issue is only a matter ofthe pnvatc agiceiiuiit of the parties. See. 

UI'Opposilioii. pp. I.s-1(), IS. While the Original Selliemeiit Agreemeni was negntiated aiul 

signed by the two parties, that agreement was subieet to aiui radically affected by the orders and 

policies 111 Decision No. 44. In other words, the Original SettleiiieiU .Agieeiiieiil must be read in 

light ofthe subsequent decisions ofthe agency, which converted that agreenient from a private 

•.eitlemeiit to an integral part ofthe mechanism by which the Board implemented its own 

statutory responsibility to protect the public interest. Thus, in rcsolv ng the current dispute, the 

Board iiuisl examine nol only what the parties negotiated, but much more importantly, the words 

and policies of Decision No. 44 and the Board's subsequent r-ilings in the I 'P SP merger 

proceeding. 

14 



Second, the League would urge the Board, in interpreting its orders in Decision No. 44 

and subsequently, lo av oid w here possible imposing unnecessary operational restrictions on 

BNSF's trackage nghts. The rail industry is long past the time that il can afford to tolerate 

inefficiencies, and it defies credulity that the Board's orders should be interpreted to andale 

such inefilciencies, particulariy when the Board intended in Decision No. 44 to make BNSF an 

effective competitor over the trackage rights lines. 

fhese two points are particulariy important in the case ofthe Houston-Meniphis-St.Louis 

corridor. That corridor vvas one ofthe two key traffic lanes at issue in the I 'P SP merger case for 

a variety of rail-dependent commodities, particularly chemicals, plastics, and forest products, and 

was the subject of numerous discussions and conditions throughout Decision >'o 44. See 

Decision No. 44. slip op. at 122. 125-126, 132-137, 1 S. l .B. at 391. 394-395.408-409. In 

approving BNSF's trackage rights in this c ^rridor, the agency was aware ofthe need fi>r BNSl to 

provide efficient and effective serviee over the trackage rights lines I or example, in discussing 

the concerns of International Paper Company regarding serv ice in the Houston 'o Memphis St 

I ouis corridor, the agency assureil the shipping public in Decision No 44 liuil "|i]he trackage 

rights and routes openeil lo BNSl- will |u-niiil IIKU earner to provide quality service compeliliv)n 

in these markets," and lhat the trackage rights granted would pemiii "eli'':ienl movement of 

northbound BNSl- traffic from ihese points . . ." Decision Nc. 44, slip op. at 136. I S. LB. al 

409. 

UP's position, that BSNF trains in the Ilouston-Meniphis-St.Louis corridor .should not be 

able to enter or leave these trackage nghts at inlernied:alc poirts north of BaUi Knob and l air 

Oaks, AK, is just such an operational restriction that the Board should not pennit. Pnor to the 

merger ofthe I ;P and SP. BNsF could, for cx.imple, have interchanged traffie running 

15 



southbound on its Kansas City to Memphis line with cither SP or UP at Hoxie or Jonesboro. AK. 

depending upon the carrier w uh which ii <.esircd to interchange the iratfic to destination. Under 

the restriction advocated by I P, BNSF traffic would need to continue past those points to 

Memphis. TN. and then come hack to llie lines ofthe merged UP at Bald Knob or Fair Oaks (or 

Bnnkley, AK), depending upon the destination. But such a restriction vvould be inconsistent 

with the intent ofthe trackage rights condition imposed by the Board in this conidor, to replace 

the competitive rail service provided pre-merger. 

Moreover, as discussed above, tl e text of the Original Settlement Agreement made an 

explicit provision in Section ()(d), dealing w ith UP or SP lines between Memphis and Valley 

Junction IL. that BNSF would "have the nght to connect, for movement in all directions, with its 

present lines (including existing trackage rights) al points vvl.ere its present lines . . . intersect 

with Trackage Rights lines." See page 2? and page 43 of Proposed Amended and Restated 

BNSl- Settlement Agicenie:il contained in July 25 Joint Submission. BNSl-';. own lines cleariy 

intersect with the Trackage Rights I ines north of BakI Kiu^b and I air Oaks, and thus by the text 

ofthe Onginal Settlement Agreemen; itself BNSl- should have the nghl to eonnecl to it own 

lines north of ii..kl Knob ami I air O.iks 

VI . CONCLUSION 

I he Board is respectfully requested to elanfy and inleipret the Original Settlement 

Agreement and its prior decisions to approve the text proposed by BNSl- lo the .Ameiuled and 

Restated BNSF Settlement Agreement contained in the July 25 Joint Submission to the Board, as 

discussed in these Reply Comments. 

16 
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which thfc B u r l i n g t o n Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company 

i"ENSF") p r o v i d e s a c o m p e t i t i v e a l t e r n a t i v e t o UP as r e q u i r e d by 

the Board's d e c i s i o n approving the UP-SP merger. 

SUMMARY 

As e x p l a i n e d more f u l l y below, Entergy's p i a r t i c u l a r 

o b j e c t i o n i s t o a change proposed by UF i n § 6(c) (to be renum­

bered § 6 ( d ) ) o f the Agreement, which as p r e s e n t l y d r a f t e d a l l o w s 

BNSF t o move f r e e l y between i t s own l i n e s and the UP trackage 

r i q h t s l i n o s , even on the o t n e r w i s e - r e s t r i c t e d p o r t i o n s of those 

; .• • .: -iinq n o r t h from Bald Krinb a.nd Fair O.ik;;, .Ar k/in.'-.ato the 

• . .. Gateway. UP's change would abrogate i t . a l u r i t c t t e r e d 

o i i t r y / e x i t r i c j h t on i t s l i n e s n o r t h of Bald Knob and Fair Oaks, 

t heroby i n c r e a s i n g the co;;' i : 1 toducinq the comp e t i t i v e n e s s -

- ot BN:'!-' r v ; o Kit.-rqy's c o a l - f i t o d e l e c t r i ' - 'i>nerating 

s' 11 . • n at Wh 1 t o H i u 1 ' , Ar kansas . 

UP's proposed chano • • ' m have no puri^o.so 

othet then t o r e s t r i c t ÎNS.F*.'-. a b i l i t y t o compere on a; 

p'.ayinn t i ' ^ ' i f o r Krit'M !V':>» and pc^rhaps (̂ t t;. : . M i t p' r ' , t r »; 

; . • • . :;q t h^' i : • i • •• I C i i •, . ' • • : • • ' ' 

, • • , ' . : oposed chanqo ; . n i ! o ,uit I y 

1 ' • y • ; • • : r '-s o:". Etit Vt • I • s t ' . i I!' - r (M s i rif; bo i h 

BNSF' . ' ' •• I oe and Entergy' • ' equipme:-.' i ; -orrpai-

1 son ' iiose e x p e r i e n c e d wit.h-. the compotinq UP servi. • • White 

B; .; : . indeed, UP* r. •:. :• /. .Id e f f e c t i v e l y pi • BNSF • 

r c p l iCcit ir. ), :• : o o- possit iO, I !;•.! ooinp'^t r : •••̂  • o 

t h a t St • • • ; I : !••• • • :• t r i o r t o the m- • : • . ' iiaiige 



Page 3 

•would thurs c o n f l i c t w i t h the Board'.s oo^l of nakinq po.'̂ t - m < ^ r r 

BN.SK-'JP c-ompetition under the BNSF i^et t .etrotiL .Agieement as 

e f f e c t i v e as UP-SP c o m p e t i t i o n would have been, had the merger 

taken p l a c e . Moreover, by n e e d l e s s l y i n t e r f e r i n g w i t h 

c f f - i . 0 ! BNSF s e r v i c e t o White B l u f f , UP's change woulu .al.so 

undermine tho commitments i t made d i r e c t l y t o Entergy j u s t l a s t 

year, i n t h e c o n t e x t of s e t t l i n g c o u r t l i t i g a t i o n between t h •• 

both f these reasons, the Board should u n e q u i v o c a l l y re^e.o 

••• ' • \ !iipo:iod L'tiunq.^ t o 1, 1 ' . • 

BACKGROUND 

' • BNSF Tra rkago R ' g h t s . Houston-St . Louis oiatoway. The 

• l i p io -mo: v e r s i o n tho BNSF Sct.t loiriont. Aijreemri ' , ' • l ed 

11! Finance Docket No. •i::'7(,() on Juno 28, 1 996 ^UP/SP-266, E x h i b i t 

A ) , q t . i n t o d BNSF a broad a r r a y o f t r a c k a g e r i q h t s ovc t subs tan-

t i l l pot t : • o Doth L'P's ,in.l ; ' l " s r a i l sys tomr , i.n rJer t •• 

• • iqa t t ! t.lie l o s s o f comp>e t 11 i oui t h a t would o t h o r w i s o r e s u l t 

t I - ' - p roposed merger . Among th<.' l i n e s i n c l . :• ; in t t i . i t errant o 

'BNSF, I I I ' : [; ' i oppos in 's change i n S e c t i o n 
t:..'. a l s o p r . t i .ood 1*;; .>wii otiange, ' : i f e f f e c t o t whic^h wouhi i i l o 
e l i m i n a t e c o m p l e t e l y the e x i s t i n g r e s t r i c t i o n s on i t s e n t r y and 
e x i t f r om the UP t r a c k a g e n o r t h o f B a l d Knob /Fa i r Oc. k s . Under 
BNSF's p r o p o s a l , i t wou ld be f r e e t o e n t e r and e x i t , not o n l v at 
j u n c t i o n s w i t h i t s own, e x i s t itu? l i n e s (and t r ackage r i g h t s 
l i n e s ) , bu t a l ; - r ' • o i t l i ru'w l i n o s and I • • • owned by 
t h i rd pa r t i es . 

a m a t t e r ot p r i n c i p a l Entergy supports t i i e changes 
.1 ivi)cated by BNSF, as they would i n c r e a s ' BNSF's a b i l i t y t o 
compete w i t h U! o, thereby improve c o m p e t i t i o n t o r shippers 
g e n e r a l l y . Howevei, because such f u r t h e r expansion would not 
d i r e c t l y a f f e c t F n t e n y , F n t j r g y ' s p r i m a r y focus must remain on 
p r e s e r v i n g BNS'- ' ' i ! i t r y / ' > ' . iMts. 
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UP's and SP's l i n e s r u n n i n g between Houston, Texas and the St. 

'•• o-i Fine B l u f f and L i t t l e Ko Arkansas, and Mem-

pnis , Tennessee. BNSF a l s o r e c e i v e d t r a c k a g e r i g h t s over various 

connecting segments m t h e same areas, i n c l u d i n g UP's l i n e 

between L i t . t l e Rock and Pme B l u f f . BNSF Settlemont Agreement. 

§ t (a) . 

The trackage r i g h t s BNSF r e c e i v e d under t h e Settlement 

Agreement i n c l u d i n g t h o s e between Houston end S»-. Louis were 

: r ' \.-' in >st rvn t r v(>thead r i ( ] h t s , --v-.-io -ii.,- (.j.^ augmented by 

subsequent STB d e c i s i o n s ) FiNSF was a l s o g i v e n access t o new 

f a c i l i t i e s and t o " , ^ - 1 " s h i p p e r s and .diort l i n e r a i l r o a d s ( i n -

• hose t h a t would have had an opportuo ' y ' ' h t . i i n 

.: . • : - >mpet i t i o n '.• • i i t o . : j -out \ . H --wt^ver, \ . : t 

AgreomtMit imposed an a d d i t i o n a l r e s t r i c t i o n on t i i e n o r t h e r n 

p o r t i o n of the Houston-St. Louis r o u t e , p r o v i d i n q t h a t "[ei.xf:'»fU 

as p r o v i r i e d in So, t \ on of t h i ;i .'Vq roement , " ivNSE-' w..)ulo o, t o. 

allowed t . i i : , t . • i . >; i t the poi t uni of th.ese l i n e s s i t u a t e d 

! • Memphis, but r a t h e r would have t o traver;> ent i r . ^ 

o • o. i -ween Memphis and t l i e St . Louis Gateway.-' 

• . • igreod such 7-1 compe-
t i t u j n liaii b..;en prt:sent_ wore i d e i . L i i l e d m Appendix A t o the 
Sett 1 foment Agreement, and i n c l u d e d FMne B l u f f . 

UP r e f e r s t o t h i s as the "Bald Knob/Fair Oaks" l i m i t a t i o n , 
a p p a r e n t l y because those s t a t i o n s are a t about -ho same l a t i t u d e 
as Memphis on the UP l i n e ; ; • . . osed t • • t h e BNSF 
movements. One of t h e o t l i o ! .n.n.qe:; UP now pt..p^S'?_ i s t o 
s u b s t i t u t e r e f e r e n c e s t o those s t a t i o n s f o r the pr e s e n t r e f e i 
t o Mcmph i s. 
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S e c t i o n 9 ( 0 , t o which the § 6(c) e n t r y / e x i t r e s t r i c ­

t i o n was e x p r e s s l y made 3u')]ect, p r o v i d e d t h a t n o t w i t h s t a n d i n g 

the overhead n a t u r e o f most o f the trackage r i g h t s BNSF was 

r e c e i v i n g , BNSF would always riave the r i g h t t o e n t e r and e x i t 

UP's t r a c k s where t h e y i n t e r s e c t e d w i t h BNSF's t h e n - e x i s t i n g 

lines.'' The net e f f e c t , t h e n , of the Memphis-St. Louis r e s t r i c ­

t i o n cn e n t r y and e x i t was t o preclude BNS'" from connec i;.: A.--. 

the l i n e s o f o t h e r c a r r i e r s between tnose p o i n t s , i n c l u d i n q s h o r t 

l i n e s , even i f i t s u b s e q u e n t l y a c q u i r e d ownership of or op^r , i ,;,q 

r i g h t s over such c a r r i e r s ' lines.'" 

2. BNSF S e r v i c e t o White B l u f f . As rhe Board i s aw i r e , 

•rqy < . ;. o ; operates a c o a l - f i r e d e l e c t r i c g e n e r a t i n g 

*Sect lo:, • , • . • ids ; r I ; • • i ' •.. 'n» t >a r t as f (d 1 ows : 

BNSF s h a l l h.we 'he t i g h t t^) conrK.^ct, t o r 
movement i n a l l d i r e c t i o n s , w i t h i t s present 
l i n e s ( i n c l u d i n g e x i s t i n g trackage r i g h t s ) at 
p o i n t s where i t s present lin-^s ( i n c l u d i n q 
e x i s t i n q t r a c k a g e i q h t s ) i n t e r s e c t w i t h 
l i n o s i t w i l l purchase or be granted t t a c k a g e 
r i g h t ; ; ovor oursu.irit to tho-; Au r »""'̂ ment . 

" F i r s t Supplemental Ag i. i;enient" dated November 18, 1995 (amending 
the i n i t i a l s o t t l e m e n t agroement between UP and BNSF, da'ed 
September , 1 ' e . , 

Examples : , :. [ . o h i b i t e d en- , .:. ; .. <. t be LP's 
co n n e c t i o n w i t h the M i s s o u r i . -ern Arkansas R a i l r o a d at 
Diaz, AR, and i t s c o n n e c t i o n wi';; tne Jackscoi Southern R a i l - . i 
a t De11 a, MO. 

I n i t i a l l y , UP argued t o o • § <.J ro; . e s t r i c t i w i i a l s o 
f e c l u d e d BNSF from s e r v i n g h i p p e r f a c i l i t i e s on i t s l i n e s 
riorth of Memph ; , Jtw i thst audi ng the bro i ; i ess BNSF o' 
received to su.di iioiiities on otfoM • rack^.;-.; rights I i r*^ . ; .• 
the Board rejected that argument :i ' .^ Decision No. '. . ; vo 1 
Novemb' - , " ' '"^ i" : • ' ' • 
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s t a t i o n known as the Wnite B l u f f S t a t i o n , which -.s l o c a t e d on 

l ; ' s : .ne B l u f f - L i t t l e Rock l i n e , j u s t n o r t h of Pine B l u f f , 

Arkansas. UP c o n t r o l s the only r a i l l i n e d i r e c t l y accessing 

White B l u f f , and a c c o r d i n g l y UP has always handled the d e l i v e r y 

• o Whi t e B l u f f . Since 1 98 4 such d e l i v e r o o s ^la-'e oeen 

covered by r a i l t r a n s p o r t a t i o n c o n t r a c t s . 

Because SP had also operated t h r o u g h nearby Pine B l u f t 

p r i o r t o the UP/SP meraer (and indeed had served tho 'tS Hov^o'-

•'•• ' • : • • M 1 o f ' A ; . : : , ish 1 -il i s 1 oc:..: • • i ; o- • o, .MI 

una ; : - ( l u l l ) , thus q ; v i nq Entergy a pre-merger b u i l i ~ o u t 

o p p o r t u n i t y , the Board's d e c i s i o n a p p r o v i n g the UP/SP merqer not 

only awa.'-ded PNSF t r a r k . i a e r i q h t s t o and throuqh Id ne B l u i f i 

"•• ' • •• : ; i ;0, : 0 i i o . t i : . i . : y . i l K i w . - i Entorgy t o o l ) t a i n i',N:d-' 

s e r v i c e uy b u i l d m q ou' t -he BNSF crackaqe- r i q h t s l i n e s . Un i .on 

P a c i f i c e t a i . - C o n t r o l and Merger - Southern P a c i t i c e L i l l - . 

D e r i s i o n No. •M , i .; .'Id :• . • \, ,it 420-10 and 4«.'> (I't'tfa) , " d . . i , " 

i-'ec 1 1' Ul .\o . '1 •! ) . 

In ' i " ' t . i i ; • 1997, iirVs mu;;hroorninq s e r v i c e problems 

c r e a t e d s i g n i f i c a n t d i s r u p t i or-is i n i t s d e l i v e r y of oo,n 1 t 

F-'̂ d̂ :'̂ uy, and u l i iiTiatidy ] od F n t e r . ] / t v • : ij , i ; i . . s t o^ , 

t euer a i cour I 1 or 1)1 1'. 1' h o t con' : 1 • . ' ' • • . • • 1 , t i j, i 

ihe saga ot Entergy's problem.s w i t h UP and (:>f the r e s u l t a n t 
l i t : a . T - i o n between them has been r e c o u n t e d i n se v e r a l f i l i n g s i n 
thes- ,:eedings and o t h e r s , i n c l u d i n g , among o t h e r s , thase 
Finanoo i.iockets ( P e t i t i o n of Entergy S e r v i c e s , I r e . and Entergy 
Arkansas, Inc. f o r M o d i f i ^ ^ t i o n o f D e c i s i o n No. 44 or, i n the 
A l t e r n a t i v e , : . - l o - l i t i o n , f i l e d October 23, 1 997;, 
See a l s o STB i-::-; 1 a i t ... L . und S e r v i c e Order Nos. 1518 and 
1518 ; S ub - .Jo. i ) , R a i l Service i n the Western United S t a t e s , 

(cont ir.u- I . . . 
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t i o n proceeded d u r i n g the ensuing 2-3/4 ye a r s , Entergy a l s o began 

I t s e f f o r t s t o o b t a i n access t o BNSF as an a l t e r n a t i v e t o UP f o r 

i t s coal d e l i v e r y requirements at White B l u f f . Such e f f o r t s , 

r e s i s t e d v i g o r o u s l y by UP at every t u r n , i n c l u d e d i t s s u c c e s s f u l 

p r o s e c u t i o n o f two a c t i o n s b e f o r e the Board: (1) a d e c l . r a t o r y 

order p r o c e e d i n g t o c o n f i r m Entergy's r i g h t t o access BNSF by 

connocting t o a former SP t r a c k r e a r the Arsenal r a t h e r than 

b u i l d i n g a l l t h e way i n t o downtown Pine B l u f f i U P/S P Dec i s i o n No. 

8H, -.orvf^d March 21, 2000^ m d (2) a r a i l r o a d c o n s t r u c t i o n 

pruceeduiq a u t h o r i z i n q t l i a t b u i l d - o u t (Finance Docket No. 33782, 

Entergy Arkansas and Enteruy R a i l - C o n s t r u c t i o n and Operation 

Kxcmption - I ' h i t e B l u f f t o Pine B l u f f . AR. De c i s i o n served May -1, 

2000) . 

' ! ' summer, En' Moy n. i 'ip re.jchod agreement on the 

sett l(Mnent .d i i o e r g y ' s lawsuit . As : o • t ' :,.i' -iot t lenKud , XX 

XXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXX XX XXXXX 

i n r e l i a n c e on et '. ommitment, Entergy and Î NSF h.ive 

negt o i • - : i t i i 1 ' r a n s p o r t a t l o n contrao- : ; 

BNSF de I i vet s >d Powder Ri ver Pa;: i !• .. ' White RI vi f f . 

Howt̂ -.-' :, lUdd-' has advised Entergy tri a t UP's proposed m o d i f i c a t i o n 

" e t t l ement Ac] reemen*-., i f adopted by • i: o 

. . . c o n t i n u e d ) 
;Jtale!;:ent o f E n t e r g y S e r v i c e s , Liu:. lUU i,:doo;qv Arkansas , I n c . 
( f i l e d October 23, 1997) , Second Supplementa l Statement and 
A d d i t i o n a l Request f o r Emergency . 'bel ief o f En te rgy S e r v i c e s , I nc . 
and Ente rgy Arkansas , I n c . , f i l e d May 18, 1998, and * i t i o n f o r 
Serv ice Order by E n t e r r y S e r v i c e s , I nc . and Kntercj . msas . 
Inc . , ' . i i Tu 1 y . , 
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would s e r i o u s l y degrade the e f f i c i e n c y of BNSF's proposed s e r v i c e 

t o White B l u f f . 

The problem c r e a t e d by UP i s t h i s : BNSF's most e f f i ­

c i e n t r o u t i n g f o r u n i t c oal t r a i n s t o White B l u f f i s t o move 

loaded t r a i n s v i a i t s own l i n e s t o Jonesboro, Arkansas, thence 

soutiibound w i t h the d i r e c t i o n a l f l o w o f UP t r a f f i c over t h e 

former SP l i n e through F a i r Oaks t o Fine B l u f f , then n o r t h over 

UF"s Pine B l u f f - L i t t l e Rock l i n e t o the White B l u f f t u r n o u t , 

blmpt y ' l a i n s \;ould then move back onto the Pine B l u f f - L i t t l e Rook 

l i n e <ind c o n t i n u e n o r t h t o L i t t l e Kock, where they would trafiste.--

t o the northbound UP l i n e from Hou.«ton t o St. Louis and move --

inam, w i t h t t i e f l o w of t r a f f i c - -- through Bald Knob te- Hoxie, 

, . .'s' ii -xie^ the',' ' . i "v ;' . ( k on' -̂  HN;"h"' o own 1 i r;es 

tor tne r e t u r n movement to tne FKB. Uid nowever, i n s i s t s thuic, 

BNSF may not • oit.o t . " x i t i t s l i n e s at e i t h e r Joriesbo: . cir 

Hoxi'^', l-iiit rat hfM rnu nt i nue on i t .s own l i n e s a l l t.he way t o 

Memphis betot e e n l o r i n q .u .• iv • :: ; 1. This wul.- f o r c e PN'd" ' 

ope--ate over a s ujn i t i c-ant 1 \' • i i i - v :<pen;iive 

ro u t i n g . 

/\:. : : . ! soo, . ' ' . : • . ' :. • : ô  i -i i ;i t he 

• • • • , ' .'\qieement , o i • • i • • i i r e o t Iy >.-oi.nt(o 

•' , .xpress language • • - o . i r e e m c n t . I t s proposed change 

, , : 1 • . . ;osianod to r a t i f y , a f * ĉ  r the f a c t , t h e 

ant icompe ' • ' • i • ' ; - o: i • [ ' . • " • - l / :.:i.noo' i f ; ; 

• , ; • , ! , , • : . . • >.: I O'' r a tor , in * to - . i s con t 

c o m p e t i t i o n : : or* : : ' 
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ARGUMENT 

I . BNSF PLAINLY HAS THE RIGHT TO SERVE WHITE BLUFF V I A ITS 
CONNECTIONS AT JONESBORO AND HOXIE. 

A. The Unambiguous .'' anguage o f t h e BNSF S e t t l e m e n t A g r e e ­
ment A u t h o r i z e s BNSF t o E n t e r and E x i t t h e T r a c k a g e 
R i q h t s L i n e s a t Anv and A l l P o i n t s Where T h e y I n t e r s e c t 
w i t h BNSF's Own L i n e s . I n c l u d i n q H o x i e and J o n e s b o r o . 

UP does n o t deny t h a c BNSF has t h e r i q l i t t o use UP ' s 

t r a c k s t o d e l i v e r c o a l t o E n t e r g y ' s g e n e r a t i n g s t a t i o n at W h i t e 

B l u f f o n c e t h e r e q u i s i t e c o n n e c t i o n i s c o m p l e t e ! . I t does n o t 

deny t h a t , i n t h(> . in-.t.-n ;:. . i , , , j - e r r i d o r , BNSF may use b o t h 

t h e l o n n e r SP l i r ; e and th.e t o r i n e r UP l i n e l o r such p u r p o s e ; , :. 

o r d e r t o a v o i d r u r i n i r i q a q a i n s t t h e d i r e c t i o n a l f l o w o f UP's. 

t r a t ; . . !• it.>c>s n o t even d e n y t l i . i t BNSF may ij'--e i t s " r e ­

s t r i c t e d " t r a c k s n o r t l , o f B a l d Knr^b ar.d !• o, • o-u-.s Jot s u c h 

p u r p o s e s - - p r o v i d e d PL ' . ' e r s t : ' • i c k s a t one cmd o: • ' 

CthcM . N. 've r I hc> 1 i v i ; ; , i t i n s i s t s t h . i t HNSi-' m,iy IWYl .-. • • 

Hout t '.o 1 ' : ! b m s .It vione.sboro und l ln ; . ; : . . Wioy.' p.'.•.(>••;. , 

U r b l i t h e ; , • ;, , • , ^ • :.. • d-)o 1 o anci Ho.-< ; e ,, ,, • ^ , < \ • .. , . ,.-. 

a; . • . . t O.it-o;, .md unde! % , o . - ' "(ei.',}-' . . . riiay t • , • 

; • • : : ' > )wn 1 ; :, i ' , • : : ' : • i V . :• '., • • • d t h o s e • .-. 

p e o . t s l ; . o . , M n l d K:iel-. n n i [•'air . : i k ; | . . l o - - ' i i-;.; . d , 

§ ' )d , p . 1. V O'r • • • • • : • ••, j r o e m e i i ' . " ; / S P - J 8 7 , o 

. r r e n t § 6 , c ) has p r e c i s e ) . o p p o s i t e 

e f f e o - ; : .-ipl i . - i t l y i -e im.i .L^ BN.-F t ,:. • .<x i t U P ' s 1 : : . : 

n o r t h o f ;•' • • • o : . • ^aks, p r o v i : • • ,• 

e n t e - :. : ' • • • ' .vn e x i s t i n q . . n c l u t i i n q 
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tr a c k a g e r i g h t s l i n e s ) . The very sentence i n § 6(c) t h a t imposes 

' • i n t e r m e d i a t e e n t r y / e x i t r e s t r i c t i o n makes t h i s e x c e p t i o n t o 

tne r e s t r i c t i o n c l e a r by b e g i n n i n g " ( e j x c e p t as p r o v i d e d i n 

Se c t i o n '̂. . . . " As p r e v i o u s l y noted, § 9d) is the p r o v i s i o n 

• .. • : r.ori/.es BNSF e n t r y and e x i t at a l l connections wit:. I'^s 

.wn i.nes. 

UP o f f e r s no e x p l a n a t i o n f o r i t s apparent b e l i e f t h a t 

t he c r o s s - r e f e r e n c e t o § 9{;) s h o u l d be read out of § 6 ( c ) ; i t 

simpl y ic;^ncDres the p r o v i s i o n (thcjucjh i t s propos(>i r- /i.; ion td 'he 

Agreement would d e l e t e i t ) . In any (>vent , because^ the language 

of the P̂ NSF Settlement Agreement un.imb i quous 1 y g r a n t s BN.S1-' tlie 

r i d h ' ' the Jonesboro .md lloixie 'luieor i , t i . ; 

need t o : rc;sort. t o e x l r i n s n j evideuioe d tL(> ;Mr' • ' i n t e n t ; ' 

t h e Board can .o •. ; ' ' M i w i t h e d i d i r m t h a t righ.t, .md d i r e c t 

:•'.. : ': ; ropose ; : .• ,. I ot i t ; ; White B l u f t c o a l 

• r o. I'.;: v o l t h<->:-e (-ennt̂ -̂f i ui;;. 

l i e ;;ont once i n (jue:,', ; in , wl i ioh .ippears a? loi ; . : 
• : ' •, t o UP/SP-266, reads i n t u l l as fo l lows , : ' 

Except ,1.. p i e .o iod 111 :'e •> •:, n 'V of » M 
Agreement, BNSF s h a l l : • t o 
e n t e r or e x i t a t i n t e i nied. .i i o p u i i d : - uc i wc?on 
Memphis a..d V r i l l c y . ' u n c t i o n , TL. 

AH not.ed supra a t f o o t n o t e J, the r e f e r ence t o Mfnnpliis i n § b{c ) 
has a p p a r e n t l y been co.-istrued as meaning Bald Knob and F'air Oaks 

'S^e, e . g . , ' r b i n on ("ontract . -" (1960) ; Restatement 
(2'' ') o f C o n t r a c t s • . 
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B. UP O f f e r s No Evidence t h a t the P a r t i e s Intended § 6(c) 
t o Preclude BNSF En t r y ĉ r E x i t at i t s Own Lines. Con­
t r a r y t o I t s P l a i n Language. 

Even i f e x i s t i n g § 6(c) of the BNSF Settlement Agree­

ment were deemed ambiguous [which i t i s n o t ) , so t h a t r e s o r t t o 

:•:- : , 0 • 'ovidence of i n t e n t would be a p p r o p r i a t e , tne Board 

.. ! s t i l l have t o conclude t h a t BNSF has the? r i g h t t o e n t e r anci 

• • • .̂ le t r a c k a g e r i g h t s l i n e s at Jonesboro and Hoxie. T h i s is 

so because UP o f f e r s no evidence whatsoever t h a t t h e t h r e e 

p.if- ;•: • tl.e neqot^ i a* ! f •:s I'Oiding t o tiu? Agroement -- UP, BNSF, 

and t.he Chemic:al Manu t uv̂ : t u r CM s ' A s s o c i a t i o n ("CMA") shared an 

i n t e n t t h a t such e n t r y and exi t : , the norm, everywhere e l s e on the 

• r.iok.iue r i o n t s BNSF .md U'P w^^re grant ina one another, would not 

\ • ! • e ! Ii . • • 01 t ho.';r̂  p-i r t 1 c-u 1 1: t : 1 • •: :;e-uin- r ' . ' 'idi i ; i emjc-

indercut s UP';; c: 1 a i m th.it the c u r r e n t Agreement precludes 

PN: ' • • . Hoxie and Jonesboro c o n n e c t i o n s . 

'IP's w i t n e s s Rebensdorf s t a t e s only t h a t " n the 
Id . ! p r o ceeding eve, sue gested t h a t BNSF need( i u r e c t 
route f o r t r a f f i i aid from any p o i n t o t h e r t ' a: Louis 
Gateway t r a f f i c - , " .md t h a t a c c o r d i n g l y BNSF's use ol the t r a c k s 
n o r t h of Bald Knob and F a i r Oaks was t o be I i mi t • d t - M a f f i c 
going a l l t h e way t o St. L o u i s . (UP/3P-387, " • itement 
• ' I n ! i . • : l o t " ("Rebensdorf" , o 1./ 

Mr. Rebensdort ' . .. oerhaps mos" ::. ' • ' r 
wha-L he does not say. Mr. i<eoe'ns.i .i r f does not suy t i i u t tno' 
f - i r ' i e s disc^ussed F̂ NSF's e n t r y / e x i t r i a h - s v i s - a - v i s i t s own 

north, o.i F a i r Oaks, o.i , i : d t h a t BNSl' 
wu:.ou not have suc;h r i u i i t s ; indeed, he u.:es not- t.'ven ' ly 
i t ' ^ - ^ l f focused on the m a t t e r and intended t o p r o h i b i - o :: 
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: r . UP'S PROPOSED E L I M I N A T I O N QF BNSF'S ENTRY/EXIT RIGHTS AT 
JONESBORO AND HOXIE WOULD UNDERMINE BNSF'S ABILITY TO COM­
PETE FOR ENTERGY'S COAL TRAFFIC AT WHITE BLl^FF. CONTRARY TO 
BOARD DIRECTIVES THAT BNSF COMPETITICN BE AN EFFECTIVE 
SUBSTITUTE FOR THE UP-SP COMPETITION THAT WAS LOST. 

As noted e a r i i e r , UP's proposed amendment of § 6(c) i s 

Clear.y intended t o achieve what i t s unrenable r e a d i n g of the 

c u r r e n t p r o v i s i o n cannot -- a complete ban on BNSF's encry or 

•^ x i t at i n t e r m e d i a t e p o i n t s n o r t h o f Bald Knob and F a i r Oaks, 

•V, n where r h . ' ronr:- •• . r. is w i t h BNSr '. .vn I : : . - — . M ov. ver, 

t h i s ':-haiicjc i s not s i m p l y an 11-c-:ompet i 11 v. , • runs d i r e c t l y 

again.?t one of the Board's o f t - s t a t e d g o als i n imposing the BNSF 

settlom<uit ,is .i cond i t ion • -he UP/SP mc-^rqer -- » h.it RNSF-UF 

.' It [ • • • . -. : • 1 • • :''0 1 • • • e ,1 :id e 1 : •' o t 1 • i .•; •' i .'•. '- '".i i' \ • . • 

c o u l d tiave been, had the merger ncjt taken place. See e.g., UP/SP 

Decision No. 1, 1 S.r.B. at 384 and 419; UIVSP Decision No. lb, 

. , . ua ( 1 O'VM ; tip/SP, Over s i g h t Deri s i o n No. 10, ? 

'e ^, /Cl-l US , i '1 . / , . 

Ha.i SP and UP remained c o m p e t i t o r s , arui had Ent c^qy 

b u i l t out t o SP t o o b t . i i n d i r e c t SP s e r v i c e at White- B l u t f , SP 

.. 1 - o.' : : i.^ed suoh. ;o'rvioe i n f la r ' n o r idi i p w i t ti BNlu', !• •• 

. • •:: o e e ; . ,i ) t Jones bo I , , - i t i • 

been b- • u i t o u ' o i Memphis t :. r .-. seeks 

- ,::̂  ,o o idL^I-d 

• : : • • • • Oo t)v a b l e » - o - o o w i ' h ••••me 

l e v e l o l • • • . e :. . i, . i ' ,: u,?h BNSF-.d : . ;ould have but f o r 

the merge r , ; 11. d ' ri!;o:' ; . . . : • : • , . . i' , ; : d i : . ; s s i -



Page 13 

bl e , the same ro u t e and o p e r a t i o n a l c o n d i t i o n s . But f o r UP's 

post-merger i m p o s i t i o n of d i r e c t i o n a l f l o w s , t h i s would simply 

have r e q u i r e d r o u t i n g BNSF t r a i n s t o White B l u f f i n both d i r e c ­

t i o n s over the Jonesboro connection. Under d i r e c t i o n a l flow 

c o n d i t i o n s , however, BNSF must bo allowed t o s u b s t i t u t e the 

p a i r e d nc^rthbound r o u t e and connection, i . e . , UP's l i n e t o the 

• . ;. i t Hoxie.- Hy p r e v e n t i n g BNSF from r o u t i n g i t s 

t r a i n s r e t u r n i n g from White B l u f t i n t h a t me.nner, UP's proposed 

amendment of 6(c) would gi v e i t s e l f a cost advantage v i s - a - v i s 

BNSF" t h a t i t would not have enjoyed a g a i n s t a BNSF-SP throuqh 

mcivement . T h i s , by i t s c ; l t , should be enough t o warrant re]ee' , , 

of '. ' : ' ' -iianqe. 

• • IP'S PROPOSED AMENDMh'"̂ ' OF § 6 ( c ) . BY INTERFFRING WITH 
BNSF'S ABILITY TO SERVE WHITE BLUFF EFFICIENTLY. 'WOULD 
UNDFRMI NE l,H'_'__S COMMITMENTS TO ENTFRC.Y . 

Kriteru . '- • - • -.XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXX X 

XXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXX XX 

XX XXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXe- • 

x:-..-.o.\.-:o.-.xxx>.XXXXX :-:x'-">i"'i'-'--"- :>"' • •••••:i-- - i : :-:xxxxx- • - • :•• •; • • • •: 

xxxx. 

wor t t iy o l no te t h a t t he BNSF S e t t l e m e n t Agreement 
ini.o^s tho nef^d f o r BNSF to have ac.-pss t o bo th t r a c k s 

;• ; . ; ec t 1 onal f l o w s e f f i • ' ... Rt.bcns-
_t, supra toco.u.ote ^̂ t: 2 -3 . UP's propo.'"eu ctiunqe t o o r o h i b i t 

ldl l"F' :- ' ^ x i t or e n t r y at Hoxie ,Tnd Jonesboro w o u l d p r e v e n t BNSF 
• • - . . ! ! • hat recogn: : :• • :. • •.• d : i i t e B l u t f t r a f f i c . 
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At the time UP made those coi.imitments t o Entergy, BNSF 

had the r i g h t pursuant t o § 9(() of the BNSF Settiement Agreement 

t o use the Jonesboro and Hoxie connections i n p r o v i d i n g such 

s e r v i -e. Entergy does not cl a i m XXXXX XXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXX XXX XX 

XA.-:/..\.-.XX XXXXXXXX IXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXX XX X 

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXX XXXXX XXXXX 

XXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXX.'•• However, i s hornbook law t h a t a 

:o ; , f :nu p a r t y undertakes an i m p l i e d o b i i q a t i on of good f a i t h 

- a r r y i n q o.it i t s cturim i tment s, and vio.<i'-:; • o r • r:n:'r'-nt 

when - • I - ie l i b e r a t e a c t i o n not c:ontemp 1 at ed by the c o n t r a c t 

t o i n t e r f e r e w i t h t h e other p a r t y ' s enjoyment 't i t s barqained-

• o b e - e f i t s . Restatement (2d) of C o n t r a c t s * i 205, Cmt . d (1981) 

a he o b l i g a t on ot good t . i i r h i n c l u d e s the o. i ;ii;oe .-A " i i . - e t 

forence wit In o : a i l u r ' ' ooperate i n •• '' [ o n t y ' s p e r t o r -

mane ; ''alamari .md Peri 1 1 % Cont r a c t s <̂  ! i , i ' ''K) ( ' ed. 

1 ... : • • ; ; • , • ! . ; . • nN:d-' ' r 1 1 :. ' .-. tl i t H 1 u t t v i a n 

i n o f l i c i e n t Mciiiph i s e-oniie d utn, i t ;;.-.;es. ' ; " , .-.ou i d •; i m i l : 

(-.mtly reduce the b e n e f i t s a f f o r d e d Enterqy by tht? iiNl'd-' 

r V 

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX ., 
X IXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXX. 

To put the added c i r c u i t y t h a t UP's proposed .imoiidnient d 
-. . ' w'uM onise i n p e r s p e c t i v e , note t h a t , a c c o r d i n g t o the 
j. . ; : • d :! in :y I ; : 1 r I I ; 1 o." ( 1 988 • :• o ' o kansas, 
BNot's proposed r o u t i n g would have i t s louvioi :: i i i e ' t r a v e l a 
t o t a l of 157 m i l e s over UP from Jonesboro t o the White B l u f f 
turncHJt, and l i . ' ' '̂  empty d i r e c t i o n from the t u r n o u t t 
H.-v, , : r a gia n ; ' • r l of 301 m i l e s . I f f o r c e d ' ' -^mply .-. . t t i 
•'1 ' ; ; osed rest i : • ions, however, the d i s t a n c e : lonesboro 

I ' o : e'd . . . 
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The Board i s , of c^ourse, not a c o u r t o f law charged 

w i t h enforcement of c:c:)ntracts or punishment of tfiose who v i o l a t e 

c o n t r a c t s . Nevertne l e s s , the Board has committed i t s e l f d'.ring 

•l.e; o v e r s i g h t process t o r e v i e w i n g " v i g i 1 ant ( l y ] " the implemento-

"-Ln of t h e BNSF Set t l e m e n t Agreemert, and t o Laking a l l appro­

p r i a t e a c t i o n s t o remedy any d i s p u t e t h a t "threat.ens t o impede 

th.e a b i l i t y o f BNSF t o p r o v i d e c o m p e t i t i v e s e r v i c e " under t h e 

Agreement . UP/SP Ovensiqht D e c i s i o n No. 10, s ' : r t \ } , 2 S.l.B. at 

Knte-qy r e s p e c t f u l l y submits that th.e Board sh o u l d 

avoid bec:ominq an u n w i t t i n g partner in 'Ii''s underminmq ot 

se t t l e m e n t w i t h Enterqy ; , an c t i o n i n c j UP's proposed chanoe 

- ) . For t h i s ro,i:;(Mi, a:; wcdl o: t o t l i e •. •.'. i . 

above, t t i e Board should r e j e c t UP';̂  .ittempt t o cdimin.it.o PNSi-"';. 

i n t e r m e d i a t e e x i t and e n t r y r i c j h t s .it Jonesboro and Hoxie. 

WHFRFF'ORF, t-ntc-rqy r e s p e c t f u l l y requests th.U the Board 

leiiicjnt Agreeim?nt , t o o n t e r anci cox 11 lU' t rackage at Jonesboro 

a. I !i o.;ie, tnd (2) r e j e c t OP's proposal t o d e l e t e the p r o v i s i o n ; ^ 

: ' • t h a t g i v e BNSF t h a t r i g h t . 

: • : nue ]\ 
t u r n c 0 t o 214, wl, o -o ; • o, • i rom t h e 

u*. t o Hcj.xio w I . . . i n c r e a s e to o tor a J i a n d t o t a l o f 46''' 
; and an aoareqa te inc:rease ot .•• m i l e s , or 55° o f the BNSF-
• m.ileag' t o •• p o r t i o n of the movement. 
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1224 17'̂ ' S t r e e t NW 
Washington, DC 200 36 

By: O.H. Storey 
Deputy General Counsel 
Entergy Services, Inc. 
M a i l Unit A-TCBY-30H 
425 West C a p i t o l 
L i t t l e Rock, AR /2201 

C. Mic-haol L o f t u 
Donald G. Avery 
Peter A. Pfohl 
1224 Seventeent 
Washington, DC 2 

Dated: August 17, 2001 (202) M7 /170 
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C e r t i f i c a t e o f • v i c e 

1 hereby c e r t i f y t h a t I have t h i s 17"'' day of Auqust, 

2001, caused copies of t h e f o r e q o i n g document t o be served upon 

counsel f o r Union P a c i f i c R a i l r o a d Company, and reda c t e d copi es 

t o be served upon a l l o t h e r p ? r t i e s of r e c o r d i n Finance Docket 

No. 32760 (Sub-No. 2 1 ) , by f i r s t c l a s s U n i t e d Spates m.a i 1 , m 

accord.mce w i t h the Board's Rules of P r a c t i c e . 
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• W I L I I A M L . S L O V E R 

C. M I C : H \ E L lOFTlTS 

D O N A L D <). A V K R Y 

J O H N H . SKITH 

K E L V I N J . D O W D 

R O B E R T D . ROSEN-HERO 

C H R I S T O P H E R A . M1LJ,S 

F R A N K J . P E R O O L L Z Z I 

A N - J R E W B . K O L E S A R I I I 

P E T E R A . P F O H L 

D A N I E L M . J A F F K 

S I OVER & L O F T U S 
AT-rOR.SF.YS AT LAW 

i a a 4 S E V F N T E E N T H S T H E E T , N . W. 

W A M I I S C I T O N . O . I ' . J 0 0 3 f l - H 0 0 , T 

August 17, ̂ 0 01 

BY HAND DELIVERY 

Honorable Vernon A. Williams 
Secretary-
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, 
Washington, DC 

Re : 

N. W. , 
20423 

Room 
0001 

711 

/ 

TELEPHONE: 

(aOC) CiA7-7lTO 

F \ X : 
(BOB) 3 4 7 - 3 0 1 0 

WRITER'S E-MAIL: 

Finance Dccket No. 32760, Union 
Corporation, e t . a l . Control 
Southern P a c i f i c Transportation 
Company et. a l . and Finance Docket 
(Sub No. 21) - Oversight 

Paci f i c 
and Merger 

No. 32760 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

Enclosed f o r f i l i n g i n the above-referenced case pleaee 
f i n d an o r i g i n a l and twenty-five (25) copies of Comments of City 
Public Service Board of San Antonio, Texas On The Restated aud 
Amended BNSF Settlement Agreement(CPSB-15). 

Also enclosed i s a d i s k e t t e containing the f i l i n g i n 
Word Perfect format. Please date stamp the extra copy of t h i s 
f i l i n g and r e t u r n i t to our messenger. 

Thank you f o r your a t t e n t i o n t o t h i s n a t t e r . 

Respe^ct f ulfly subrnitted, 

7/L i f 

in H. LeSeur 
An Attorney f o r C i t y Public 
Service Board of San Antonio, 
Texas 

JHLrcef 
Enclosures 

ENTERED 
omce ot tho Socrolary 

AUG 1 7 2001 
Part of 

Public Rtcord 
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CPSB-15 

BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPOFTATION BOARD 

UNION PACIFIC CORPORATION, UNION 
PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, AND 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY 
-- CONTROL AND MERGER SOUTHERN 
PACIFIC P^IL CORPORATION, SOUTHERN 
PACIFIC TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY 
COMPANY, SPCSL CORP., AND THE 
DENVE:^ -AND RIO GRANDE WESTERN 
RAILROAD COMPANY 

Finance Docket No. 32760 - Z6SlC>0 
and Finance Docket 
No. 32760 (Sub-Nc - - 203H^\ 
O v e r s i g h t 

4y k 

COMMENTS OF THE 
CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BcARD 

OF SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS ON THE 
RESTATED AND AMENDED 

BNSF SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

n 

ENTrHED 
Off ice of the Secretary 

AUG 1 7 2001 
Part ot 

Public Record 
CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD 
OF SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 
P.O. Box 1771 
San Ant o n i o , Texas 782 96 

OF COUNSEL: 

Slover Sc L o f t u s 
1224 Seventeenth S t r e e t , N.W, 
Washington, D.C 20036 

Dated: August 17, 2001 

By: W i l l i a m L. Sl o v e r 
John H. LeSeur 
Peter A. P f o h l 
S l o v e r & L o f t u s 
1224 Seventeenth S t r e e t , N 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

W. 

A t t o r n e y s f o r C i t y P u b l i c 
S e r v i c e Board o f San Ant o n i o 



CPSB-15 

BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

UNION PACIFIC CORPORATION, UNION 
PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, AND 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY 
-- CONTROL AND MERGER -- SOUTHERN 
PACIFIC RAIL CORPORATION, SOUTHERN 
PACIFIC TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY 
COMPANY, SPCSL CORP., .\ND THE 
DENVER AND RIO GRANDE WESTERN 
RAILROAD COMPANY 

Finance Docket No. 32760 
and Finance Docket 
No. 32760 (Sub.No. 21) -• 
O v e r s i g h t 

COMMENTS OF THE 
CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD 
OF SAN ANTONIO ON THE 
RESTATED AND AMENDED 

BNSF SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

C i t y P u b l i c S e r v i c e Board o f San A n t o n i o , Texas 

("CPSB") p r e s e n t s the f c x l o w i n g Comments on the d r a f t "Restated 

and Amended BNSF Se t t l e m e n t " ("BNSF Agreement" o r "Agreement") 

s u b m i t t e d by B u r l i n g t o n N o r t h e r n and Sante Fe Railway Company 

("BNSF") and Union P a c i f i c R a i l r o a d Company ("UP") t o t h e Board 

on J u l y 25, 2001. 

I n D e c i s i o n No. 44, the Board imposed c o n d i t i o n s 

r e l a t i n g t o t r a n s p o r t a t i o n s e r v i c e f o r C i t y P u b l i c S e r v i c e Board 

of San A n t o n i o , Texas (the "CPSB C o n d i t i o n s " ) . See 1 S.T.B. 233, 

469-71 (1996). The STB or d e r e d CPSB, BNSF and UP t o j o i n t l y 

n e g o t i a t e and submit t o the Board agreed-upon terms r e s p e c t i n g 

i m p l e m e n t a t i o n of the CPSB C o n d i t i o n s . I d . at 54 8. 



UP and CPSB pr e s e n t e d agreed-upon terms implementing 

the CPSB C o n d i t i o n s on August 23, 1996 (UF/SP-273/CPSB-9;. BNSF 

concurred m these agreed upon terms w i t h one e x c e p t i o n r e l a t i n g 

t o c e r t a i n UP-imposed s e r v i c e r e s t r i c t i o n s on a l i n e o f t r a c k 

c a l l e d "Track No. 2." See D e c i s i o n No. 52, 1 S.T.B. 623, 627 

(1996) . 

On September 10, 1996, th e Board i s s u e d the f o l l o w i n g 

o r d e r concerning the CPSB C o n d i t i o n s : 

2. BNSF i s d i r e c t e d t o accept 
the UP/SP-273 amendments agreed t o 
by UP/SP and CPSB. Such acceptance 
w i l l be w i t h o u t p r e j u d i c e t o BNSF's 
r i g h t t o c o n t i n u e t o o b j e c t t o t h e 
Track No. 2 f a c i l i t i e s r e G t r i c t i o n . 

3. UP/SP, CPSB, and BNSF may 
at any time v a r y , upon agreement o f 
a l l t h r e e p a r t i e s , the UP/SP-273 
amendments agreed t o by UP/SP and 
CPSB. 

4. Except i n s o f a r as UP/SP, 
CPSB, and BNSF m u t u a l l y agree 
o t h e r w i s e , t h e CPSB c o n d i t i o n s 
imposed i n D e c i s i o n No. 44 and 
r e f l e c t e d i n the UP/SP-273 
amendments agreed t o by UP/SP and 
CPSB w i l l become e f f e c t i v e on 
September 11, 1996. 

I d . a t 629-30. 

The Board subsequently r e s o l v e d the o u t s t a n d i n g Tr ck 2 

issue i n i t s D e c i s i o n No. 61, served on November 20, 1996. I n 

t h i s D e c i s i o n the Board a l s o requested UP, BNSF and CPSB t o "make 

conforming agreements" t o th e BNSF Agreement. Df>cision No. 61 

s t a t e s i n p e r t i n e n t p a r t : 

- 2 -



I n D e c i s i o n No. 52, we 
d i r e c t e d BNSF t o accept, pending 
our review of the UP/SP-275 
p e t i t i o n , the Track No. 2 
f a c i l i t i e s r e s t r i c t i o n agreed t o by 
UP/SP and CPSB. See D e c i s i o n No. 
52, s l i p op. a t 5. The a c t i o n we 
are t a k i n g today e f f e c t i v e l y 
n u l l i f i e s t h i s f a c i l i t i e s 
r e s t r i c t i o n . Vie t h e r e f o r e 
a n t i c i p a t e t h a t t h e r e l e v a n t 
p a r t i e s (UP/SP, BNSF, and CPSB) 
w i l l make conforming amiendments t o 
the BNSF agreement .... 

I d . at rheet 11 n. 34. 

Fo l l o w i n g t h e issuance o f D e c i s i o n No. 61, UP, BNSF and 

CPSB f i l e d a " J o i n t Submission o f the P a r t i e s Concerning the CPSB 

Co i i G i t i o n . " (UP/3P-321/CPSB-14/BNSF-83, Sept. 15, 1997). There, 

UP, BNSF and CPSB informed the Board t h a t t hey had agreed on a l l 

terms implementing t he San An t o n i o C o n d i t i o n s . The J o i n t 

Submission stated in pertinent part: f 

On J u l y 1, 1997, UP s u b m i t t e d an 
amended and r e s t a t e d v e r s i o n o f t l i e 
BNSF Agreement. Although UP and 
BNSF a--e s t i l l a t t e m p t i n g t o 
r e s o l v e c e r t a i n disagreements, UP, 
BNSF and CPSB have agreed on t h e 
amendments designed t o conform t h a t 
Agreement, i n s o f a r as i t a p p l i e s t o 
the CPSB C o n d i t i o n , t o D e c i s i o n 
Nos. 52 and 61, which amendments 
are r e f l e c t e d i n the J u l y 1 f i l i n g . 

I d . a t sheet 3. 

On J u l y 25, 2001, BNSF and UP s u b m i t t e d a r e v i s e d d r a f t 

of the BNSF Agreement. That v e r s i o n of the Agreement does not 

conform t o the p r i o r agreement between CPSB, BNSF and UP. The 

- 3 



agreement between CPSB, BNSF and UP contained s p e c i f i c language 

amending the BNSF Agreement. Omitted from the July 25 version of 

t h i s Agreement i s (1) language concerning CPSB's use of i t s owri 

trackage r i g h t s , (2) language making CPSB's Elmendorf, Texas 

f a c i l i t y a covered E x h i b i t A poi n t , and (3) language including 

"SP's i i n e i n San Antonio between SP Tower 105 and SP Junction 

(Tower 112)" as a covered trackage r i g h t s l i n e . ^ 

On August 14, 2001 counsel f o r CPSB wrote to counsel 

f o r UP and BNSF concerning the f a i l u r e of the July 25, 2001 BNSF 

Agreement d r a f t to conform to the agreed upon terms implementing 

the CPSB Conditions. Following receipt of t h i s l e t t e r counsel 

f o r BNSF and UP promptly contacted each other. Counsel f o r BNSF 

and Uf- then reported to counsel f o r CPSB that BNSF and UP had 

inad v e r t e n t l y f a i l e d to c o r r e c t l y memorialize the CPSB Conditions 

i n the July 25, 2001 Agreement d r a f t . Counsel f o r BNSF and UP 

have also advised counsel f o r CPSB that UP and BNSF w i l l correct 

t h i s d r a f t i n g oversight. 

CPSB reserves the r i g h t t o seek proper memorialization 

and enforcement of the CPSB Conditions should i t become necessary 

to do so. 

BNSF and UP have no a u t h o r i t y t o amend or revise the lan­
guage BNSF, UP and CPSB have agreed upon t o implement the CPSB 
Conditions without CPSB's p r i o r consent. See. e.g.. Decision No, 
52, 1 S.T.B. at 630. 

4 -



Respectfully submitted, 

CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD 
CF SAN ANTONIO 
P.O. Box 1771 
San Antonio, Texas 78296 

OF COUNSEL: By: William L. Slover , j 
John H . LeSeur (^epLM^ 
Peter A. Pfohl 

Slover Sc Loftus Slover & Loftus 
1224 Seventeenth Street, N.W. 1224 Seventeenth Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 Washington, D.C. 20036 

Attorneys f o r C i t y Public 
Dated: August 17, 2001 Service Board of San Antonio 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby c e r t i f y that on t h i s 17th day of August, 2001 

copies of the Comments of City P-ublic Service Board of San 

Antonio, Texas on the Restated a.nd Amended BNSF Settlement 

Agreement were served on counsel f o r Applicants and counsel f o r 

BNSF v i a hand Delivery and on a l l other p a r t i e s of r-^cord by 

postage prepaid f i r s t class mail. 
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BEFOKPIMF 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARI) 

ACC-1 

Finance Docket No. 32760 zos\sn 

UNION PAtTl IC CORPORA HON. I'NION PACIFIC" R.-vIl ROAD COMPANY 
.\ND MISSOURI P.ACIFIC RAII.RC:)AD COMPANV 

- CX)NTROI. AND MFRCibR 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAIL CORPORATION, SOUUIERN PACIFIC 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY", ST I.OIUS SOU T HWl S l l-RN RAM.WAV-

COMPANY. SPCSL CORP AND I HE DENVER A M ) 
RIO GRANDE W I S l ERN RAU ROAD COMPANY 

l-iiiaiK-c Docket No. 32760 (Sub-No. 21) 20-5 \ 5 8 

UNION PAC IFIC CORPORA I ION. UNION PACH K RAII ROAD COMPANY 
AND MISSOl Rl PACII IC RAII K()AD (OMPANY' 

CON I ROI AND M|-R(il R 

SOU n i l RN PACIFIC R A I : C O R P O R A HON. SOU n i l RN PAt II IC 
TRANSPOR I A I ION C()MPANN'. S 1. LOUIS SOU 1 IIW ES 11 RN RAILWAV 

(OMPANY, SPCSL CORP AND HIE DENVI R AND 
RIOCJRANDE W I S H UN RAII ROAD COMPANY Orilc. CMT« w . . , , r > 

(OVERSKill I ) AUG 1 7 m-\ 

A,\ l l RR AN C lli-MIS I RN COI NC 11 S COMMI N IS 
RECiARDIMi UNRl SOL VED I.SSUES RELATlNCi TO 

THE RESTATED AND AM EN I )I D BNSF SE I TEiiMEN 1' A ^ m i M ^ N T 

Hart Ol 
Public X«corc 

l lioina.s E Schick, \ 
.Aniencan CTiemistry Council 
Comniomveallh l ower 
1300 Wilson Boulevard 
Arlinglon, VA 2J2<)*> 
(703)̂ 741-.S172 

lolin I . Obcriloricr. I sq. 
Sci^tt N. Stone. I sq 
Patton Bogus Ll P 
2S5() M Street. NW 
W ashington, DC 20037 
(202)457-6335 

Couii.scl ior American Ciieniistr\ Council 
Auuiist 17, 2(t01 



3EFORE THE 
SURFACE i \NSPORTATION BOARD 

Finance Docket No 32760 

UNION P.ACIFIC C ORPORATION. UNIC^N PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANV 
A N D MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD C O M P A N \ ' 

- CONTROL AND MI RGER 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAIL CORPORATION, SOUTHERN PACIFIC 
TRANSPORTAHON COMPANY. ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RAIIAVAY 

C m i P A N Y . SPCSI, CORP AND THE DENVER AND 
RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAU ROAD COMPANY 

Finance Dockei No. 32760 (Sub-No 21) 

UNION PACIFIC CORPORATION, UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANV 
A N D MISSOURI PAC IFIC RAII ROAD COMPANY 

- C ON I ROI. AND MI RGER 

SOI ' IHERN PACTFIC RAIL CORPORA I ION, SOU I HERN PACIMC 
1 RANSPOR 1 A l ION ( O M P A N Y , SI LOUIS S O U I H W E S H RN RAILWAY 

COMPANV, SPCSI. (ORP. AND I HI Dl NVI R AND 
RIOGRANUI- WE.S I ERN RAII ROAD ( O M P A N V 

( 0 \ 1 R S K i H D 

AMERICAN ( H I M I S I RY COUNCIL'S COMMEIN FS 
Rl ( iARI ) IN ( i UNRl SOI VI I) ISSUFS Rl I.A I lNG I O 

l U E RES I A I ED AND A M I NDEI) BNSF SI I I EE MEN I AGREEM.-NT 

riie American Chemistry Council' (' tlie CoutK ir") respectfully comnients on the four 

issues lel\ unresolved in the negotiations between the VV and BNSF regarding the restated and 

' The American Chemisliy Council represents the leading companies engaged in the 
business of chcmisti7. Council members apply the science of chemistry lo make innovative 
products and serv ices tl at make people's lives better, healthier and .safer. The Council is 
committed to m prov ed en\ ironmental, health and safety performance turoiigli Responsible 
Care« , comnioii sense advocacy desigtietl lo address ma|or public policy issues, and liealtli and 
aw ironmental tesearcli and product testing. Ihe business of chemistry is a S460 billion a year 



amended BNSF settlement agreemeni. The lour issues are: (1) the definition of "tuo-to-one " 

pomts, (2) the definitions of "exisling transload facilities" and "nevv transload facilities," (3) the 

scope of BNSF track, ge nghts, ' and (4) BNSF 's proposal lo require UP lo sell unused team 

tracks to BNSF In addition, the Council comments on w hether an audit should be performed to 

ensure that the irackaj-e nghts fees BNSF is paying lo I P are in accordance with the agreenient. 

FmalK, the Council suggests thai the Board elanfy that it w ill continue to entertain petitions to 

interpret or eniorce the restated BNSF agreement and the other conditions imposed in ' P SP 

merger to preserve conipclition 

A. De ll 11111 o I Li>Ll wo tv> One Points 

BNSl piopi>ses language tlefining two-to-oiie points to be. 

All geographic loc.itions (as deliiied In (> digit Standard Pomt I.n )ii Codes 
( "SPICs")) served in .my manner bv both UP .md SP iK-lore uie nierger, 
regardless of how long belore the nierger shippers m.iv have availed themselves 
ol lhat service, and regardless ofwhelhci any shifiper .it such loc.ilioti was open lo 
or served bv both I P .uul SP pre merger. 

BNSl -'>3 at } BNSl- .irgues lli.il this delmilioii is iie«. esN.uv lo e.ipluie. and periiiit BNSl to 

leplieale. .ill ol Ilu- aetu.il .uul poleiiti.il eompetilion between ( P and SP piioi lo ihe meiger 1 or 

ev.miple, BNSl- points out liuit I P .md SP iii some iii.slaiiees eompeleil liuoiiizh e.MsIiiig 

Iransload f.ieili'ies on either 1 P oi SP that gave shippers pliysiv.illy li>ea!ed on v>iic ofthe two 

lines a clu>ice to use the sect)i< I c uner. 

enteq-trise and a key element ofthe nation's economy It is the i .ition's largest expi>rter, 
aceoimting for 10 cents out (̂ f eveiv dollar in I S exports CliemistP' companies invest more in 
reseatvli and developcieiit than anv other business sectiir The Council was, prior to .lune 12, 
2000, know 11 IS the ( hemical Manufacturers Associ. 'ion ("CMA") 

I he Council comments on the waek.ige rights between Memnliis .md Vallcv .IuiKlu>n, Illinois 
ami between Bald Knob .uul 1 air Oaks. Aikansas. hut takes no position on the issue of trackage 
rights between 1 has .lud Stockton ni C.IIIKIMU.I 



I P opposes the proposed definition because il claims that the Board rejected ihe use of 

SPLCs to define two-to-one points. The I P argues that the Board, rather than define two-to-one 

points, decided to impose as conditions the various provisions ofthe BNSF settlement 

agreement, as supplemented by the CMA agreement and further expanded by the Board. 

Ihe Council respectfully disagrees with the UP's position. Although the Board declint\l 

to define Ivvo-to-one points in its decision, the question remains how two-to-one points should be 

defined for purpo.ses ofthe BNSF and CMA agreements, which arc now, together with 

subsequent revisions and elanfications, being recodifietl into a single amended ami restated 

BNSF settlement agreement. The Council submits that BNSF 's proposeil definition is m 

acciMdance vvith the overall logic ofthe settlement .igreemeiits to preserve all lorms ol 

competition .it Iwo-to-one points, and with tbe specific iiiteiilion expressed by UP dunng the 

Bo.iul's review ot the merger .\s BNSF sets out in detail (BNSI--')^ at ()-8), UP witnesses 

Peterson aiul Reben.sdorf made it clear tbat I 'P w.is going to define tvvo-to-onc points very 

bro.ullv. 111 a maimer that wouUl not stop with the Ocligil SPI Cs at winch oue or more shippers 

W.IS open to both ( P and SP -Ns BNSF points out (BNSF al ii 4). the inclusion of Reno, 

Nevaila as a two-tii-oiie point oi\ l.v.ubit .\ to the BNSF settlement agreement evidences HP's 

contractual intent, because no shipper at Ren«i was actually served bv or open lo both I P .uul SP 

before the merger. 

In sum, the Council supports BNSF's position mi tho definition of 2-to-l points. 

B. Definitions (>f "i:xislintf I ransload Facilities ' and "Nevv Transload FacihUe^" 

The issue of BNSI-" access to transload facilities is one on which (be Boaril has playeil an 

active role fhe Board expanded the origin.il ( NTA agreement by penniltmg BNSF to serve new 



transload facilities (including BNSF-owncd traiisioad tacililies) on UP and fonner SP lines over 

which BNSF received tnickage rights. Decision No 44 (served August 12, 1')%), slip op. al 

145-46. Subsequently, in Decision No. 86 relating to the new facility constructed by Four Star 

Sugar Co.. the Board clarified ihi.. the nevv facilities open to BNSF included facilities IcKated on 

a spur, indusinal track or yard served by a line over which BNSF obtained trackage nghts m the 

inerger Decision No S6 (decided . l u l y U J W ) , slip op. al 4. 

1. Existing Transload Facilities 

BNSF proposes that existing tr.irisload facililies be ilcfined as set out in BNSl- 's and ('P's 

loint Submission, I 'P SP-3S6, BNSI -*)2, at S 6 UP takes the position that no definition of 

existing transload faeiiities is necessary. 

BNSF's definition vvould make clear lhat the existing Iransload facilities to which BNSF 

has access at 2-to-l pomts would include private transload I'acilities ni.iiiit..meil lor the exclusive 

benefit ofa single company BNSl- argues that such faei'ities created actual or potential 

competitio. pre-merger, and that those coinpetitive benelits should be preserved posi-meiger. 

BN.SF-'>^ .ll 10 I P responds that defining exi.sling transload facilities is unneeessaiv because 

"the parties h.ive identified all such f. cilities " UP SP-3S7 at 21 

I he ( ouncil agrees \> uh BNSl- tli.il incluilmg pnv ate transload facilities in the definition 

ol existing transload lacilities is consistent with the original mtenlioii ofthe parties and the 

Board to preserve all forms of competition betv\een i 'P and SP that existeil pre-merger, 

l uitheinioie, contrary to U'P's position, UP ami BNSF have not identified and jointly agreed on 

all such points BNSl- specificallv pi>ints lo Ihc RDS facility al Tracy, Califoniia as a transload 

facility VU which UP and BNSF have not agieed .See BNSF 93 at .S, fn. 7 and *>, fn S There 

mav be iither ca.ses m which existim-, tratisloail facilities are hereafter iliscovered In HNSF. 



Therefore, it would be helpful to clarify the definition of existing transload facilities to govern 

current and future disputes on this issue. 

In sum, the Council believes that "exisiing transload facilities" should be defined as 

suggested by BNSF or, altematively, that the Board should elanfy lhat existing transload 

facilities include both public and private facilities. 

2. New Transload Facilities 

UP and BNSF propo.se alternative definitions of • new transload facilities" lo be included 

in ihc amended and restated agreement. Sye I P SP >S6. BNSF-')2 at 6-7 I he BNSl- definition 

would UICKK!. both public transload facilities and transload facilities dedicated to the use ofa 

single shipper'receivei. I he I P defimtioii would elleelivelv exeliule private translo.id lacilities 

from th( definitioii, because it would exclude facilities handling products in which the owner of 

the transload facility h.is an ownership mterest Both delimt;ons would .idopt the key elements 

of Decision No. 75 in which the Board noted tli.it .in eligible new transload facility vvould be 

ones that entailed at least some new constructio'i, as well as operating costs above and beyond 

the costs lli.it would be iiieiirred m pKnuling direct rail service. 

I or the rea.soiis previously slated, the ( ouiieil believes that the BN.Sl- definition, which 

would include private transloail facilities as well .is public, belter letleils the intention ofthe 

parties and the Board to replicate all .ictu.il and poteiiti.il competition tiuit existed hetween I P 

and SP pre inerger Contrarv to I 'P's position, the F̂ oard has not ru! \1 that pnvate transload 

facilities are outside ofthe dclinilion of new racililies to winch BNSl- lias access on its trackage 

rights line. Rather, t!ie Board ruled in Decision No 61 (slip op. at '') that the new facilities 

condition should be read literally lo include translo.ul facilities. I lieie is no reason al this hue 

ilate to engraft upiMi the new facilities coiulition an exclusion of pnvate transload facilities. 



C. Scope of BNSF Trackat;e Rights 

UP and BNSF dis agree on whether BNSF's rights Ui use* the UP/SP lines between 

.Memphis and Valley lunction, IE (St. Louis) and between Bald Knob and Fair Oaks, AR should 

be limited to overhead trackage rights. UP argue . that the original intent ofthe CMA .Agreement 

was solely to enhance BNSI's trackage rights in the corndor between Texas and Louisiaita on 

the south and Memphis and Sl. Louis on the north. For that rea.son, UP argues, the trackage 

nghts on iho.se segments were intended to be overhead nghts only. BNSF argues that the Board 

has already rejected the position that these trackage rights are limited to overhead traffic. 

I he C ouncil agrees vvilh BNSF In Decision No. 61 (at I I) the Board clarified thai the 

new facilities coiidi'ion wrruld apply to these tr.u kage rights Imes In other w( rds, the Board 

clanfieil that BNSF had access to traf fic originating and ienninating on these lines, and vvas not 

liimt--d to using the lines tor the movement of overhead trattic originating and terminating m 

Texas .md I ouisi.in.i 

1 he Boaid's i.itioiiale w.is lhat Ihe compeliiiv e condilions imposed iii the I P .SI' nierger 

were designed botli to pennit BNSl- lo re<.ti(v the loss of ( ompelition on p.triu ul.ir hues, .md .ilso 

ti> enable BNSl- Ut achieve suflicieiil densities of tialfic on its trackage rights lines to be 

co"<pcti!ive Decision Ni> M ,il I I I or the s.ime rea.son. the Council supports BNSF's position 

that It should h.ive the llcxibihty to use the lines between Memphis and Valley Junction, II and 

betvveen Bald Knob .nul Fair ()aks. AR for traffic originating and terminating at points other ihan 

111 lex.isaiid l,ouisiana. 



D. RN'SF Proposal to Require UP to S*;!! Unused Team Tracks 

BNSF acknow ledges that nothing in the original BNSF settlement agreement addressed 

the issue of replicating pre-merger competition between UP and SP that may have occurred by 

shippers' use of team tracks. Nonetheless, BNSF argues that such competition exist-jd, and that 

us proposal to require UP to offer lo sell unused leam tracks to BNSF vvould preserv e at least 

some of that competition BNSF argues that it is difficult to replicate such competition ihrough 

building lis ovvn leam tracks because ofthe difficulty of obtaining I approval tor the 

construction and operation of such tracks. 

UP takes the position that the team track proposa' ( I ) would amount to creating a new 

conlr;̂  -Uial provision r.ither than restating existing provisions, (2) WvUikl constitute an intrusion 

mto I P's nght to own and operate its system, (3) would be liilficull to implement because many 

tr.icks are u.sed temporanly as team tr;.cks and (4) is contrary to the provision ofthe BNSF 

setllement agreemeni that rcvi.iires BNSl- to construct Us ovvn rail-owned facilities unless UP 

consented to piov ide them In .iddUion, I P argues that BNSF is free lo construct its own team 

tracks along UP SP lines: 

BNSl- ilocs nol need I P's fo'iuer te.mi Ii.ieks in order to compete, l eaiii tr.u ks are 
inexpensive io construct I hey rcipiire onlv a switch, .i sm.ill .iie.i ot '..nul, .iii-.l a slu>rt 
.segment of li.iek 

UP/SP-387 at 

fhe Council shares UP's view that i^NSI 's team traek proposal would venture mto au 

area not specifically addres.sed by the BNSF ( M A settlement agreements In addition, for the 

reasons stated ny I 'P. it would be difficult and mtnisive to implement. Signilicaiitly, however, 

UP acknowledges in the passage qiu)ted ab<ne that BNSF has the ability to construct team tracks 

alonu UP SP lines The Council believes that, due lo BNSF's expressed cone.ni about delays m 



obtaining UP approvals in connection with team track construction, the Board should clarify that 

UP must work cooperatively with BNSF to enable BNSF to construct team tracks and ancillary 

facililies, including loading facilities and necessaty connections w ith UP/SP tracks. 

E. Audit of I rackage Rights Fees 

BNSl- has raised the issue of vvhether UP has correctly adjusted the trackage rights fee 

charged lo BNSF for iiie use of UP's tracks. Syy BNSF-PR-20. Accurate calculation of this fee 

IS important to ensurmg that BNSF can compete on an equal footing with UP over the trackage 

nghts lines. 

In the event v' 1 BNSl and I P are unable lo resolve their current dispute over the 

adjustment ofthe trackage rights fee, the Coimeil will consider invoking its nghts under the 

CMA agreement to r-equest .m aiulii of the aiiiustment cileul.itions l lie Council respectfullv 

rei|;iests ih.il the Board reaffirm the continuation ofthe Council s audit nght under the Restated 

ami .Amended BNSl- Seltlemeni .Agreement 

F. Continuation of Jurisdiction to Re.solve Dispi|i.>s j^wl 

1 iiforee ("onii)eJ|liye_C oiuliiions 

I he Council concurs with BNSF's request (BNSF-PR 20 at 120) that the Bo.ud continue 

Its (ucrsight proceeding until pendmg issues are resolved 

In adihtion. because issues of inlerprelation w ill uiidoiibtedly arise in the fiiture w ith 

respect U> the restated BNSF settlement agreement and the other conditions imposed by llie 

Biiard to preserve competition, the Board should elanfy that, even after the fimnal oversight 

period ends, it will continue to entertain petitions to resolve disputes that the interested parties 

h.ive been uii.ible to resolve to inteijiret or enforce the merger conditions. 



Conclusion 

For the reasons stated above, the Board should (1) adopt BNSl- 's proposed defiralions of 

2-10-I points, (2) adopt BNSF's proposed definitions of exisling and nevv transload facilities, (3) 

clarify that BNSF's use ofthe irackage nghts lines between Memphis, f N and Valley Junction, 

II . and between Bald Knob and f air Oaks, ,AR is not reslncted lo overhead traffic onginating or 

Ienninating in Louisiana or lexas, (4) clarify that U'P must cooperate with BNSF in instances in 

which BNSF notifies UP of its desire lo construct team tracks along a I 'P or fiinner SP line, (5) 

elanfy lhat ihe righl ofthe Council to audit the adjustment calculations ofthe trackage rights fee 

charged by UP lo BNSl- will eontiiuie under the restated BNSl seltlemeni agreemeiit ami (<>) 

clarify that the Boanl will continue to entertain petitions to interpret or eniorce the restatetl 

BNSF agreement or the other ci>mlitioiis imposed ui ihe I P SP merger lo preserve eompetilion 

Respectfully submitted 

1 hoiii.is I- Schick, Fsq 
.American Chemistrv Coimcil 
('ommoiiw ealth litvv er 

I 300 VSii.son Boulev .ird 
Arlington, VA 2220*) 
("̂ 03) 741 5172 

lolm 1 ()beidoi lei. I sq 
Siolt N Stone, Esq. 
Patton Boggs LI P 
2550 M Streel. NW 
Washington. DC 20037 
(202) 4S7-6V^5 

Couii.sel for American Chemistrv Council 

August 17, 2001 



CERTIFICATE OF SERV ICE 

This is to certify that I have, this 17tl , ly of August, 2(K>I. caused copies of the 

foregoing commenls to be serv ed by hand upon counsel for UP and BNSF and upon all olher 

parties of record by first class mail. 

Scoti N. Stone 
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Transportation 

Office o' tne Secretary 
ot Transportotion 

GENEHAl COU'NJSEL •»00 Seveniri St. SW 
Wasnington D C 20590 

AuiZiist 17, 2001 

\'emon .A. Williams, Secretary 
Surface rransporlation Board 
Suite 700 
P)25 K Street. N \̂  
Washington. DC. 2n42'5 'M)(i| 

Re l-in, Dkl. No. 327()() (Sub-No. 21) 

De.n Secretarv Wiliuims: 

Enclosed herewiih .ire the origina! .iiui Iw enlv - fiv e copies ofthe liiilial Comments ol'lhe 
l 'nited Suites I)e|Kirtiiieiil of I r.msporlatioii in the aiH>ve-iefereiieed pioceeuing. .Also 
enclosed is a 3-1 2 inch disk coniaining .i version i>f this lioeumeni s.ivi^l in 
WordPerfect. We also have included an additional copy of the Department s coninieiiis 
for d.ile st.miping. 

Smccielv, 

I iielosures 

cc. Panics of Record 

Dale C Amliews 
Deputv .Assistant (ieneral Ceiuiisel 

for 1 iimation 
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OrtJca of tii» Secretary 
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BFFORF THF 
SURFACE IRANSPCJR r A HON BOARD 

vvAsinrcTON, D.C. 
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Union Pacific Corp.. Union Pacific Railroad Co. 
and Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. 
- - Control and Merger - - Southern Pacific 
Railroad Corp.. Southem Pacific I ransportation 
Co., Sl. Louis Southwestern Railway Co., 

."CSL Corp . and the Denver & Rio Cirande 
Westem Railroad Companv (OVE.RSICij IT) 

DOT-6 

.D. No. 32760 (Sub-No. 21) 

I M I IAL ( O M M F M S OE LIIF 
I M 1 ED SI A I KS DKFAR I M F M OE I RANSPOR I VI ION 

Introduction 

The Surface 'transportation Boi'rd ("STB" or "Board") instituted this proceeding 

to implement the oversight condition it imposed in I inance Dockei No. 32700, the 

merger ofthe Union Pacific ("I 'P") and the Souihem Pacific O'SP ') railroads 

(collectively. "UP SP"). Decision No. 1. sen -d May 7. |9*)7 ("Decision") In this 

proceeding the Board annually has sought iii|nit on the effects ofthe meig.er. on thc 

ctfectiveness ofthe conditions used lo address the transaction's competitive hanns, and 

on olher matters. Id, at 2. Ihe most >mportant ofthese conditions vvas the award of 

irackage nghts lo the Burhngton Northem and Santa I e Railway Co ("BNSF") to enable 

it to replace the conipclition previously provided by SP 

The United Stales Department of Transportation ("DOT" or "Department") has 

participated in each year of this proceeding. DOT-I (filed August I , 1997); DOI 2 (filed 

Augi..* 20, 1997); DOT-3 (filed Sepiember 1. 1998); DOT-4 (filed August lo. 1999); 

DO 1-5 (filed Sepiember 5, 2000). Following our traditional approach at ihis stage ofthe 

annual oversight proceeding, where the only content of ihe record thus far has been 



produced b; IIP SP and BNSF. DOT vvill fbr now remain neutral. APer we have 

rev iewed the submissions of other parties, DOT w ill offer is views on the merits. Ihe 

Departmeni aiso notes that, whatev er the fully dev eloped record eventually show s, there 

is at least one question that the Board has not previously had lo face in this proceeding: 

Whether and lo what -xlenl il should continue lo monitor rail developments in the 

vveslem United Stales at the conclusion ofthe oversight period originally established. 

Background 

Approximately one yea*- al'ier tlie UP SP merger, in its first oversight decision the 

S I B pieliminariK concluded lhat the merger, as conditioned, had not caused substantial 

competitive ha.Ki Decision No. 10 (served October 24, 19';?) at 2. I hc iioiuxi als' 

expressed ^oncem over post-merger safetv and serv ice problems. Ld. at 13 14. ' 'n the 

.second vear UiUowip.g the nierger I P SP was still suffering from what had become an 

unprecedented .serv ice crisis. .After rev lew ing the record the Hoard concluded that 

"notwithstanding . . . the effects ofthe UP service crisis, the I P SP merger has not ihus 

far caused any substantial compeiitive harm." Decision No. 13 (serv ed December 21. 

1998) al 8 (emphasis in original) I he conipclition provided by BNSl- appearetl I > the 

STB lo be "at least as effective as the pie-iiierger UP vs. SP compeliti i . " ki at I ' . I he 

Board also found that "the I 'P service siiiiatiou, aillu>ugh slill not perfect, has improved 

consideiablv .nul .l i! iiuliea'.ioiis are Ilu ' il will co Uinue to miprove " lt[. I inallv, the 

Board noted ih.i; DOI li.ul fotiiul no safetv problems requiring action in the coiilevi of the 

general oversiglil proceeding. Id. In the thud year of its ov ersight of this tiansactiop., the 

Board detemiined that "the service crisis is over and . . . there Iiav e been no competitive 

problems resulting Irom the merger " Decision No. 15 (served November 30. 1999) al I . 

Finally, last year tne S I B reaff'imied these conclusions. Decision No. It (served 

December 15, 2000) at 0. 

' Iniifi'd. Iho Oiuiiil instili.lcil scpar.ni- proi'i-cilings U) uifiircss i"P SP's tfjcn-tiiouing sen ice cris-s J: g.. 
Rail .Service in ific Western I nilcd Slates. S fO 1.x I'aite No. 5"73 (served October 2, I'J')?); Jo.nt PcUtion 
for Service Ortki , SID Service Order No. 1518 (sencd October 1997) 



The Record 

As noted, the record to dale :n this year's proceeding contains only documents 

filed by UP SP and BNSF. These include their respective annual progress repoOs 

(UP/SP-384; BNSF-PR-20). a joint submission by loth carriers on the "restated and 

amended" seltlemeni agreement between them that they hav e submitted for approval 

(UP/SP-386/BNSF-92). and their respective comments on issues rcLled to that 

agreement (UP SP-385. BNSF-93). UP SP has also filed an opposition to anv 

.•>ubsiantiv c changes lo the settlement agreemeni. UP SP-387. Tiiese documents alone 

reflec' sometimes significani disagreements between the two railroads. 1 he potential for 

contrary infomiation or argument from shippers, comnuinilies. or others suggests lhat this 

year \> ill also produce a range of issues for the Board lo consider. 

W e liave previously reported that on the safely front the merged I P SP h ad 

shown marked improvement aftc'- a difficult beginning, to the point that the carrier was 

no longer "a .' ing ilar safely concem " DOT-4 al 7 I R A has worked clo.sely w ith both 

lalor .md m.inagement at UP SP lo pun ide safety oversight ofthe closing phases of 

meiger miiiiementatioii. I he Depanment commeiids UP SP as it eontiiuies lo improve its 

safe'v record with reganl to leporlahle safely injuries and its reduction of collisions 

bel vecp vehicles Mil trams at grade crossings. (UP SP-234 at 33.) I qiially 

commeiulable is the laet tli.il I P SP only luid one tram accident-related fal.ility in 2000, 

and none thus far m 2()(»l. llowevei. even w uh these successes, I R.A notes that a rev iew 

of I RA salety statistics for I P SP indicates that overall tram accidents are up 11 percent 

on mmi.ili/ed basis fiom .luly 2n(i() through May 2001 when compaicil with the 

prcv ions year. Moreover, a causation breakdown indicates that luiman factor causes are 

up IS percent, equipment causes are up 15 percent, and track cau.ses are up 1'' percent. " 

Of particular concem arc I iP s (rack reh.ted derailments caused by broken rail and wide 

gauge'lie condilions ami equipmem deniilinents related to locomotive axle failures. I RA 

will continue to monuor and work vv ith UP SP thiough our Safety Assurance and 

( ompliancc Program (SACP) coupled v ith FR.A's v ,gil;.nt safety enforcement by its 

•' I he figutcs set forth ahove are deru ed tVotn l-R-A safety data, which is available on line at 
hnp safetydata fra.dol.gov olTu ei)t̂ aret> Query Default asp 



regional inspection forces in order to address these and any other safety issues. We w ill 

also continue to keep the Board infomied of any safety concems associated w ith the 

nierger. 

Conclusion 

The Board in this year's proceeding already faces disagreement between the tw o 

major rail systems in the West, including whether some fomi of oversight should 

continue. Submissions by other interested parties should enrich the record further. The 

Department will review subsequent filings and w ill offer our substantive views in reply 

comments. 

Respectfully submilted, 

Rosalind A Knapp 

ACTING CiF;Nl RAI COUNSEL 

August 17, 20(11 



( ER ' IFICATE OF SERMCE 

I hereby certify that on this dale I caused a copy ofthe Initial Commenls of the L nited 
Slates Department of Transport:.tion in STB Finance Docket No. 32760 (Sub-No. 21) to 
be served upon all parties of record by first class mail, postage prepaid. 

Dale C. Andrews 

August 17, 2001 
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La / Decjrtmeni UNION PACIFIC f=lAILROAD COMPANY 

October 2. 1997 

•J '6CC0GE STPEET 
RCOM 33C 

Of<^*^f*-MeBPASKA 6a''9-OOCi 

- ̂ ; v \ 
'v • 

Mr. Vemon A. Wilhams. Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street NW. Suite 700 
Washington, DC 20423 

Re: Finance Docket 32760. UP - Control and Merger - SP 

Dear Mr. Williams: 

Pursuant to Decision No. 44. UP'SP submits station passing reports for 
the month cf September, 1997 for the cities of Reno, Nevada and Vv ichita, "ansas. 
The reports indicate that UP'SP is in compliance with Condition 22.a and Condition 
23.a of Exhibit G to Decision No. 44. 

Cap 

Average Through Freight Trains 

Reno 

14.7 

9.9 

Wichita 

6.4 

3.53 

The aftached original and 20 copies of the verified reports include the 
details for both included and excluded trains for each day during September. 

Very truly yours^ 

LAR:msw 
Attachments 

ENTeREB 
Offica of thf ."•^.relary 

OCT - 3 1997 

E3 Partof 
Pubi;c Rocord 

Louise A. Rinn 
General Attorney 
(402) 271-4227 

G:'LAWADMv>mMEBGEFI\SeP97STA.RPT 



• • 

C: (With attachments) 

PERSONAL (2 copies) 
Elaine Kaiser 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. NW 
Washington. DC 20423-f^^''1 

Steven J. Kalish, Esq. 
McCarthy, Sweeney & Harkawa>, PC 
1750 Pennsylvania Avenue, NV\/ 
Washington. DC 20006 

Paul H. Lamboley, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
1020 19th Street NW, Suite 400 
Washington, DC 20036 

(Via UPS Next Day Air) 
J. Michael Hemmer. Esq. 
Covington & Burling 
1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20044 

(With Wichita Report) 
Bill Stockwell 
Metropoiitan Planning Department 
City Hall 
455 North Main Street 
Wichita. KS 67202 

^ -

2 



RECAP OF PASSING REPORTS FOR MONTH OF SEPTEMBER 1997^ " 

RENO, NEVADA 

DATE FREIGHT 

l-Seo 8 
2-Sep 9 
3-Sep 10 
4-Sep 9 

5-Sep 11 

6-Sep 6 

7-Sep 10 

8-Sep 8 

9-Sep 9 

-,0-Sep 8 

11-Sep • i ^ 

12-Sep 13 

13-Sep 9 

14-Sep 10 

15-Sep * -1 
i ^ 

16-Sep 12 

17-Sep 11 

18-Sep 9 

•!9-Sep 9 

20-Sep 10 

21-Sep 10 

22-Sep 10 

23-SeD 10 

24-Sep 11 

25-Sep 11 

?e Sep 9 

27-Sep 10 

28-Sep 9 

29-Sep 10 

Sn-Sep 12 

FREIGHT TRAIN MONTH TO DATE .AVERAGE 99 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 1, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 340 AM 
2 830 AM 
3 455 PM 

1MRVRO-30 
2MSTNPB-K31 
1MRVR0-31 

4 1045 PM 
5 510 AM 
6 645 AM 
7 245 PM 
8 910 PM 

1MEUNP-K31 
1MROSTB-K29 
-iAKSOA-29 
1ZG1OA-30 
1CSKNC-31 

W 

w 
w 
w 

9 614 PM 
10 1007 AM 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 

349 AM-429 AM HELPER ENGINE 

W 
LE 

•Type: F (Fre.ght) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engina) 
SW (Local ^nci Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AU"rHENTICATION: 
I crrtify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained Dy SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of ousiness. 

Assistant Geperartoteoager 
Transportation Service Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 2. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour penco 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 930 AM 1AOAKS-01 
2 1120 AM 2MSTNPB-K31 
3 205 PM 1MEUNP-01 
4 725 PM 
5 1255 AM 

1MSTNPB-01 
1ZG10A-31 W 

6 120 AM 1AHNOA-30 W 
7 1135 AM 1MNPSTB-28 W 
8 200 PM 1AKSOA-30 W 
9 930 PM lMNPSTb-30 W 

10 615 PM PASSENGER 
11 1007 AM PASSENGER W 
12 520 AM 
13 
14 
15 
16 ' 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

5*̂ 8 AM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Lipht Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Cwitch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and olher emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the forego ng record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company m the usual and 
ordinary course of business. 

Assistant GeneralAl^qagf 
Transportation S&rvice Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 3. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements throuqh central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 720 AM 1MRVRO-K01 E F 
2 1040 AM 1AOAKS-02 E F 
3 1105 AK; 1ZOACH-03 E F 
4 340 PM 1MSTNPB-02 E F 

5 850 PM 1GPYUP-02 E F 

6 100 AM 1UPBKG-02 W F 

7 610 AM 1AKS0A-31 W r 

8 1210 PM 1MROSTB-01 W 

9 905 PM lZGlOAI-01 W F 

10 9£5_PM 
11 617 PM 
121041 AM 
1? 502 A M - 535 AM 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

1UPBKG-02 W 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER W 
HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

*Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck, Fire and other emerge, icy movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled ^rom records maintainod by SPT Company m the usual and 
ordinary course of business 

Assistant Genera 
Transportation S 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 4, 1997 
1 ram and Engine Movements throjgh central Reno, Nevaaa 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID Direction Type* 
1 825 AM 
2 855 AM 
3 1140 AM 

1MRVRO-02 
1AOAKS-03 
1ZOACH-04 

4 515 PM 1CRIGV-02 
5 815 PM 1GBKOG-03 
6 340 AM lAKSOA-C W 

450 AM 1MROSTB-02 W 
8 255 PM 1ZG1OA2-02 W 
9 1110 PM 1MNPSTB-31 W 

10 609 PM PASSENGER 
11 1032 AM 
12 300 AM 

PASSENGER 
YARD ENGINE 

W 
W SW 

13 430 AM 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

YARD ENGINE SW 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintamed b/ SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of busmess. 

Assistant General M ^ a 
Transportaticn Seivfce Center 

^ 1 ^ 
Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 5. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 145 AM 
2 730 AM 
3 1100 AM 

1MEUNP-K03 
'lAbAKS-G4 
iZOACH-05 

4 500 " M 1MEUNP-04 
5 920 PM 1MSrNPB-04 
6 1050 PM 1MRVRO-04 

7 910 AM 1ZG1OA3-03 W 

8 210 PM 
9 435 PM 

10 440 PM 
11 1020 P M " 

12 551 PM 
13 1007 AM 
14 805 PM 
15 950 PM 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

1AKSOA-02 W 
1MNPSTB-05 
1CSKTA-03 
2MNPSTB-30 
PASSENGER 

W 
W 
W 

PASSENGER W 
YARD ENGINE W SW 

YARD ENGINE SW 

•Type: «" (Freight) P (Passenger) W ;Vvork) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Loa.' and Industrv Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

Al 'THENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintamed by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course ot business. 

Assistant General M< 
Transporiation Servfcfe Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 6, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

T\A nty-four hour penod 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Tyoe' 

1 415 AM 1MSTNPB r:05 
2 1135 AM iZOACH-06 
3 450 PM 1AOAKS-05 
4 610 AM 
5 255 PM 

1MROSTB-05 W 
1ZG1OA-04 W 

6 400 PM 
551 PM 

1MROSTB-03 .V 
PASSENGER 

8 1007 AM 

9 
1C 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
IB 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
J5 

PASSENGER W 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Indu.stry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and olher emergency mov3ments) 

AUTHENTICAIION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company m the usual and 
ordinary course of busmess. 

Assistant Genera^Mar 
Transportation Service Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 7. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through centra! Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour penod 

Reno T me (Est) Tram,' Engine ID 

1 440 AM 1MRVRO-05 
2 605 AM 
3 1100 AM 

1AOAKS-06 
1ZOACH-07 

Direction Type* 

4 1135 AM 1MOARO-05 
5 405 PM 1MSTNPB-K06 
6 1145 PM 1MEUNP-06 
7 425 AM 1MNPSTB-03 
8 720 AM iAKSOA-03 
9 105 PM 

10 840 PM 
1ZG1OA-05 
iriNPSTB-01 

11 604 PIV PASSENGER 

W 

w 
w 
w 

12 1025 AM PASSENGER W 
13 1207 AM - 100 AM HELPER ENGINE 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

N/A LE 

•Type: F(F, eight) P (Parsenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Lucal and l.- dustry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION-
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintamed by SPT Company in tne usual and 
ordinary course of business 

(JL 
Assistant Genera 
Transportation S*rvic 

Date 

'^enter 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 8, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four nour penod 

Reno 1 me (Est) 

1 300 AM 

Train / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1MRVRO-06 
2 220 PM 1MRVRO-07 
3 145 AM 1MRVSTB-K06 W 
4 700 AM 
5 1110 AM 

2AKSOA-04 W 
1ZG1OA-06 W 

6 1205 PM 1MROSTB-05 W 
7 425 PM 1AKSOA-05 W 
8 435 PM 1CCOPT-08 W 
9 633 PM PASSENGER 

10 415 PM 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
1̂5 

PASSENGER W 

•Type: F (Freiqht) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business 

Assistant Genera^anager 
TransportatiorijServ'iceXenter 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 9. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram ,/ Enaine ID Direction Type* 

1 550 AM 1MOARD-06 E F 

2 1005 AM 1MSTNPB-07 E F 

3 1050 AM 1ZOACH-09 E F 

4 123 PM 1AOAK3-08 E F 

5 . '.5 PM 1MSTNPB-08 E F 

6 1110 AM lGUPTZ-09 W F 

7 105 PM 1ZG1OA-07 W F 

8 320 PM 1MNPSTB-06 W F 

9 510 PM 1MNPSTB-05 w F 

10 750 PM PASSENGER E P 

11 1003 AM PASSENGER w P 

12 530 PM YARD ENGINE W SW 

13 o30 PM YARD ENGINE E SW 

14 
15 

16 
17' 
18" 
19" 
20" 
21" 
22' 
23" 
24" 
25" 

•Type. F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Locai and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of DUS ness. 

Assistant Gener 
Transportation €e! 

^ 1 >e.t°l-l 
Date 



STATION PASSING REPCRT FOR September 10. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hou," period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 745 AM 1AOAKS-09 E " F 
2 1155 AM 1ZOACH-09 E T 
3 525 PM 1MRVRO-08 _E F 
4 355 AM 2AKSO.A-09 ^ W F 
5 445 AM 1AKSOA-07 W F 
6 1055 AM 1ZG1 OA-OS W F 
7 100 PM 1MROSTB-07 W ^ ~_ 
8 545 PM 2MROSTB-08 W F 
9 651 PM PASSENGER E P 

10 1010 AM PASSENGER W F 
11 949 A M - 1 1 1 P M HELPER ENGINE ' N I A LE 

12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 

22^ 
23' 
24 
25 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing -ecord is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintamed by SPT Company m the usual and 
ordinary course of business. 

LiLLfO. 
Assistant Gene^ilutenager Date 
Transportatiorf^ervice Center 



STATION PASSING REI JRT FOR September 1, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements througn central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 1205 A,M l,VIEUNP-08 
2 3'̂ 0 AM 1MSTNPB-09 

3 510 AM 1CRIGV-09 
4 720 "̂ '.1 
5 1105'^'vT 

Z25 PM 

1AOAKS-10 
1MRVRO-09 
IZOACH-V 

7 515 PM 1MEUNP-09 
8 630 PM 2MRVRO-10 

9 310 AM 
10 135 PM 

1 AKSOA-OB 

1ZG1OA-09 
W 

w 
11_235 2 M _ 
12 535 PM 
13 643 PM 
14 1026 AM 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 \ 
23 
24 ^ 
?5 

1CSKTA-09 W 
1MROSTB-08 W 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER W 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck. Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and <"orrect 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usu' id 
ordinary course of business. 

Assistant Genera 
Transportation Service 

l/l^JilQager 
jrvice CerTfer 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 12. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements th.'ough central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour penod 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine 'D Direction Type* 

1 105 AM 1MEUNP-K10 E F 
2 600 AM 1MSTNPB-11 E F 
3 630 AM lGTZUP-11 E F 
4 805 AM 1A0AKS-11 E F 

5 905 AM 1MOARO-10 E F 

6 1155 AM 1Z0ACH-12 E F 

7 250 PM 1CTASK-11 E F 

8 945 PM 1GBKOG-10 E F 

9 135 AM 1MNPSTB-07 W F 

10 735 AM 1.AKSOA-09 W F 

11 1055 AM 1MROSTB-09 W F 

12 130 PM 1ZG1OA0-10 W F 

13 840 PM 1MNPSTB-08 W F 

14 617 PM PASSENGER E P 

15 1022 AM PASSENGER W P 

16 545 PM YARD ENGINE W SW 

17 700 PM YARD ENGINE E SW 

18 421 AM - 456 AM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

19 525 PM MROSTB-09 W LE 

20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

•Type: F (Fre.ght) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Lor I and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correcl 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business. 

Assistant Generaf^dlBQagor 
TransportatiorvJService Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 13. 1997 
Train and Engine Movements througn central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train ' Engine ID 

350 AM 
2 845 AM 

1MEUNP-11 
1A0AKS-12 

Direction Type* 

3 930 AM 1MRVRO-10 

4 140 PM 1Z0ACH-13 

5 145 PM 
6 250 AM 
7 1155 AM 
8 240 PM 
9 640 PM 

10 557 PM 
1054 AM 

12 
13" 
14' 
15' 
16] 
17" 
18" 
19' 
2C' 
21' 
22' 
23" 
24" 
25' 

2MSTNPB-12 
1AKSOA-10 
1UPPYG-13 
IZG1OA-I I 
1MNPSTB-10 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 

W 

w 
w 
w 

W 

•Type. F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engme) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck. Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregomg record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company m the usual and 

oroinary course of business. 

Assistant Gene^^ lanager 
Transportat;0fi Service Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 14, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train ' Engine ID 

540 AM 1MEUNP-12 

Direction Type* 

2 1025 AM 
3 1150 AM 
4 1225 PM 
5 1030 PM 
6 1225 AM 
7 150 AM 
8 1155 AM 
9 410 PM 

10 1010 PM 
11 533 PM 
^2 1009 AM 
13 559 AM - 728 Alvi 
14 

15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

lMbUNP-13 
1MSTNPB-13 
1Z0ACH-14 
1MRVR0-12 
•CSKTC-12 W 
'MNPSTB-1C W 
1ZG10A-11 W 
1MR0STB-14 W 
1MR0STB-11 
PASSENGu,^ 

W 

PASSENGER W 
HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W(Wcrk) C (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck. Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENT'CATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintamed by SPT Company m the usual and 
ordinary course of busmess 

Assistant Ge^fj^^Manager 
Transportatiofi Service Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 15 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 125 *.M 1MSTNPB-14 E F 

2 305 AM 1A0AKS-13 E F 

3 620 AM iMRVRO-13 E F 

4 940 AM 1A0AKS-14 E F 

5 105 PM 2MSTNPB-11 E F 

6 115 PM 1CTASK-14 E F 

7 615 PM 1M0AR0-14 E F 

8 255 AM 1MR0STB-13 W F 

9 350 AM 1CC0PT-14 W F 

10 1220 PM 1ZG10A-13 W F 

11 335 PM 1AKS0A-12 VV F 

12 1030 PM 1MRC3TB-14 w F 

13 634 PM PASSENGER E P 

14 1005 AM PASSENGER W P 

15 805 AM YARD ENGINE W SW 

16 825 AM YARD ENGINE E SW 

17 
18 
19 
20 

21 - — 
22 . — 
23 
24 
25 

*Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck. Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records mamtained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of busmess. 

Assistant uen, 
Transportatii 

Cate 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 16. 1997 
Tram and Engirie Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour penod 

Reno Ti.me (Est) Tram / Engine'D Direction Type* 

1 200 AM 1GPYUP-15 E F 

2 720 AM 1MEUNP-14 E F 

3 810 AM 1MRVR0-14 E F 

4 1045 AM 2MRVRO-14 P F 

5 1105 AM 1ZOACH2-16 c F 

6 830 PM 1MSTNPB-K15 E F 

7 1025 PM 1CRIGV-14 E r 

8 1020 AM 1MR0STB-14 W F 

9 1215 PM 1ZG10A-14 W F 

10 1230 PM 1AKS0A-13 w F 

11 550 PM 2MNPSTB-11 w F 

12 1040 PM 1MNPSTB-11 w p 

13 535 PM PASSENGER E P 

14 1051 AM PASSENGER W P 

15 510 PM YARD ENGINE w SW 

16 645 PM YARD ENGINE E SW 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of busmess. 

Assistant Genecei;?«aoager 
Transportation'^ervice Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 17 1997 
Train and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram ' Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 150 AM 1MEUNP-15 E F 

2 355 AM 2CR1GV-14 E r 

3 835 AM 1A0AKS-16 F 

4 1215 PM 1Z0ACH-17 E F 

5 720 PM 1MEUNP-16 E F 

6 1115PM lMRVR0- '5 E F 

7 1250 AM lCSKTA-15 W F 

8 155 AM 1AKS0A-14 W F 

9 1045 AM lZGlOAI-15 W F 

10 1125 AM 1MR0STB-15 W F 

11 500 PM 1MNPSTB-12 W F 

12 609 PM PASSENGER E P 

13 101s AM PASSENGER w P 

14 919 PM - 1031 PM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

15 
16' 
17" 
18' 
19" 
20 ' 
2 1 " 
22 ' 
23" 
24" 
25" 

•Type F (Freight) r-» (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Ught Engine) 
SW (Local ano Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck. Fi^e and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I cetify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled trom records mainta ned by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordmary course of business 

Assistant Generi(,^jfanaqe' 
TransportatiorvServiceXenter 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 18. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements t.irough central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engir.e ID Direction Type^ 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

345 AM 
105 PM 
340 PM 
730 PM 

1M0AR0-17 
1Z0ACH-18 
1AOAKS-17 
1MRVR0-16 

425 AM 
730 AM 
930 AM 

1CSKTA-16 
1MR0STB-16 
1ZG10A2-16 

W 
W 
W 

900 PM 1MNPSTB-14 W 

1125 PM 
613 PM 
1011 AM 
440 PM 

1MR0STB-17 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 
WRVEK-13 

W 

W 
W 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Locai and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true anu correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business. 

2 ^ 
A^is tant Gen 
Transportati 

1̂ 

CMfserviceCSnter 

D-'.e 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 19 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 125 AM 1MSTNPB-16 E F 
2 430 AM 1GBK0G-17 E F 
3 625 AM 1MEUNP-17 E F 
4 1145 AM 1Z0ACH-19 
5 1225 PM 1A0AKS-18 
6 320 PM 1MRVR0-17 
7 1235 PM 1ZG10A-17 W_ 
8 J50 PM 1AKS0A-16 W_ 
9 1055 PM 1GUPTZ-17 W_ 

10 610 PM PASSENGER E 
11 1007 AM PASSENGER W P _ 
12 625 PM YARD ENGINE W SW 
13 735 PM YARD ENGINE E SW_ 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoi.ig record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintamed by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business. 

Assistant GenerakM^ger Date 
Transportaticn'^erviceCBnter 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 20. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID 

1 110AM 
2 505 AM 
3 520 AM 
4 
5 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

1MSTNPB-17 
1CTASK-18 
1A0AKS-19 

Direction Type* 

950 AM 
1110 AM 

1CRIGV-17 
1ZOACH-20 

310 AM 1MNPSTB-15 W 

700 AM 1CSKWC-19 W 

1145 AM 1MR0STB-18 W 

305 PM 
1000 PM 
559 P^̂  
951 P M ' 

750 AM 

1ZG10A-18 
1AKS0A-';7 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 
WRVEK-20 

W 

w 

w 
w 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintamed by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Assistant GenQra 
Transportation Service Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September I H 9 7 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) 

1 550 AM 

Tram / Engine ID 

2 615 AM 
1MRVR0-19 
1MEUNP-19 

Direction lyoe 

3 1030 AM 
4 1235 PM 

1AOAKS-20 
1Z0ACH-21 

5 555 PM 
6 555 AM 
7 120 PM 
8 620 PM 

1MSTNPB-18 
1MROSTB-20 
1GUPBK-20 
1ZG10A-19 

W 
W 
W 

9 755 PM 1CSKST-20 W 
10 1100 PM 1GUPBK-21 W 
11 621 PM 
12 1005 AM 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

PASSENGfR 
PASSENGER W 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penally of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usuai and 
ordinary course of business. 

Assistant G e n e r ^ ^ ^ ^ g e r 
Transportation-Service Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOP September 22. 1997 
Train and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Tirr;?» (Est) Tram ' Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 135 AM 1GTZUP-21 E F 

2 240 AM 1A0AKS-21 E F 

3 315 AM 1MEUNP-18 E F 

4 945 AM 1MRVR0-18 E F 

5 210 PM 2MSTNPB-18 F F 

6 1040 PM iCTASK-20 E F 

7 355 AM 1MNPSTB-16 W F 

8 .34 5 AM 1AKS0A-18 W F 

9 1140 AM 1ZG1OA-20 w F 

10 1250 PM 1AKS0A-19 w F 

11 335 PM PASSENGER E P 

12 1135 AM PASSENGER W P 

13 130 PM YARD ENGINE W SW 

14 315 PM YARD ENGINE E SW 

15 707 AM - 747 AM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

16 535 AM WRVEK-21 W W 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 — 
22 ^ 
23 — 
24^ ^ 
25 

*Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) U (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck. Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business. 

Assistant GenerafXtenager 
Transportation ^ r v i c S ^ n t e r 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR -tember23, 1997 
Train and Engine Movements throug jntral Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type* 

150 AM 1MEUNP-20 
2 430 AM 
3 840 AM 
4 1120 AM 
5 3-10 PM 
6 930 PM 
7 1020 AM 

1MRVRO-K20 
1AOAKS-22 
1ZOACH2-23 
1MSTNPB-20 
1MSTNPB-K22 
1AKSOA-20 W 

8 1230 PM 1ZG10A-21 W 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

200 PM 1GUPTZ-22 W 

430 PM iMR0STB-K21 W 

650 PM 
1009 AM 
118 PM - 239 PM 

PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 
H E L P E R ENGINE 

W 
N/A 

_P_ 
LE 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foreg m g record is true and con-ect 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business 

Assistant General^ 
Transponation Service Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 24, 1997 
Train and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 450 AM 1MSTNPB-21 E F 

2 830 AM 1CR1GV-19 E F 

3 930 AM 1AOAKS-23 E F 

4 945 AM 1CTASK-23 E F 

5 1055 AM 1ZOACH-24 E F 

6 540 PM 1MRVR0-21 E c 

7 920 PM 1MSTNPB-K23 E F 

8 720 AM 1MNPSTB-22 W F 

9 1145 AM 1ZG10A-22 W F 

10 210PM 1AKS0A-21 W F 

11 1025 PM 1MROSTB-K22 w F 

12 620 PM PASSENGER E P 

13 10,-̂ 0 AM PASSENGER w P 

14 908 PM - 1041 PM HELPER ENGINE N'A LE 

15 200 PM WORK TRAIN F W 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other err.ergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregomg record is true and correct 
and compiled from .ecords mamtained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business. 

Assistant Gene^ 
T-'ansportation Servic^ 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 25. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-fcur hour period 

R 0 Time (Est) Tram / Enqme ID Directiori Type* 

1 415 AM 1MOARO-23 E F 
2 550 AM 1MRVRO-22 E F 
3 220 PM 1ZOACH-25 E F 
4 625 PM 1AOAKS-24 E F 
5 920 PM 1MRVRO-23 E F 
6 150 AM 1GUPPY-23 VV F 
7 350 AM 1CSKTA-22 w F 
8 830 AM 2MROSTB-23 w F 
9 310 PM 1AKSOA-22 w F 

10 400 PM AZG10A-23 w F 
11 1045 PM 1MNPSTB-19 w F 
12 614 PM PASSENGER E P 
13 1027 AM PASSENGER w P 
14 150 PM - 239 PM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 
15 736 PM - 749 PM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

16 
17" 
18" 
19" 
20" 
2 1 " 
22 ' 
23 ' 
24 ' 
25 ' 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Pa '••.jnger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck, Fire .-nd other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records mamtained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinao' course of business. 

Assistant General Mi 
Transportation Sisfvice 

Date 

er 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 26. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 
2 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
Id 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

505 AM 
2 705 AM 

900 AM 

1AOAKS-25 
1MSTNPB-25 
1CTA3K-25 

235 PM 
320 PM 
220 AM 

:OACH-26 
1MRVRO-24 
1MROSTB-23 W 

7 700 AM 
150 PM 
430 PM 
614 PM 

1CSKTA-24 
1ZG10A-24 
1MR0STB K21 
P.ASSENGER 

W 
W 
W 

1054 AM PASSENGER W 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and ether emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify uncer penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business. 

Assistant General M; 
Transportation Serv 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 27, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) T'-am / Engine ID Direction Type* 

425 AM 1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 619 PM 
12 1237 PM 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

; M R V R 0 - 2 6 

730 AM 1MSTNPB-26 

750 AM 
910 AM 
1035 AM 
450 PM 

1MOARO-26 
1AOAKS-26 
1ZOACH-27 
1GPYUP-26 

135 AM 
1110 AM 

1AKSOA-23 
1MNPSTB-22 

W 
W 

135 PM 
435 PM 

: G 1 0 A - 2 5 

lAKSOA-24 
PASSENGER 

W 
W 

PASSENGER VV 

'•ype: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregomg record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company m the usual and 

ordinary course of busmess. 

Assistant Gener; ^ 
Transportation ^e i 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 28. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 140 AM 2MOARO-26 
2 220 AM 
3 750 AM 

1MSTNPB-27 
1MRVRO-27 

4 1135 AM 
5 915 PM 
6 555 AM 
7 745 AM 
8 120 PM 
9 525 PM 

10 606 PM 
11 1008 AM 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

1ZCACH-28 
3MOARO-26 
1MROSTB-24 W 
1MNPSTB-23 
1AKSOA-28 
1C3KTA-25 

W 
W 

w 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER W 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and olher emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record iu true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of busmess. 

Assistant G^ner 
Transportation 

Date 

enter 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 29. i997 
Tram and Engine Movements through centra! Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

105 AM lCRIGV-26 

Direction Type' 

730 AM 
920 AM 
510 PM 
535 PM 
330 AM 
625 AM 
830 AM 
650 PM 
1130 PM 

1AOAKS-28 
1MRVRO-28 
1MSTNPB-28 
2MRVRO-27 
1ZG10A-26 
1AKS0A-26 
1AKSOA-25 
1MNPSTB-26 
1MROSBT-26 

W 
W 
W 

w 
w 

_F 
F~ 

639 PM 
1009 AM 
1145 AM 

PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 
WORK TilAIN 

W 
W 

Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM vSnow, Wreck, ^ire and other emergency movements)' 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record :s true and correct 

and compiled from records maintamed by SPT Company m the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Assistant 
Transpo 

It G e n ^ P ^ S c ^ e r 
, 'atiorfserviceCSnter 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 30. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type^ 

1 430 AM 2MOARO-27 E F 
2 625 AM 1MRVRO-29 E F 
3 650 AM lGBKOG-29 E F 

4 130 PM 1AOAKS-29 E F 

5 145 PM 1ZOACH-30 E F 

6 550 PM 1CTASK-28 E F 

7 910 PM 2MOARO-28 E F 

8 130 AM 1ZG10A-27 W F 

9 640 AM 1GUPTZ-29 W F 

10 750 AM 1AKSOA-27 W F 

11 545 PM 1CCOPT-28 W F 

12 1040 FM 1MROSTB-28 W F 

13 631 PM PASSENGER E P 

14 1008 AM PASSENGER W P 

15 1000 PM - 1036 PM KELPb.'' ENGINE N/A LE 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck, Fire ano other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is tnje and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business. 

Ass slant 
Transportat 

Date 



T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCANNER. TRAIN HISTORY S L M ^ Y FOR SCANNER #359-SOLn>l WICHITA 

FDR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

DATE 

09/01/97 
09/02/97 
09/03/97 
09/04/97 
09/05/97 
09/06/97 
09/07/97 
09/08/97 
09/09/97 
09/10/97 
09/11/97 
OS 12/97 
09/13/97 
09/14/97 
09/15/97 
09/16/97 
09/17/97 
09/18/97 
09/19/97 
09/20/97 
09/21/97 
09/22/97 
09/23/97 
09/24/97 

/25/97 
U9/26/97 
09/27/97 
09/28/97 
09/29/97 
09/30/97 

TRAINS 

4 
1 
2 
5 
1 
4 
3 
0 
5 
2 
5 
2 
6 
6 
3 
7 
0 
4 
1 
7 
3 
2 
6 
3 
5 
1 
6 
4 
3 
5 

*KrrAL 97 
106 

** AVG THRU TRN 3.53 

TCTAL 
106 

STATE OF NEBRASKA 

COUNTY OF DOUGLAS 

VERIFICATION 

ss 
) 

Clyde Anderson being first duly swcrn deposes and says t^at he has read the foregoing document, knows the 
facts asserted therein and that the same are true as stated 

A GENERAL NOrARY-StJte ol NeurisU 
MARY R. HOLEWlNSKI 
Ml Zotrim lio. Oci 15. MOO 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 

(^yde Anderson 

day of •' ' - 1997 

( 
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PROGRAM: FPAN127.FOCUS.EXEC(AEIHIST-WJfrA-4) 10/01/9-' 14.09.59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCANNER TRAIN HISTORY DETAIL REPORT FOR SCANNER #359-SOUIH WICHITA 

FOR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

SBQ TRN 
0 
I 

DATE TIME NUM TRAIN CAT n^AIN TYPE R 

09/01/97 0326 5386 MFWT 31 T IHRDUOi N 
09/01/97 1316 5387 GSCWHO 30 G THROUGH S 
09/01/97 1729 5388 GSCWHO 30 G IHRDUOi S 
09/01/97 2017 5389 GEFWSI 29 G THROUGH N 
09/02/97 0629 5390 LVB55 02 L ARK CTY LOC S 
09/02/9" 0929 5391 YWH55 02 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/02/9'' 0953 5392 YWH55 02 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/02/97 1114 5393 LVB55 02 L ARK CTY LOC N 
C9/02/97 1122 .'.394 YWH55 02 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/02/97 1347 -.39i) YVvH55 02 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/02/97 1737 5396 MWPFV.' 02 T THROUffl .S 
09/02/97 2220 5397 YWH62 02 Y YAR£i/WORK S 
09/02/97 2243 5398 YWH62 02 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/03/97 0019 5399 GSWIHO 02 G THRDUOl S 
09/03/97 0637 5400 LVB55 03 L -̂-Rt: CTY LOC s 
09/03/97 0935 54C1 YWH55 03 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/03/97 0955 5402 LVB55 03 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/03/97 1036 5403 YWH55 03 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/03/97 1254 5404 YWH55 03 Y Ŷ .RD/WORK S 
9/03/97 1515 5405 YWH55 03 Y YAFD/WORK N 
J9/03/97 1755 5406 MFWWT 01 T THROUGH N 
09/03/97 1900 5407 YWH62 03 Y YARD/WOKK S 
09/03/97 1921 5408 YWH62 03 \' YARD/WORK N 
09/04/97 0054 5409 LVD54 03 L IHRDUCai N 
09/04/97 0639 5410 L\'B55 04 L ARK CTY LOC S 
09/04/97 0944 5411 YWH55 04 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/04/9" 1047 5412 YWH55 04 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/04/97 1126 5413 LV055 04 L THRDUC5i S 
09/04/97 1249 5414 LVB55 04 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/04/97 1613 5415 OCKWT 04 0 IHROLIO^ N 
09/04/97 2054 5U6 MWTFV; 03 T THROUGH S 
09/04/97 ^100 5417 OWTCK 04 0 THRDUC5i S 
09/04/97 2231 5418 \'WH62 04 Y "YARD/WORK S 
09/04/97 2250 5419 YWH62 04 Y 'iARD/WORK N 
09/05/Q7 0018 5420 MFWWT 02 T THROUGH N 
09/05/97 0638 5421 LVB55 05 L ARK CTi' LOC S 
09/05/97 1050 5422 \'WH55 05 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/05/97 1158 5423 YWH55 05 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/05/97 1313 5424 L\'B55 05 L ARK CTY LOC N 
09/05/97 1414 5425 YWH55 05 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/05/97 1541 5426 YWH55 05 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/05/97 2215 5427 YWH62 05 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/05/97 2255 5428 YWH62 05 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/06/97 0028 5429 LVD54 05 L THROUGH N 
09/06/97 0643 5430 LVB55 06 L ARK CTY LDC S 



PAGE 2 

PROGRAM: FPAN127.FOCUS.EXEC(AEIHIST-WHTA-4) 10/01/97 14.09.59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCmiliR TRAIN HISTORY DETAIL REPORT POR SCANNER #359-SDLTH WICHITA 

FOR PERICO 09/01/97-09/30/97 

DATE TIME NUM TR.ADI 
TRN 
CAT i m i N TYPE 

D 
I 
R 

09/06/97 0937 5431 YWH55 06 V YARD/WORK S 
09/06/97 1018 5432 YWH55 06 Y YARD/WORK N 
00/06/97 1020 5433 LVB55 06 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/06/97 1134 5434 LVD55 06 L THROUGH S 
09/06/97 1347 5435 MWTFW 04 T THROUGH S 
09/06/97 2124 5436 MFWWT 05 T T\J?DUGH N 
09/06/97 2145 5437 YWH62 06 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/06/97 2230 5438 YWH62 06 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/C7/97 0650 5439 MTWWT 06 T THROUGH N 
09/07/97 1005 5440 MWTFW 05 T THROUGH S 
09/07/97 1211 5441 Y'WH55 07 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/07/97 1317 5442 YWH55 07 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/07/97 1931 5443 MWTFW 07 T THPaJffl S 
09/07/97 2127 5444 YWH60 07 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/07/97 2147 5445 YWH60 07 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/08/97 0633 5446 LV'B55 08 L ARK CTY LOC S 
09/08/97 0937 5447 YWH55 08 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/08/97 1011 5448 LVB55 08 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/08/97 1143 5449 YWK55 08 Y YARD/WORK N 
9/08/97 1332 5450 YWH55 08 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/08/97 1522 5451 YWH55 08 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/08/97 2358 5452 YWH62 08 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/09/97 0016 5453 LVD54 08 L THROUGH N 
09/09/97 0059 5454 YWH62 08 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/09/97 0358 5455 MFWWT 07 T THROUGH N 
09/09/97 0630 5456 LVB55 09 L ARK CTY LOC S 
09/09/97 0944 5457 YWH55 09 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/09/97 1042 5458 GSDLGV 07 G THROUGH s 
09/09/97 1107 5459 YWH55 09 Y Y:ARD/WORK N 
09/09/97 1113 5460 U»;B55 09 L ARK CTY LOC N 
09/09/97 1135 5461 LV055 09 L THROUai s 
09/09/97 1556 5462 \'WH62 09 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/09/97 2341 5463 MWTFW 09 T THROUQi S 
09/09/97 2357 5464 YWH62 09 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/10/97 0637 5465 LVB55 10 L ARK CTY LOC S 
09/10/97 0703 5466 GSGVOL 06 G THROUGH N 
09/10/97 0942 5467 Y'WH55 10 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/10/97 1013 5468 U.'BSS 10 L ARK CTY LOC N 
09/10/97 1118 5469 YWH55 10 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/10/97 1259 5470 YWH55 10 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/10/97 1539 5471 YWH55 10 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/10/97 2156 5472 YWH62 10 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/10/97 2257 5473 YWH62 10 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/10/97 2301 5474 LVD54 10 L THR0UC5i N 
09/11/97 0641 5475 LV:355 11 L ARK CTY LOC S 



PAGE 3 

PROGRAM: FPAN127. FOCUS. EXEC (AEIHIST-WHTA-4) 10/01/97 14.09.59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCANNER TRAIN HISTORY DETAIL REPORT FDR SCANNER #359-SOLTH WICHITA 

FOR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

DATE TIME 
SB2 
NUM TRAIN 

TRN 
CAT TPAIN TYPE 

D 
I 
R 

09/11/97 0953 5476 YWH55 11 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/11/97 1040 5477 L\'B55 11 L ARK CTY LOC N 
09/11/97 1114 5478 YWH55 11 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/11/97 1159 5479 MFWWT 09 T THROUGH N 
09/11/97 1310 5480 LV055 11 L THRDUOi S 
09/11/97 1510 5481 DCKWT 11 0 THROUGH N 
09/11/97 2109 5482 MWTFW 11 T THROUGH S 
09/11/97 2116 5483 OWTCK 11 0 THROUGH S 
09/11/97 2150 5484 YWH62 11 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/11/97 2255 5485 YWH62 11 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/12/97 0024 5486 GSCKOO 05 G THROUGH N 
09/12/97 0637 5487 LVB55 12 L ARK CTY LOC S 
09/12/97 0941 5488 YWH55 12 Y YARD/WORK s 
09/12/97 1102 5489 LVB55 12 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/12/97 1116 5490 YWH55 12 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/12/97 2041 5491 MFWWT 10 T THROUGH N 
09/12/97 2206 5492 YWH62 12 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/12/97 2306 5493 YWH62 12 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/13/97 0022 5494 MWTFW 12 T THROUGH S 
9/13/97 0131 5495 LVD54 12 L THROUGH N 
jP/13/97 0637 5496 LVB55 13 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/13/97 0952 5497 YWH55 13 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/13/97 1044 5498 YWH55 13 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/13/97 1059 5499 MFWT 11 T THRDUOi N 
09/13/97 1117 5500 LV055 13 T THROUGH S 
09/13/97 1232 5501 L\'E55 13 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/13/97 1446 5502 YWH55 13 Y YARD/WORK c, 

09/13/97 1626 5503 YWH55 13 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/13/97 1726 5504 MWTFW 13 T THROUG;^ S 
09/13/97 2219 5505 GLSIGV 10 G THROUGH S 
09/14/97 0913 5506 GSHOWT 09 G THROUGH J 
09/14/97 1004 5507 C d A I 08 C THROUGH .i 
09/14/97 1113 5508 YWH55 14 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/14/97 1203 5509 YWH55 14 Y YARD/WDRK il 
09/14/97 1421 5510 MFWWT 13 T THROUGH N 
09/14/97 1500 5511 YWH55 14 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/14/97 1632 5512 YWH55 14 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/14/97 1855 5513 GEBEPL109 G THROUGH N 
09/14/97 2332 5514 OWTCK 14 0 THRDUQi S 
09/14/97 2350 5515 MWTFW 15 T THRDUC3i N 
09/15/97 0828 5516 LVE55 15 L ARK CTY LOC S 
09/15/97 1011 5517 YWĤ 5 15 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/15/97 1115 5518 .YWH55 15 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/15/97 1240 5519 MWTFW 15 T THROUGH N 
09/15/97 2038 5520 MFWWT 14 rn THROUCH N 



PAGE 4 

PROG.Wl: FPAN127. FOCUS. EXEC (AEIHIST-WHTA-4) 10/01/97 14.09.59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCANNER TRAIN HISTORY DETAIL REPORT FOR SCANNER #359-SOUIH WICHITA 

FDR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

SEC TRN 
D 
I 

DATE TIME NUM i m i N CAT TRAIN TYPE R 

09/15/97 2303 5521 YWH60 15 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/15/97 2330 5522 ^^^60 15 Y YARD,a«»RK N 
09/15/97 2359 5523 LV054 15 L THRDUOi N 
09/16/97 0426 5524 MWTFW 15 T THROUGH S 
09/16/97 053-7 5525 MFWWT 15 T THRDUOi N 
09/16/97 0640 5526 LVB55 16 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/16/97 0832 5527 GSGVOL 08 G THROUGH N 
09/16/97 1007 5528 YWH55 16 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/16/97 1042 5529 LVB55 16 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/16/97 1102 5530 LVD55 16 L THROUGH S 
09/16/97 1113 5531 YWH55 16 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/16/97 1639 5532 OWTCK 16 0 THROUGH N 
09/16/97 1806 5533 GSWIHO 16 G THRDUOi S 
09/16/97 2211 5534 YWH62 16 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/16/97 2237 5535 YWH62 16 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/16/97 2307 5536 OWTCK 16 0 THROUGH S 
09/17/97 0641 5537 LVB55 17 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/17/97 0944 5538 YWH55 17 Y Ŷ RD/WDRK s 
09/17/97 1059 5539 YWH55 17 Y YARD/WDRK N 
9/17/97 1151 5540 LVB55 17 L ARK CTY LDC N 
J9/17/97 1309 5541 YWH55 17 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/17/97 1535 5542 YWH55 17 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/17/97 2306 5543 YWH62 17 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/17/97 2321 5544 YWH62 17 Y YARD,/WORK N 
09/18/97 0029 5545 YWH62 17 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/18/97 0043 5546 YWH62 17 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/18/97 0636 5547 LVB55 18 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/18/97 0821 5548 LV054 17 L THRDUC3i N 
09/18/97 0945 5549 -̂WHSS 18 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/18/97 1034 5550 LVB55 18 L ARK CTi' LDC N 
09/18/97 1055 5551 YWH55 18 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/18/97 1416 5552 LVD55 18 L THROUQi S 
09/18/97 1533 5553 ocKwr 18 0 THRDUOi N 
09/18/97 2151 5554 OWTCK 18 0 THROUGH S 
09/18/97 2200 5555 Y'WH62 18 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/18/97 2228 5556 Y'WH62 18 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/19/97 0635 5557 LVB55 19 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/19/97 0922 5558 YWH55 19 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/19/97 0948 5559 YWH55 19 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/19/97 1211 5560 LVB55 19 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/19/97 1710 5561 YWH55 19 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/19/97 1730 5562 YWH55 19 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/19/97 2225 5563 MFWWT 16 T THROUGH N 
09/19/97 2257 5564 Y'WH62 19 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/19/97 2318 5565 YWH62 19 Y YARD/WDRK N 



PAGE 5 

PROGRAM: FPAN127 .F0CTJS .EXEC(AEIHIST-WHTA-4) 10/01/97 14.09.59 

T R A N P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCANNER TRAIN HISTDRY DETAU, REPORT FOR SCANNER ^359-SOUm WICHITA 

FOR PE3y:DD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

DATE TIME 
SEQ 
NUM 

TRN 
CAT TRAIN TYPE 

D 
I 
R 

09/20/97 0127 5566 GEGVCV 16 G THROUOi N 
09/20/97 0422 5567 GSHQAB 08 G THROUGH N 
09/20/97 0642 5568 UyB55 20 L ARK CTY L X S 
09/20/97 0826 5569 MFWNP 18 T THRDUC2i N 
09/20/97 1021 5570 YWH55 20 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/20/97 1034 5571 LVB55 20 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/20/97 1059 5572 YWH55 20 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/20/97 1322 5573 GEHECV 18 G THROUQi N 
09/20/97 1417 5574 YWH55 20 Y YARD,/WDRK S 
09/20/97 1421 5575 MWTFV? 18 T THRDUC5i S 
09/20/9- 1614 5576 YWH55 20 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/20/07 1633 5577 MWTFW 20 m 

i . THROUGH S 
09/20/97 1842 5578 MFWWT 18 T IHROUCSi N 
09/20/97 2232 5579 YWH62 20 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/20/97 2329 5580 YWH62 20 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/21/97 0745 5581 MFWWT 19 T THROUGH N 
09/21/97 1030 5582 YWH55 21 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/21/97 1128 55S3 YWH55 21 Y Y.ARD/WDRK N 
09/21/97 1440 558-' YWH55 21 Y YARD/WDRK S 
-9/21/97 1549 5585 MWTFW 21 T THROUGH S 
J9/21/97 1641 5586 Ym55 21 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/21/97 1704 5587 GLWTGV 15 G THRDUOi S 
09/21/97 2153 5588 YWH60 21 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/21/97 2238 5589 YWH60 21 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/22/97 0633 5590 LVB55 22 L ARK CTY LOC S 
09/22/97 1029 5591 YWH55 22 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/22/97 1057 5592 LVB55 22 L ARK c n LDC N 
09/22/97 1226 5593 YWH55 22 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/22/97 1733 5594 MWIHO 22 T THRDUSi S 
09/22/97 2300 5595 MFWWT 20 T THRCOSi N 
09/23/97 0004 5596 YWH62 22 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/23/97 0022 5597 YWH62 22 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/23/97 0054 5598 LVD54 22 L THRDUC5i N 
09/23/97 0652 5599 L\'B55 23 L ARK CTi LDC S 
09/23/97 0717 5600 GSHOWT 18 G THROUGH N 
09/23/97 1031 5601 •̂WH55 23 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/23/97 1138 5602 YWH55 23 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/23/97 1141 5603 LVB55 23 ARK CTY LDC N 
09/23/97 1405 5604 LV055 23 T TllRDUai S 
09/23/97 1536 5605 OCKWT 23 0 THROUGH N 
09/23/97 1645 5606 GLMGGV 21 G THROUGH S 
09/23/97 2301 5607 v'WH62 23 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/23/97 2347 5608 •fWH62 23 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/23/97 2357 5609 OWTCK 23 0 IHROUSi S 
09/24/97 0252 5610 MFVJWT 21 T THRDLOi N 



PAGE 

PROGRAM: FPAN127. FOCUS. EXEC (AEIHIST-WHTA-4) 10/01/97 14.09.5S' 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCANNER TRAIN lOiSTORY DETAIL REPORT FOR SCANNER #359-SOOTH WICHITA 

FOR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

SEQ TRN 
D 
I 

DATE TIME NUM TRAIN CA" TWUIJ TYPE R 

09/24/97 0649 5611 LVB55 24 I , ARK CTY LDC S 
09/24/97 1041 5612 YWH55 24 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/24/97 1130 5613 LVB55 24 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/24/97 1200 5614 YWH55 24 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/24/97 1459 5615 YWH55 24 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/24/97 1648 5616 YWH55 24 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/24/97 1952 5617 GSDLGV 17 G THROUGH S 
09/24/97 2248 5618 YWH62 24 Y YARD,/WORK S 
09/24/97 2317 5619 YWH62 24 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/24/97 2353 5620 LVD54 24 L THRDUCH N 
09/25/97 0638 5621 LVB55 25 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/25/97 0946 5622 LVB55 25 L ARK LDC N 
09/25/97 1017 5623 YWH55 25 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/25/97 1052 5624 LVD55 25 L THRDUOi S 
09/25/97 1058 5625 YWH55 25 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/25/97 1324 5626 OCKWT 25 0 THROUGH N 
09/25/97 1534 5627 MFWWT 23 T THROUGH N 
09/25/97 2002 5628 GECCPY 14 G THRDUOi N 
09/25/97 2033 5629 OWTCK 25 0 THROUOi S 
- '25/97 2235 5630 YWH62 25 Y YAPD/WORK S 

J9/25/97 2311 5631 YWH62 25 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/26/97 0635 5632 LVB55 26 L ARK CTY LDC S 
0:/26/97 1000 5633 YWH55 26 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/26/97 1022 5634 LVB55 26 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/26/97 1104 5635 YWH55 26 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/26/97 1710 5636 GEFWCO 24 G THROUOi N 
09/26/97 2222 5637 YWH62 26 Y YARD/WOFJ< S 
09/26/97 2309 5538 YWH62 26 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/27/9" 0135 5639 LV054 26 L THRDUOi N 
09/27/97 0327 5640 .MFWWT 24 T THROUGH N 
09/27/97 0541 5641 GSHOCW 21 G THROUGH N 
09/27/97 0640 5642 LVB55 27 L ARK Cn' LDC S 
09/27/97 0849 5643 MFVA.T 25 T THRDUOi N 
C9/27/97 1101 5644 YWH55 l-" V YARD/WDRK S 
09/27/97 1115 5645 LVB55 27 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/27/97 1136 5646 CfTCKC 18 0 THROUOi N 
09/27/97 1150 5647 LV055 27 L THRDUOi S 
09/27/97 1202 5648 YWH55 27 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/27/97 2341 5649 YWH62 27 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/23/97 0030 5650 YWH62 27 Y YARD/'JORK N 
09/28/97 0222 5651 MFWWT 26 T THFOUSi N 
09/28/97 0624 5652 CSHOWA 25 G THROUGH N 
09/28/97 0940 5653 GSGVCC 23 G THROUOi N 
t y / ^ o / i 7 1024 5654 Y'WH55 28 Y 'iARD/WORK S 
09/28/97 1114 5655 YWH55 28 Y YARD/WORK 



PAGE 7 

PROGRAM: FPAN127.PDCUS.EXEC(AEIHIST-WH[>i 4) 10/01/97 14.09.59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCANNER TRAIN HISTORY DETAIL REPORT FOR SCANNER #359-SOUni WICHITA 

FOR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

DATE TIME 
SEQ 
NUM TRAIN 

TW 
CAT TRAIN TYPE 

D 
I 
R 

09/28/97 1922 5656 MWTFW 28 T THRDUOi S 
09/29/97 0605 5657 MFWWT 27 T THROUOi N 
09/29/97 0629 5658 LVB55 29 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/29/97 1035 5659 YWH55 29 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/29/97 1120 5660 LVB55 29 L ARK CTY LOC N 
09/29/S7 1151 5661 YWH55 29 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/29/97 1415 5662 YWH55 29 Y YARD/'WDRK S 
09/29/9" 1712 5663 YWH55 29 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/29/97 1920 5664 MWTFW 29 T THROUGH S 
09/29/97 2230 5665 YWH55 29 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/29/97 2254 5666 YWH55 29 Y '£ARD/WDRK N 
09/29/97 2353 5667 LVD54 29 L THRDUOi N 
09/30/97 0634 5668 LVB55 30 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/30/97 1014 5669 YWH55 30 Y YARD/WDRK 3 
09/30/97 1022 5670 L\'B55 30 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/30/97 1049 5671 LV055 30 L THRDUOi S 
09/30/97 1101 5672 YWH55 30 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/30/97 1532 5673 OCKWT 29 0 THRDUOi N 
09/30/97 1634 5674 MFWWT 28 T THROUGH N 
9/30/97 1659 5675 GSDLGV 29 THROUGH S 

09/30/97 1958 5676 MWTFW 30 T THROUGH S 
09/30/97 2234 5677 YWH62 30 Y YARD/W:^ s 
09/30/97 2315 5678 YWH62 30 Y YARD/WDRK N 
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UNION PACIFIC R!*\H-ROAD COMPANY 

October 2. 1997 

• .•£ DODGE STREEl 
ROOM 830 

OMAM* ntgR^SKA 68'790C)0i 
PAK^IO?I2~''-'^IC 

ocr. 

Mr Vernon A. Williams. Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street NW. Suite 700 
Washington. DC 20423 

Re: Finance Docket 32760. UP - Control and Merger - SP 

Dear Mr Williams: 

Pursuant to Decision No. 44. UP SP submits station passing reports for 
the month of September 1997 for the cities of Reno. Nevada and Wichita. Kansas. 
The reports indicate that UP SP is in compliance with Condition 22.a and Condition 
23 a of Exhibit G to Decision No 44. 

Cap 

Average Through Freight Trains 

Reno 

14.7 

9.9 

Wichita 

6.4 

3.53 

The attached ongmal and 20 copies of the verified reports include the 
details for both included and excluded trains for each day dunng September. 

Officw ol tho Secretary 

ncT - 3 mi 

LARmsw 
Attachments 

• L 

Part ol 
PUWK: HK:ord 

Very truly yours. 

I 

I Louise A. Rinn 
General AUorney 
(402) 271-4227 

• 'LAWADM LARiMEflGER SEP97STA RPT 



C: (With attachments) 

PERSONAL (2 copies) 
Elaine Kaiser 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. NW 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

Steven J. Kalish. Esq 
McCarthy. Sweeney & Harkaway. PC 
1750 Pennsylvania Avenue. NW 
Washmgton. DC 20006 

Paul H Lamboley. Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
1020 19th Street NW. Suite 400 
Washington. DC 20036 

(Via UPS Next Day Air) 
J. Michael Hemmer. Esq. 
Covington & Burling 
1201 Pennsylvania Avenue. NW 
Washington. DC 20044 

(With Wichita Report) 
Bill Stockwell 
Metropolitan Planning Department 
C Hall 
4 North Mam Street 
Wichita. KS 67202 

o ..AWAOM'LAR'MEBGEn SEP9'S'A flp-



RECAP OF PASSING REPORTS FOR MONTH OF SEPTEMBER 1997 
RENO, NEVADA 

DATE FREIGHT 

1-Sep 
2-Sep 9 

3-Sep 10 

4-Sep 9 

5-Sep 11 

6-Sep 6 

7-Sep 10 

8-Sep 8 

9-Sep 9 

10-Sep 8 

11-Sep 12 

12-Sep 13 

13-Sep 9 

14-Sep 10 

15-Sep 12 

16-Sep 12 

17-Sep 11 

18-Sep 9 

19-Sep 9 

20-Sep 10 

21-Sep 10 

22-Sep 10 

23-Sep 10 

24-Sep 11 

25-Sep 11 

26-Sep 9 

27-Sep 10 

28-Sep 9 

29-Sep 10 

30-Sep 12 

FREIGHT TRAIN MONTH TO DATE AVERAGE 9 ,̂  



STATIOi.' PASSING REPORT FOR SeptemL 1 1997 
Trsin and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevc'da 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID Direction Type' 

1 340 AM 1MRVRO-30 E F 

2 830 AM 2MSTNPB-K31 E F 

3 455 PM 1MRVR0-31 E F 

4 1045 PM 1MEUNP-K31 E F 

5 510 AM 1MROSTB-K29 W F 

6 645 AM IAKSOA-29 W F 

7 245 PM 1ZG1OA-30 W F 

8 910 PM 1CSKNC-31 W F 

9 614 PM PASSENGER E P 

10 100"7 AM PASSENGER W P 

11 349 AM 429 AM HELPER ENGINE NA LE 

12 
13~ 
14_ 
15 
16" 
17~ 
1 8 ' 
1 9 ' 
20 ' 
2 1 ' 
22" 
23 ' 
24 ' 
25" 

•Type F(Freight> P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Eng 
SW (Local and industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck, Fire and otner emergency movements) 

line) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing recor true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

± Assistant Gepera^lsteaager 
Transpor oition Service Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 2 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

14 
15 
1 6 ' 
17 ' 
18" 
19" 
20" 
2 1 ' 
2 2 ' 
23 ' 
24" 
25 ' 

Reno Time (Est) Tram ' Engine ID Direct'cn Type* 

1 930 AM 1AOAKS-01 E F 

2 1120 AM 2MSTNPB-K31 E F 

3 205 PM 1MEUNP-01 E F 

4 725 PM 1MSTNPB-01 E ' 

5 1255 AM 1ZG10A-31 W F 

6 120 AM 1AHNOA-30 F 

7 1135 AM 1MNPSTB-28 W F 

8 200 PM 1AKSOA-30 W F 

9 930 PM lMNPSTB-30 W F 

10 615 PM PASSENGER E P 

11 1007 AM PASSENGER W P 

12 520 AM - 558 AM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

13 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detojr) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of penury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Assista-it General îDaiiage 
Transportation Sfervice Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 3, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through ce.,tral Reno. Nevada 

TweniV-four hour penod 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 720 AM IMRVRO-KOi E F 

2 1';40 AM 1AOAKS-02 E F 

3 1105 AM 1ZOACH-03 E F 

4 340 PM MSTNPB-02 E F 

5 850 PM 1GPYUP-02 E F 

6 100 AM 1UPBKG-02 W F 

7 610 AM lAKoOA-31 W F 

8 1210 PM 1MROSTB-01 W F 

9 905 PM 1ZG1OA1-01 w F 

10 925 PM 1UPBKG-02 w F 

11 617 PM PASSENGER E P 

12 1041 AM PASSENGER w P 

1 :̂  502 AM - 53E AM HELPER ENGINE N-A LE 

14 

15 
1 6 ' 
17" 
1 8 ' 
19 ' 
2 0 ' 
2 1 ' 
22" 
23 ' 
24 ' 
25" 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck. Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maimained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Assistant General 
Transportation Service 

Date 

enter 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 4 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train •' Engine ID 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
IP 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

825 AM 1MRVRO-02 

Direction Type* 

855 AM 
1140 AM 

1AOAK.S-03 
1ZOACH-04 

515 PM 
815 PM 
340 AM 
450 AM 
255 PNi 
1110 PM 
609 PM 
1032 AM 
300 AM 
430 AM 

1CRIGV-02 
1GBKOG-03 
1AKSOA-01 
1MROSTB-02 
1ZG1OA2-02 
1MNPSTB-31 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 
YARD ENGINE 
YARD ENGINE 

W 
W 
W 
W 
E 
W 

W 

r 

SW 

sw 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usua' and 

ordinary course of busmess. 

Assistant General 
Transportation Servfce Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 5 1997 
Tram and Engine Movemenii; througn central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour penod 

Reno Time (E'j;t) Tram Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 "45 AM 
2 730 AM 
3 1100 AM 
4 500 PM 
5 920 PM 
6 1050 PM 
7 910 AM 
8 210 PM 
9 435 PM 

10 440 PM 
11 1020 PM 
12 551 PM 
13 1007 AM 
14 805 PM 
15 950 FM 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 ' 
21 

1MEUNP-K03 
1AOAKS-04 
IZOACH-05 
1MtUNP-04 
lMSTNPB-04 
1MRVRO-04 
1ZG1OA3-03 
lAK^ JA-02 
1MNPSTB-05 
1CSKTA-03 
2MNPSTB-30 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 
YARD ENGINE 
YARD ENGINE 

W 
W 

w 
w 
w 

w 
w sw 

sw 

22 
23" 
24 ' 
25 ' 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
s w (Local and lndusti-y Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck. Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury thai the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business. 

Assistant Genera! Mafj^ger 
Transportation Servkfe Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 6. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram ' Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 415 AM 1MSTNPB-K05 
2 1135 AM -IZOACH-06 
3 450 PM 1AOAKS-05 
4 610 AM 1MROSTB-05 W 
5 255 PM 1ZG1OA-04 W 
6 400 PM IMROSTB-O: w 
7 551 PM PASSENGER 
3 1007 AM 
9 " 

PASSENGER W 

10 
11 ' 
12' 
13' 
14" 
15" 
16' 
17" 
i s ' 
19 ' 
2 0 ' 
2 1 " 
2 2 ' 
2 3 ' 
24" 
2 5 ' 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTI-IFNTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and cor. ect 
and compiled from records ma;r Mined by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordins'y course of business 

Assistant General f/aiSaogr 
Transportation Service Center 

Di.le 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 7, 1997 
Tram anc Engine Movements through central Rene Nevada 

Twenty-four nour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train ' Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 440 AM 1MRVRO-05 
2 605 AM 1AOAKS-06 
3 1100 AM 1ZOACH-07 
4 1135 AM 1MOARQ-05 
5 405 PM 1MSTNPB-K06 
6 1145 PM 1MEUNP-06 
7 425 AM 1MNP.STB-03 W 
8 720 AM " lAKSOA-03 W 
9 105 PM 1ZG1OA-05 W 

10 "840 PM 1MNPSTB-01 W F 
11 604 PM PASSENGER E P 
12 1025 AM PASSENGER W P_ 
13 1207 AM - 100 AM HELPER ENGINE NA LE_ 

14 
1 5 _ 
16 . 
17 . 
18 -
19 

20 — 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck, Fire a..^ other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty ot perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company m the usual ano 
ordinary course of business 

Assistant GeneralIjil'^TTagir Date 
Transportation S^rvic^ Center 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 8. 1997 
Train and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID 

1 300 AM 
2 220 PM 
3 145 AM 
4 700 AM 
5 1110 AM 
6 1205 PM 
7 425 PM 
8 435 PM 
9 633 PM 

10 415 PM 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

1MRVRO-06 
1MRVRO-07 
1MRVSTB-K06 
2AKSOA-04 
1ZG1OA-06 
1MROSTB-05 
1AKSOA-05 
lCr.OPT-08 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 

DirFCtion Type^ 

W 
W 
W 
W 
W 
W 

W 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Assistant Gener 
Transportation^er 

Date 

enter 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 9. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements tnrough central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour per-od 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

550 AM 
1005 AM 
1050 AM 
120 PM 
845 PM 

1 MOARD-06 
1MSTNPB-07 
1ZOACH-09 
1AOAKS-08 
1MSTNFB-08 

1110 AM 
105 PM 
320 PM 
510 PM 
750 PM 
1003 AM 
530 PM 
830 PM 

1GUPTZ-09 
1ZG1OA-07 
1MNPSTB-06 
1MNPSTB-05 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 
YAF'.D ENGINE 
YARD ENGINE 

W 
W 
W 
W 

W 
W SW 

SW 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movemem;) 
EM (Snow. Wreck Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
i certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of bcsiness. 

(A 
Assistant General 
Transportation 6ei 

na^er Date 

Center 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 10. 1997 
Train and Engine Movements through centra: Reno Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 745 AM 1AOAKS-09 
2 1155 AM 1ZOACH-09 
3 525 PM 1MRVRO-08 
4 355 AM 
5 445 AM 

2AKSOA-09 
1AKSOA-07 

W 

w 
6 1055 AM 
7 100 PM 

IZG1OA-08 W 
1MROSTB-07 W 

8 545 PM 2MROSTB-08 W 
9 651 PM 

10 1010 AM 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 

11 949 AM - 111 PM 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 \ 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25" 

HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (L :ght Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled trom records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business. 

Assistant Gene' 
Transportation 

nager 
o^rvice Center 

^lul<^-| 
Dat^i 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 11, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram ' Engine ID 

1 1205 AM 

2 320 AM 
3 510 AM 
4 720 AM 
5 1105 AM 
6 1225 PM 

1MEUNP-08 
IMSTtvlPBOg 
1CRIGV-09 
1AOAKS-10 
1MRVRO-09 
lZOACH-r 

Direction Type* 

7 515 PM 
8 630 PM 
9 310 AM 

10 135 PM 
1 1 235 PM 
12 535 PM 
13 643 PM 
14 1026 AM 

15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

1MEUNP-09 
2MRVRO-10 
1AKSOA-08 
1ZG1OA-09 
1CSKTA-09 
1MROSTB-08 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 

W 
W 
W 
W 

W 

_F_ 
F 

*Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W(Work) [ (Detour) LE (L ght Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snov •̂ Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
• certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

. '1 compiled from records maintamed by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Assistant General fyWCQager 
Transportation Service CerTer 

Date 



STATION PASSING FEPORT FOR September 12, 1997 
Train and Engine Moven.eris through central Reno Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram ' Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 105 AM 1MEUNP-K10 E F 

2 600 AM 1MSTN''-^B-11 E F 

3 630 AM lGTZJP-11 E F 

4 805 AM 1A0AKS-11 E F 

5 905 AM 1^',OARO-10 E F 

6 1155 AM 1/0ACH-12 E F 

7 25C PM 1CTASK-|1 E F 

8 945 PM 1GBKOG-10 E F 

9 135 AM 1MNPSTB-07 W F 

10 735 AM lAKSOA-09 W F 

11 1055 AM 1 MROSTB-09 W F 

12 130 PM 1ZG1OA0-10 W F 

13 840 PM 1MNPSTB-08 W F 

14 617 PM PASSENGER E P 

15 1022 AM PASSENGER W P 

16 545 PM YARD ENGINE W SW 

17 700 PM YARD ENGINE E SW 

18 421 AM - 456 AM HELPER ENGINE N A LE 

19 525 PM MROSTB-09 W LE 

20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

*Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck Fire and otner emergency movements) 

AU1 HENTICATION. 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business. 

Assistant Generaf V 
Tra.isportatioo Service Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 13. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram ' Engine ID 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 

350 AM 1MEUNP-11 

D"-ection Type* 

845 AM 
930 AM 
140 PM 
145 PM 

1A0AKS-12 
1MRVRO-10 
1Z0ACH-13 
2MSTNPB-12 

250 AM 
1 155 AM 
240 PM 
640 PM 

iAKSOA-10 
1UPPYG-13 
1ZG10A-11 
1MNPSTB-10 

W 
W 
W 
W 

557 PM 
1054 AM 

PASSENGER 
PASSENGER W 

23 
24 ' 
25 ' 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W(Woik) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify unoer penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and complied from records maintained by SPT Company m the usual and 
ordinary course of business. 

Assistant Gen^»^f\,1anager 
TransportatiBfi Service Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 14 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 540 AM 
2 1025 AM 
3 1150 AM 
4 1225 PM 
5 1030 PM 
6 1225 AM 
7 150 AM 
8 1 15L A M 

9 410 PM 
10 1010 PM 
11 533 PM 
12 1009 AM 
13 559 AM - 728 AM 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 . 
20 
21 
22 
23^ 
24 
25 

1MEUNP-12 
1MEUNP-13 
1MSTNPB-13 
1Z0ACH-14 
1MRVR0-12 
1CSKTC-12 W 

1MNPSTB-10 W 

1ZG10A-11 W 

1MR0STB-14 Vv 

1MR0STB-11 W 

PASSENGER 
PASSENGER W 

HELPER ENGINE N/A 

*Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (LoCo, and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Assistant Ge 
Transportati 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 15. 1997 
Train and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 125 AM 1MSTNPB-14 E F 
2 305 AM 1A0AKS-13 E F 
3 620 AM IMRVRO-13 E F 
4 940 AM 1A0AKS-14 E F 
5 105 PM 2MSTNPE-11 E F 
6 115 PM 1CTASK-14 E F 
7 615 PM lMOARO-14 E F 
8 255 AM 1MR0STB-13 W F 
9 350 AM 1CC0PT-14 W F 

10 1220 PM 1ZG10A-13 W F 
11 835 PM 1AKSOA-12 w F 
12 1030 PM 1MR0STB-14 w F 
13 634 PM PASSENGER E P 
14 1005 AM PASSENGER w P 

15 805 AM YARD ENGINE w sw 
16 825 AM YARD ENGINE E SW 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

•Type F (Fieight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck. Fire and other emergency movements) 

AU'^HENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true o a correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Cornpany in the usual and 
ordinary course of business 

Assistant Gen 
Transportati0fi Se 

\yCager 
Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 16 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hcur period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Directio" Type* 

1 200 AM 1GPYUP-15 E F 

2 720 AM 1MEUNP-14 E F 

3 810 AM 1MRVR0-14 E F 

4 1045 AM 2MRVRO-14 E F 

5 1105 AM 1ZOACH2-16 E F 

6 830 PM 1MSTNPB-K15 E F 

7 1025 PM 1CRIGV-14 E F 

8 1020 AM 1MR0STB-14 W F 

9 1215 PM 1ZG10A-14 W F 

10 1230 PM 1AKS0A-13 w F 

11 550 PM 2MNPSTB-11 w F 

12 1040 PM 1MNPSTB-11 w F 

13 535 PM P.ASSENGER E P 

14 1051 AM PASSENGER w P 

15 510 PM YARD ENGINE w SW 

16 645 PM YARD ENGINE E SW 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck, Fire and other einergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business. 

Assistant Genera>>^ac^ger Date 
Transportation Service Center 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 1 , , 1997 
Train and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram. Engine ID Direction Type^ 

^50^M 1MEUNP-15 
2 355 AM 2CRIGV-14 
3 835 AM 1A0AKS-16 
4 1215 PM 1Z0ACH-17 
5 720 PM 1MEUNP-16 
6 1115 PM 1MRVRC-15 
7 1250 AM 1CSKTA-15 yV_ 
8 155,AM 1AKS0A-14 ^ 
9 1045 AM 1ZG10A1-15 W_ 

10 1125 AM 1MR0'STB-15 W f _ 
11 500 PM ~ 1MNPSTB-12 _ . y V F 

12 609 PM PASSENGER | 1-
13 1014 AM PASSENGER W P 
14 919 P M - 1031 PM HELPER ENGINE ^ A LE_ 

15 
16" 
17 ' 
18 ' 
19' 
20" 
2 1 " 
22 ' 
23 ' 
24' 
25" 

'Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certiry under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Assistant Generi^anagfer Date 
Transportatior* ServiceXenter 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 18. 1997 
Train ano Engine Movements th ough central Reno, Nevada 

•^wenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID 

345 AM 1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
r 1011 AM 

1M0AR0-17 

Direction Type* 

105 PM 
340 PM 
730 PM 
425 AM 
730 AM 

1Z0ACH-18 
1A0AKS-17 
1MRVR0-16 
1CSKTA-16 
1MR0STB-16 

_E_ 
W 
W 

930 AM 
900 PM 

1ZG10A2-16 
1MNPSTB-14 

W 

w _F_ 
F 1125 PM 

613 PM 

1 j 440 PM 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

1MR0STB-17 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 
WRVEK-18 

W 

"E ' W 

•Type F (Freignt) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck. Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penaltN' of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from rtfcords maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business. 

Assistant Ge 
TransportaNon^ 

2 ^ 
n^^pMRQager 
vi i jervice^Snter 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 19 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train ' Engine ID Direction Type^ 

1 125 AM 1MSTNPB-16 E F 
2 430 AM 1GBK0G-17 E F 
3 625 AM 1MEUNP-17 E F 

45 AM 1Z0ACH-19 
5 1225 PM 1A0AKS-18 
6 320 PM 1MRVR0-17 
7 1235 PM 1ZG10A-17 W F 
8 150 PM 1AKS0A-16 W F 
9 1055 PM 1GUPTZ-17 W F 

10 610 PM PASSENGER E P 
11 1007 AM PASSENGER W P 
12 625 PM YARD ENGINE W SW 
13 735 FM YARD ENGINE E SVV_ 
14 
15 

16 
17 
18 , 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 ' 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of bus.ness. 

c <-

Assistant Gener^J^l^nager Date 
Transportation'3erviceCenter 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 20 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram ' Engine ID 

1 110 AM 1MSTNPB-17 

Direction rype 

2 505 AM 
3 520 AM 
4 950 AM 
5 1110 AM 
6 310 AM 

700 AM 
8 1145 AM 
9 305 PM 

1CTASK-18 
1A0AKS-19 
1CRIGV-17 
1ZOACH-20 
1MNPSTB-15 
1CSKWC-19 
IMROSTB-18 
1ZG10A-18 

W 

w 
w 
w 

10 1000 PM 
11 559 PM 
12 951 PM 
13 750 AM 
14 

lAKSOA-17 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 
WRVEK-20 

W 

W 
W 

15 
16 ' 
17 ' 
18 ' 
19 ' 
20 ' 
2 1 " 
22" 
23" 
24 ' 
25" 

•Type F (Freignt) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregomg record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintamed by SPT Company m the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Assistant Gen^aA ' 
Transportation Service Center 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 21, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Train / Engine ID Direction Type' 

1 550 AM 
2 615 AM 
3 1030 AM 
4 1235 PM 
5 555 PM 
6 555 AM 
7 120 PM 
8 620 PM 
9 755 PM 

10 1100 PM 
11 621 PM 
1? 1005 AM 
13 
14 

15 
16' 
17" 
18" 
19" 
20" 
21 " 
22 ' 
23' 
24" 
25' 

1MRVR0-19 
1MEUNP-19 
1AOAKS-20 
1Z0ACH-21 
1MSTNPB-18 
1MROSTB-20 
1GUPBK-20 
1ZG10A-19 
1CSKST-20 
lGUPBK-21 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 

W 
W 

w 
w 
w 

w 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Assistant General 
TranSfJortation-Service 

naqer Date 

enter 



STATION PASSING REPDRT FOR September 22. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements ttirough central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 135 AM 1GTZUP-21 E F 

2 240 AM 1A0AKS-21 E F 

3 315 AM 1MEUNP-18 E F 

4 945 AM 1MRVR0-18 E F 

5 210 PM 2MSTNPB-18 E F 

6 1040 PM ICTASK-20 E F 

7 355 AM 1MNPSTB-16 W F 

8 845 AM 1AKS0A-18 W F 

o 1140 AM 1ZG1OA-20 w F 

10 1250 PM lAKSOA-19 w F 

11 635 PM PASSENGER E P 

12 1135 AM PASSENGER w P 

13 130 PM YARD ENGINE w SW 

14 315 PM YARD ENGINE E SW 

15 707 AM - 747 AM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

16 535 AM WRVEK-21 W W 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business 

Assistant Generapi^nager 
Transportation Servic^~€enter 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 23. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno T -ne (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 150 AM 1MEUNP-20 E F 

2 430 AM 1MRVRO-K20 E F 

3 840 AM 1AOAKS-22 E F 

4 1120 AM 1ZOACH2-23 E F 

5 310 PM 1MSTNPB-20 E F 

6 930 PM 1MSTNPB-K22 E F 

7 1020 AM 1AKSOA-20 W F 

8 1230 PM 1ZG10A-21 W F 

9 200 PM 1GUPTZ-22 w F 

10 430 PM 1MR0STB-K21 w F 

11 650 PM PASSENGER E H 

12 1009 AM PASSENGER w P 

13 118 PM-239 PM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

14 
15' 
16' 
17' 
18" 
19" 
20" 
2 1 " 
22" 
23 ' 
24 ' 
25 ' 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
s w (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty ot perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business. 

Assistant General MSVis^er Date 
Transportation Service Center 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 24, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through centra! Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engme ID Direction Type-

1 450 AM 1MSTNPB-21 
2boOAM 1CRIGV-19 
3 930 AM 1AOAKS-23 L 
4 945 AM lCTASK-23_ 1 . 
5 1055 AM 1ZOACH-24 E_ 
6 540 PM 1MRVR0-21 ^ 
7 920 PM ~ 1MSTNPB-K23 
8 720 AM lMNPSTB-2^ W 

9 i45 AM 1ZG10A-22 
1AKS0A-21 W 

W 

WORK TRAIN E ^ 

10 210 PM ^ . 
11 1025 PM 1MROSTB-K22 W 
12"6"20 PM PASSENGER 
13 1030 AM PASSENGER 
14 908 PM - 1041 PM HELPER ENGINt 

15 200 PM 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

NA LL. 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Swuch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing reccrd is true ano correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Compary m the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Transportation ServiceXenter 
Assistant Gengt^tManat^er Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 25. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno T'me (Est) Tram ' Engine ID Direction Type* 

1415 AM 1MOARO-23 E F 

2 550 AM 1MRVRO-22 E F 

3 220 PM 1ZOACH-25 E F 

4 625 PM 1AOAKS-24 E F 

5 920 PM 1MRVRO-23 E F 

6 150 AM 1GUPPY-23 W F 

7 350 AM 1CSKTA-22 W F 

8 830 AM 2MROSTB-23 w F 

9 310 PM 1AKSOA-22 w F 

10 400 PM AZGlOA-23 w F 

11 1045 PM 1MNPSTB-19 w F 

12 614 PM PASSENGER E P 

13 1027 AM PASSENGER w P 

14 150 PM • 239 PM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

15 736 PM-749PM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

16 
17" 
18' 
19" 
20" 
2 1 ' 
22 ' 
23' 
24' 
25' 

'Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (WorM D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Moven ents) 
EM (Snow. Wreck. Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company m the usual and 

ordinary course of business. 

/ 
C (_ ' 

Assistant General M, 
Transportation Sfervice 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 26, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram ' Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 505 AM 
2 705 AM 
3 900 AM 
4 235 PM 
5 320 PM 
6 220 AM 
7 700 AM 
8 150 PM 
9 430 PM 

10 614 PM 
11 1054 AM 

2 1 
1 3 ' 
14 ' 
1 5 ' 
16 ' 
17" 
18" 
19 ' 
2 0 ' 
2 1 ' 
2 2 ' 
23" 
24 ' 
25 ' 

1AOAKS-25 
1MSTNPB-25 
1CTASK-25 
1ZOACH-26 
1MRVRO-24 
1MROSTB-23 
1CSKTA-24 
1ZG10A-24 
1MR0STB-K21 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 

W 
W 
W 

w 

w 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records mamtained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business. 

Assistant General Mafytjer 
Transportation Service 

^\X'=\ (°ll 
Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 27 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type^ 

1 425 AM 
2 730 AM 
3 750 AM 
4 910 AM 
5 1035 AM 
6 450 PM 
7 135 AM 
8 1110 AM 
9 I 3 5 PM 

10 435 PM 
11 619PM 
12 1237 PM 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

1MRVRO-26 
1MSTNPB-26 
1MOARO-26 
1AOAKS-26 
1ZOACH-27 
1GPYUP-26 
1AKSOA-23 
1MNPSTB-22 
1ZG10A-25 
1AKSOA-24 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 

W 
W 

w 
w 

w 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow Wreck Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 
and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 
ordinary course of business 

Assistant Gener 
Tnnsportation Ser^ 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 28, 1997 
Tram and Engme Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram ' Enqine ID Direction Type^ 

140 AM 
220 AM 
750 Afv1 
1135 AM 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 120 PM 

915 PM 
555 AM 

2MOARO-26 
1M3TNPB-27 
1MRVRO-27 
1ZOACH-28 
3MOARO-26 
1MROSTB-24 

_fc_ 
E 

W 

745 AM 1MNPSTB-23 
1AKSOA-28 

W 
W 

9 525 PM 
10 606 PM 
11 1008 AM 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

1CSKTA-25 W 

PASSENGER 
PASSENGER W 

_P_ 
P 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow, Wreck, Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
I ce,1ify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business 

Assistant Genen 
Transportation Se' 

^TOaffii 
Jervl^e-

inager 
Center 

"I I ' l l 
Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 29, 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno. Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

Reno Time (Est) 

105 AM 

Tram / Engine ID 

730 AM 
920 AM 
510 PM 
535 PM 

lCRIGV-26 
1AOAKS-28 
1MRVRO-28 
1MSTNPB-28 
2Mr<yRO-27 

Direction Type* 

330 AM 1ZG10A 26 W 

625 AM 1AKSOA-26 W 

830 AM 
650 PM 

1AKSOA-25 
1MNPSTe-26 

W 

w 
1130 PM 
639 PM 
1009 AM 

1MROSBT-26 
PASSENGER 
PASSENGER 

W 

W 

1145 AM WORK TFIAIN W 

•Type F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck. Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION: 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business. 

Assistant Generi 
Transportati 

sner^kfvlijQageV 
oii^en/iceCSmer 

"t 13.^" | 1 7 

Date 



STATION PASSING REPORT FOR September 30. 1997 
Tram and Engine Movements through central Reno, Nevada 

Twenty-four hour period 

Reno Time (Est) Tram / Engine ID Direction Type* 

1 430 AM 2MOARO-27 E F 

2 625 AM 1MRVRO-29 E F 

3 650 AM 1GBKOG-29 E F 

4 130 PM 1AOAKS-29 E F 

5 145 PM 1ZOACH-30 E F 

6 550 PM 1CTASK-28 E F 

7 910 PM 2MOARO-28 E F 

8 130 AM 1ZG10A-27 W F 

9 640 AM 1GUPTZ-29 W F 

10 750 AM 1AKSOA-27 W F 

11 545 PM 1CCOPT-28 W F 

12 1040 PM 1MROSTB-28 W F 

13 631 PM PASSENGER E P 

14 1008 AM PASSENGER W P 

mon PM - 1036 PM HELPER ENGINE N/A LE 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 . 
21 ^ — 
22 

23 - ^ — 
24 ^ ^ 
25 — 

•Type: F (Freight) P (Passenger) W (Work) D (Detour) LE (Light Engine) 
SW (Local and Industry Switch Movements) 
EM (Snow. Wreck Fire and other emergency movements) 

AUTHENTICATION 
1 certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing record is true and correct 

and compiled from records maintained by SPT Company in the usual and 

ordinary course of business. 

c7kA^^ 
Assistant Gener^M^SiQageY 
Transportatioi<Service CSTrter 

Date 



: A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCAWJET: TRAit; HISTORY SUWIARY FDK SCANNER #359-SOUTO WICHITA 

FOR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

THRU 
DATE TRAINS 

09/01/97 4 
09/02/97 1 
09/03/97 2 
09/04/97 5 
09/05/97 1 
09/06/97 4 
09/07/97 3 
09/08/97 0 
09/09/97 5 
09/10/97 2 
09/11/97 5 
09/12/97 2 
09/13/97 6 
09/14/97 6 
09/15/97 3 
09/16/97 7 
09/17/97 0 
09/18/97 4 
09/19/97 1 
09/20/97 7 
09/21/97 3 
09/22/97 2 
09/23/97 6 
09/24/97 3 
09/25/97 5 
09/26/97 1 
09/27/97 6 
09/28/97 4 
09/29/97 3 
09/30/97 5 

*TCITAL 97 
106 

AVG THRU TRN 3.53 

TOTAL 
106 

VERIFICATION 

STATE OF NEBRASKA 

COUNTY' OF DOUGLAS ) 
ss 

Clyde Anderson being first duly swom, deposes and says t^at he has read the foregoing document, knows the 

facts asserted therein and that the same are true as stated i ^ / 

^ GtN[RAlN0IART-StJlt3(he5'»sU 
jl MARY R. HOLEWir̂ SKI 

c^5l5;r= MrCcmm fiD OcU5, ?0O0 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 

Gfyde Anderson 

day of ' 1997 

Notary P^-jlic 
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PROGRAM: FPAN127.FXX:US.EXEC(AEIHIST-Wm'A-4) 10/01/97 14.09.59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCANNER TRAIN HJSTORY DETAIL REPORT POR SCANNER #359-SOUrH WiailTA 

FOR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

SEQ TRN 
D 
I 

DATE TIME NUM TRAIN CAT TRAIN TYPE R 

09/01/97 0326 5386 MFWT 31 T THROUGH N 
09/01/97 1316 5387 GSCWHO 30 G THROUGH S 
09/01/97 1729 5388 GSCWHO 30 G THROUGH S 
09/01/97 2017 5389 GEFWSI 29 G THROUOi N 
09/02/97 0629 5390 LVB55 02 L ARK CTY UOC S 
09/02/97 0929 5391 YWH55 02 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/02/97 0953 5392 YWH55 02 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/02/97 1114 5393 LVB55 02 L ARK CTY DDC N 
09/02/97 1122 5394 YWK55 02 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/02/97 1347 5395 YWH55 02 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/02/97 1737 5396 MWTFW 02 T THROUGH S 
09/02/97 2220 5397 YWH62 02 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/02/97 2243 5398 YWH62 02 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/03/97 0019 5399 GSWniO 02 G THROUOi S 
09/03/97 0637 5400 LVB55 03 L ARK CTY LOC S 
09/03/97 0925 5401 YWH55 03 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/03/97 0955 5402 LVB55 03 L ARK CTY LOC N 
09/03/97 1036 5403 YWH55 03 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/03/97 1254 5404 YWH55 03 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/03/97 1515 5405 YWH55 03 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/03/97 1755 5406 01 T THROUGH N 
09/03/97 1900 5407 ŴH62 03 Y ÂRD/WORK S 
09/03/97 1921 5408 Ym62 03 Y VARD/WDRK N 
09/04/97 0054 5409 LV054 03 L THROUGH N 
r̂ '̂ '/04/97 0639 5410 LVB55 04 L ARK Cn' DDC S 

'04/97 0944 5411 YWH55 04 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/04/97 1047 5412 YWH55 04 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/04/97 1126 5413 LV055 04 L THROLK̂ i S 
09/04/97 1249 5414 LVB55 04 L ARK CTY LOC N 
09/04/97 1613 5415 OCKWT 04 0 THROUGH N 
09/04/97 2054 5416 MWTFW T THROUGH S 
09/04/97 2100 5417 owrcK 04 0 THROUGH S 
09/04/97 22.^1 5418 YWH62 04 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/04/97 2250 5419 "iWH62 04 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/0^)/97 0018 5420 MFWWT 02 T THROUGH N 
09/05/97 0638 5421 LVB55 05 L ARK CTY UX: S 
09/05/97 1050 5422 YWH55 05 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/05/97 1158 5423 YWH55 05 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/05/97 1313 5424 L̂ .̂55 05 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/05/97 1414 5425 YWH55 05 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/05,97 1541 5426 YWH55 05 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/05/97 2215 5427 YWH62 05 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/05/97 2255 5428 Ym62 05 Y YARD/WORJ'v N 
09/06/97 0028 5429 LV054 05 L THROUGH N 
09/06/97 0643 5430 L\'B55 06 L ARK CTY LDC S 



PAGE 2 

PROGRAM: FPAN127.FOCUS.EXEC(AETHIST-WHrA-4) 10/01/97 14.09.59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCANNTR TRAIN HISTORY DETAIL REPORT POR SCANNER #359-SOUTH WICHITA 

FOR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

SBQ TRN 
D 
I 

DATE TIME NUM TRAIN CAT TRAIN TYPE R 

09/06/97 0937 5431 YWH55 06 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/06/97 1018 5432 YWH55 06 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/06/97 1020 5433 LVB55 06 L ARK CTY IDC N 
09/06/97 1134 5434 LV055 06 L THROUGH S 
09/06/97 1347 5435 MWTFW 04 T THROUGH s 
09/06/97 2124 5436 MFWT 05 T THROUGH N 
09/06/97 2145 5437 YWH62 06 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/06/97 2230 543S YWH62 06 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/07/97 0650 5439 MFWWT 06 T THROUGH N 
09/07/97 1005 5440 MWTfV 05 T THROUGti S 
09/07/97 1211 5441 YWH55 07 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/07/97 1317 5442 Yt>H55 07 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/07/97 1931 5443 MWTFV OT T THROUGH S 
09/07/97 2127 5444 YWH60 07 Y YARD/WORK s 
09/07/97 2147 5445 YWH60 07 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/08/97 0632 5446 L\'B55 08 L ARK CTY DDC S 
09/08/97 0937 5447 YWH55 08 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/08/97 1011 5448 LVB55 08 L ARK CTY' LDC N 
09/08/97 1143 5449 YWH55 08 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/08/97 1332 5450 Y'WH55 08 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/08/97 1522 5451 YWH55 08 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/08/97 2358 5452 YWH62 08 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/09/97 0016 5453 LV054 08 L THROUGH N 
09/09/97 0059 5454 YWH62 08 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/09/97 0358 5455 MFWWT 07 T THROUGH N 
09/09/97 0630 5456 LVB55 09 L ARK CTY' LDC S 
09/09/97 0944 5457 YWH55 09 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/09/97 1042 5458 GS0LG\' 07 G THROUGH s 
09/09/97 1107 5459 YWH55 09 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/09/97 1113 5460 L\'B55 09 L ARK CTY IDC N 
09/09/97 1135 5461 LV055 09 L THROUGH S 
09/09/'".7 1556 5462 YWH62 09 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/09/97 2341 5463 MWTFW 09 m 

X 
THR0UC3i s 

09/09/97 2357 5464 \-m62 09 Y YARD/WORK s 
09/10/97 0637 5465 L\'B55 10 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/10/97 0703 5466 GSGVOL 06 G THROUGH N 
09/10/97 0942 5467 Ym55 10 Y YARD/WORK s 
09/10/97 1013 5468 L\'B55 10 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/10/97 1118 5469 YWH55 10 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/10/97 1259 5470 \'WH55 10 Y YARD/WORK s 
09/10/97 1539 5471 YWH55 10 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/10/97 2156 5472 YWH62 10 Y YARD/WORP'v S 
09/10/97 2257 5473 YWH62 10 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/10/97 2301 5474 LV054 10 L IHROUGH N 
09/11/97 0641 5475 LVB55 11 L ARK CTY LDC S 
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PROGRAĴ : FPAN127.FOCUS.EXEC(AEIHTST-WHTA-4) 10/01/97 14.09-59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCANNER TRAIN HISTORY DETAIL REPORT FOR SCANNER #359-SOUIH WICHITA 

FOR PERKDD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

SEQ TRN 
D 
I 

DATE TIME NUM TRAIN CAT TRAIN TYPE R 

09/11/97 0953 5476 YWH55 11 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/11/97 1040 5477 LVB55 11 L ARK CTY' LDC N 
09/11/97 1114 5478 YWH55 11 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/11/97 1159 5479 MFWWT 09 T THROUGH N 
09/11/97 1310 5480 LV055 11 L THROUGH S 
09/11/97 1510 5481 OCKWT 11 0 THROUGH N 
09/11/97 2109 5482 MWTFW 11 T THRDUOi S 
09/11/97 2116 5483 OWTCK 11 0 THROUOi S 
09/11/97 2150 5484 YWH62 11 Y YARD/WORK s 
09/11/97 2255 5485 YWH62 11 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/12/97 0024 5486 GSCKCO 05 G THROUGH N 
09/12/97 0637 5487 LVB55 12 L ARK CTY' LOC S 
09/12/97 0941 5488 YWH55 12 Y YARD/WORK s 
09/12/97 1102 5489 LVB55 12 L ARK CT/ LDC N 
09/12/97 1116 5490 YWH55 12 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/12/97 2041 5491 MFWT 10 T THROUGH N 
09/12/97 2206 5492 YWH62 12 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/12/97 2306 5493 YWH62 12 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/13/97 0022 5494 MWTFW 12 T THRaXSi S 
09/13/97 0131 5495 LV054 12 L THROLGH N 
09/13/97 0637 5496 LV^55 13 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/13/97 0952 5497 YWH55 13 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/13/97 1044 5498 YWH55 13 Y YARD/WDRK N 
09/13/97 1059 5499 MFWT 11 T THROUGH N 
09/13/97 1117 5500 LV055 13 L THROUGH S 
09/13/97 1232 5501 L\'B55 13 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/13/97 1446 5502 YWH55 13 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/13/97 1626 5503 YWH55 13 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/13/97 1726 5504 MWFFW 13 T THROUGH S 
09/13/97 2219 5505 GLSIGV 10 G THROUGH s 
09/14/97 0913 5506 GSHOWT 09 G THROUGH N 
09/14/97 1004 5507 CCLAI OS C THROUGH N 
09/14/97 1113 5508 YWH55 14 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/14/97 1203 5509 YWH55 14 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/14/97 1421 5510 MFWWr 13 T THROUGH N 
09/14/97 1500 5511 YWH55 14 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/14/97 1632 5512 YWH55 14 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/14/97 1855 5513 GEBEPLn9 G THROUGH N 
09/14/97 2332 5514 avTCK 14 0 IHROUGH S 
09/14/97 2350 5515 MlvTFW 15 T THROUOi N 
09/15/97 0828 5516 LVB55 15 L ARK CTY' LDC S 
09/15/97 1011 5517 Y'WH55 15 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/15/97 11]5 5518 YWH55 15 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/15/97 1240 5519 MWTFW 15 T THROUGH N 
09/15/97 2038 5520 MFWT 14 T THROUOi N 



PROGRAM: FPAN127 . FOCUS. EXEC (AEIHISr-WHrA-4) 10/01/97 14.09.59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AFJ SCANNER TRAIN HISTORY DETAIL REPORT POR SCANNER #359-S0LT:H VnCHITA 

FOR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

DATE 

09/15/97 
09/15/97 
09/15/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/16/97 
09/17/97 
09/17/97 
09/17/97 
09/17/97 
09/17/97 
09/17/97 
09/17/97 
09/17/97 
09/18/97 
09/18/97 
09/18/97 
09/18/97 
09/18/97 
09/18/97 
09/18/97 
09/18/97 
09/18/97 
09/18/97 
09/18/97 
09/18/97 
09/19/97 
09/19/97 
09/19/97 
09/19/97 
09/19/97 
09/19/97 
09/19/97 
09/19/9"^ 
09/19/97 

SB2 TRN I 
TIME NUM TRAIN CAT TRAIN TYPE R 

2303 5521 YWH60 15 Y YARD/WDFJ< 3 

2330 5522 '̂WH60 15 Y YARD/VC)RK N 
2359 5523 LV054 15 L THROUGH N 
0426 5524 MWTFW 15 T THROUGH S 
0537 5525 MFWWT 15 T THROUOi N 
0640 5526 LVB55 16 L ARK CTi' LDC S 
0832 5527 GSGVOL 08 G THROUGH N 
1007 5528 YWH55 16 Y YARD/WORK S 
1042 5529 L\'B55 16 L ARK CTi' LDC N 
1102 5530 LV055 16 L THROUOi S 
1113 5531 YWH55 16 Y YARD/WORK N 
1639 5532 0W1"CK 16 0 THROUGH N 
1806 5533 GSWTHO 16 C THROUGH S 
2211 5534 YWH62 16 Y YARD/WORK S 
2237 5535 Y'WH62 16 Y YARD/WORK N 
2307 5536 OWTCK 16 0 THROLIGH S 
0641 5537 L\'E55 17 L .ARK CTY' LDC S 
0944 5538 \'WH55 17 Y Ŷ RD/WO.RK S 
1059 0539 YWH55 17 Y YARD/WORK N 
1151 5540 LVB55 17 L ARK CTY LDC N 
1309 5541 Y'WH55 17 Y YARD/WORK S 
1535 5542 Y'WH55 17 Y YARD/WORK N 
2306 5543 \-m62 17 Y YARD/WDRK S 
2321 5544 YWH62 17 Y YARD/WORK N 
0029 5545 \'WH62 17 Y YARD/WORK S 
0043 5546 YWH62 17 Y YARD/WORK N 
0636 5547 L\'B55 18 L ARK CTY LDC S 
0821 5548 LV054 17 L THROUGH N 
0945 5549 Y;VH55 18 Y YARD/WORK S 
1034 5550 LVB55 18 L ARK CTi LDC N 
1055 5551 YWH55 18 Y YARD/WORK N 
1416 5552 LV055 18 L THROUOi S 
1533 5553 OCKWT IS C THROUGH N 
2151 5554 OWTCK 18 0 THROUGH S 
2200 5555 Wri62 18 Y YARD/WORK S 
2228 5556 YWH62 18 Y YARD/WORK N 
0635 5557 LVB55 19 L ARK CTY LOC S 
0922 5558 Y'WH55 19 Y YARD/WORK s 
0948 5559 YWH55 19 Y YARD/WORK N 
1211 5560 LVB55 19 L ARK CTi LDC N 
1710 5561 YWH55 19 Y YARD/WORK S 
1730 5562 YWH55 19 Y YARD/WORK N 
2225 5563 MFWt̂ " 16 T THROUGH N 
2257 5564 YWH62 19 Y YARD/WORK S 
2318 5565 \'WH62 19 Y YARD/WORK N 



PAGE 

PRaiRAM: FPAN127.FOCUS.EXEC(AEIHIST-WHrA-4) 10/01/97 14.09.59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AFJ SCANNER TRAIN HISTORY DETAIL REPORT POR SCAN-NER #359-SOUrH WICHITA 

FDR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

SEQ TRN 
D 
I 

DATE TIME NUM TRAIN CAT TRAIN TYPE R 

09/20/97 0127 5566 GEGVCV 16 G THROUGH N 
09/20/97 0422 5567 GSHOAB 08 G THROUOi N 
09/20/97 0642 5568 LVB55 20 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/20/97 0826 5569 MFWNP 18 T THROUGH N 
09/20/97 1021 5570 YWH55 20 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/20/97 1034 5571 LVB55 20 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/20/97 1059 5572 YWH55 20 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/20/97 1322 5573 GEHECV 18 G THROUGH N 
09/20/97 1417 5574 Ym55 20 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/20/97 1421 5575 MWTFVJ 18 T THROUGH S 
09/20/97 1614 5576 Ym55 20 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/20/97 1633 5577 MWTFW 20 T THROUGH S 
09/20/97 1842 5578 MFWWT 18 T THROUOi N 
09/20/97 2232 5579 YWH62 20 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/20/97 2329 5580 YWH62 20 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/21/97 0745 5581 MFWWT 19 T THROUGH N 
09/21/97 1030 5582 YWH55 21 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/21/97 1128 5583 YWH55 21 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/21/97 1440 5584 YWH55 21 Y Y.ARD/WORK 5 
09/21/97 1549 5585 Ml'TrFW 21 T THROUGH S 
09/21/97 1641 5586 YWH55 21 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/21/97 1704 5587 GLwrcv 15 G THROUGH S 
09/21/97 2153 5588 'iWi60 21 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/21/97 2238 5589 YWH60 21 Y YARD/WOR:^ N 
09/22/97 0633 5590 LVB55 22 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/22/97 1029 5591 YWH55 22 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/22/97 1057 5592 L\'B55 22 L ARK CTY' LDC N 
09/22/97 1226 5593 YWH55 22 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/22/97 1733 5594 MWTHO 22 T THROUGH S 
09/22/97 2300 5595 MFW.̂7̂  20 T THROUGH N 
09/23/97 0004 5596 YWH62 22 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/23/97 0022 5597 YWH62 22 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/23/97 0054 5598 LV054 22 L THROUGH N 
09/23/97 0652 5599 L\'E55 23 L ARK CTY' LDC S 
09/23/97 0717 5600 GSHOWT IS G THROUGH N 
09/23/97 1031 5601 YWH55 23 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/23/97 1138 5602 YWH55 23 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/23/97 1141 5603 Ll'BSS 23 L ARK CTY' LDC r; 
09/23/97 1405 5604 LV055 23 L THROUGH S 
09/23/97 1536 5605 OCKWT 23 0 THROUGH N 
09/23/97 1645 5606 GLMGG\' 21 G THROUGH s 
09/23/97 2301 5607 \'WH62 23 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/23/97 2347 5608 YWH62 23 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/23/97 2357 5609 OWTCK 23 0 THROUGH S 
09/24/97 0252 5610 MFWr 21 T THROUOi N 



PAGE 

PROGRAM: FPAN127.FtX:US.EXEC(AEIHIST-WHrA-4) 10/01/97 14.09.59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
A' SCANNER TRAIN HISTORY DETAIL REPORT PDR SCANNER #359-SOUrH WICHITA 

FOR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

SEQ TRN 
D 
I 

DATE TIME NUM TRAIN CAT TRAIN TYPE R 

09/24/97 0649 561] LVB55 24 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/24/97 1041 56:.2 YWK55 24 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/24/97 1130 5613 LVB55 24 LJ ARK CTY LDC N 
09/24/97 1200 561, YWH55 24 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/24/97 1459 5615 YWH55 24 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/24/97 1648 5616 YWH55 24 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/24/97 1952 5617 GSOLGV 17 G THROUOi S 
09/24/97 2248 563 8 YWH62 24 Y VARD/WORK S 
09/24/97 2317 561^^ YWH62 24 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/24/97 2353 5620 LV054 24 L THROUGH N 
09/25/97 0638 5621 LVB55 25 L ARK CTY LOC S 
0<>/25/97 09^6 5622 LV355 25 L ARK CTY LOC N 
09/25/97 1017 5623 YWH55 25 Y YARO/WOFJ< S 
09/25/97 1052 5624 LV055 25 L THROUGH s 
09/25/97 1058 5625 YWH55 25 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/25/97 1324 5626 OCKWT 25 0 THROUGH N 
09/25/97 1534 562 MFWWT 23 T THROUGH N 
09/25/97 2002 5628 GECCPY 14 G THROLKOi N 
09/25/97 2033 5629 OWTCK 25 0 THROUGH S 
09/25/97 2235 5630 YWH62 25 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/25/97 2311 5631 YWH62 25 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/26/97 0621 5632 LVB55 26 L ARK CTY LDC S 
0<^'26/91 1000 5633 YWH55 26 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/26/97 1022 5634 LVB55 26 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/26/97 1104 5635 YWH55 26 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/26/97 1710 5636 GEFVJOO 24 G THROUOi N 
09/26/9V 2222 5637 YWH62 26 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/26/97 2309 5638 YWH62 26 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/27/97 0135 5639 LV054 26 L THROUGH N 
09/27/97 0327 5640 MFWI' 24 T THROUGH N 
09/27/97 0541 5641 GSHOCW 21 G IHROUGH N 
09/27/97 0640 5642 LVB55 27 L ARK CTY LDC S 
09/27/97 0849 5643 MFWWT 25 T THROUGH N 
09/27/97 1101 564-1 YWH55 27 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/27/97 1115 5645 LVB55 27 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/27/97 1136 5646 OTCKC 18 0 THROUOi N 
09/27/97 1150 5647 LV055 27 L THROUGH S 
09/27/97 1202 5648 YWH55 27 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/27/97 2341 5649 YWH62 27 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/28/97 0030 5650 'iWH62 27 Y YA.RD/WORK N 
09/28/97 0222 5651 f̂ IFWWT 26 T THRDUOI \i 
09/28/97 0624 5652 CSHOWA 25 G THROUGH N 
09/28/97 0940 5653 GSGVCO 23 G THROUGH N 
09/28/97 1024 5654 YWH55 28 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/28/97 1114 5655 YWH55 28 Y YARD/WORK N 
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PROGRAM: FPAN127.FOCUS.EXEC(AEIHIST-WHrA-4) 10/01/97 14,09.59 

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N R E S E A R C H 
AEI SCANNER TRAIN HISTORY DETAIL REPORT FOR SCANTIER #359-SOUTH WICHITA 

POR PERIOD 09/01/97-09/30/97 

SBQ TRN 
D 
I 

D.ATE TIME NUM TRAIN CAT TRAIN TYPE R 

09/28/97 1922 5656 MWTFW 28 T THROUOi S 

09/29/97 0605 5657 MFV/WT 27 T THROUGH N 
09/29/97 
09/29/9J 

0629 5658 LVB55 29 L ARK CTY LDC S 09/29/97 
09/29/9J 1035 5659 YWH55 29 Y YARD/WDRK S 
09/29/97 1120 5660 LVB55 29 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/29/97 1151 5661 YWH55 29 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/29/97 1415 5662 YWH55 29 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/29/97 1712 5663 YWH55 29 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/29/97 1920 5664 MWTFW 29 T THROUOi S 
09/29/97 2230 5665 YWH55 29 Y YARD/WORK S 
C^/29/91 2254 5666 YWH55 29 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/29/97 2353 5667 LV054 29 L THROUGH N 
09/30/97 0634 5668 L\'355 30 L ARK CTY IOC S 
09/30/97 1014 5669 YWH55 30 Y YARD/WORK S 
09/30/97 1022 5670 LVB55 30 L ARK CTY LDC N 
09/30/97 1049 5671 LV055 30 L THROUGH S 
09/30/97 1101 5672 YWH55 30 Y YARD/WORK N 
09/30/97 1532 5673 OCKWr 29 0 THROUGH N 
09/30/97 1634 5674 MFWWT 28 T THROUGH N 
09/30/97 1659 5675 GSOLGV 29 G THROUGH S 
09/30/97 1958 5676 MWTFW 30 T THROUOi S 
09/30/97 2234 5677 YWH62 30 Y YARD/WORK s 
09/30/97 2315 5678 YWH62 30 Y YARD/WORK N 



STB FD 32760 10-1-97 182285 
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October 1, 1997 
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Honorable Vernon .A. Will i a m s 
Secretary 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
1925 X Sti-eet, N.W. 
Room 711 
Washington, D.C- 20423-0001 
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Dear Secretai-y W i l l i r m s : 

Please note two c o r r e c t i o n s i n UP/3P-323, f i l e d today. 
On page 34, i n l i n e 1, " t o " should be d e l e t e d , and i n l i n e 4, 
"c o m p e t i t i o n " should read "congestion." 

s i n c e r e l y , 

A r v i d E. Roach I I 

cc: A l l Pai'ties of Record 
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UP/SP-323 

BEFORE THE ._7 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 1 

Finance Docket No. 32760 

UNION PACIFIC CORPORATION, UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY 
AND MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY 

-- CONTROL AND MERGER --
SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAIL CORPORATION, SOUTHERN PACIFIC 

TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY 
COMPANY, SPCSL CORP. AND THE DEN\'ER AND 

RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY -- OVERSIGHT 

APPLICANTS' THIRD QUARTER 1997 PROGRESS REPORT 

Applicants UPC, UPRR, SPR and SPT- hereby submit 

their fifth quarterly progress report. Submission of such 

quarterly progress reports was required by ordering paragraph 

10 of Decision No. 44, served August 12, 1996. See also id., 

p. 146 ("We require as a condition that applicants submit on 

or before October 1, 1996, a progress repovt and implementing 

plan regarding their compliance with the conditions to this 

merger, and further progress reports cn a quarterly basis-."). 

I n response t o Decision No. 1, served May 7, 1997, 

i n che o v e r s i g h t sub-docket. A p p l i c a n t s presented a very 

d e t a i l e d r e p o r t on merger and c o n d i t i o n implementation on J u l y 

1 (UP/SF-303), and extensive f u r t h e r i n f o r m a t i o n i n t h e i r 

August 20 r e p l y (UP/SP-311) t o the v a r i o u s comments t h a t were 

Acronyms used h e r e i n are the same as those i n Appendix B 
of D e c i s i c n No. 44. The f o l l o w i n g o r i g i n a l a p p l i c a n t s have 
been merged i n t o UPRR: MPRR (on January 1, 1997); DRGW and 
SPCSL (on June 30, 1997); and SSW (on September 30, 1997). 



I 

f i l e d on August 1. Many issues addressed i n the J u l y 1, 

August 1 and August 20 submissions are a w a i t i n g d e c i s i o n by 

the Board, and we do not address them again here. I n s t e a d , we 

f i r s t p r o v i d e , i n Part I , i n f o r m a t i o n concerning developments 

since our J u l y 1 and August 20 f i l i n g s i n regard t o c o n d i t i o n 

implementation. Then, i n Part I I , we r e p o r t , as we d i d i n our 

J u l y 1 and August 20 submissions, on the steps the merged 

system i s t a k i n g t o deal w i t h the congestion problem t h a t i t 

has faced i n recent months. I n p a r t i c u l a r , we r e p o r t on the 

ado p t i o n on Septem.ber 2 5 of a comprehensive Service Recovery 

Plan, f o l l o w i n g an unprecede.nted six-day a n a l y t i c a l e f f o r t 

i n v o l v i n g scores of UP/SP o p e r a t i n g personnel. F i n a l l y , Part 

I I I addresses s a f e t y . 

I . CONDITION IMPLEMENTATION 

-A. BNSF 

Not w i t h s t a n d i n g congestion problems on the UP/SP 

system, BNSF trackage r i g h t s t r a f f i c has continued t o grow 

d r a m a t i c a l l y . As shown i n the accompanying c h a r t s , BNSF 

through trackage r i g h t s t r a i n s were c o n s i d e r a b l y i n excess of 

45J i n both J u l y and August , compared t o 3 92 i n May and 3 95 i n 

June. The tonnage of f r e i g h t handled on those trai.ns exceeded 

1.5 m i l l i o n gross tons i n both J u l y and August, compared t o 

1.4 m i l l i o n tons m May and June. And carloads on BNSF 

through trackage r i g h t s t r a i n s reached 21,569 i n J u l y and 

22,630 i n August, compared t o 17,834 n May und 18,781 i n 
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I 

June. BNSF continued t o operate at l e a s t d a i l y through 

trackage r i g h t s t r a i n s e r v i c e i n a l l major c o r r i d o r s . I n 

a d d i t i o n , BNSF and i t s agent, Utah Railway, operated 325 l o c a l 

t r a i n s i n J u l y and August, han d l i n g over 6,500 cars and 

E20,000 tons of f r e i g h t . 

BNSF t r a f f i c volumes i n the C e n t r a l C o r r i d o r 

where rome August 1 commentators had questio-^ed BNSF's 

competitiveness -- have been e s p e c i a l l y s t r o n g . I n J u l y and 

August, BNSF ran a t o t a l of 259 through t r a i n s u s i n g i t s 

C e n t r a l C o r r i d o r trackage r i g h t s , c a r r y i n g 648,637 tons of 

f r e i g h t ; t h i s compares t o a t o t a l of 158 t r a i n s and 395,393 

tons i n May and June. F o l l o w i n g the sale of the Keddie-Bieber 

l i n e on J u l y IS, BNSF also operated, through the end of 

August, another 88 through trackage r i g h t s t r a i n s using i t s 

C e n t r a l C o r r i d o r r i g h t s between Keddie and Stockton, c a r r y i n g 

294,085 tons of f r e i g h t . There can simply be no q u e s t i o n t h a t 

BNSF i s mounting f u l l y e f f e c t i v e c o m p e t i t i o n i n the C e n t r a l 

C o r r i d o r . 

BNSF has advised t h a t i t w i l l convert i t s Pine 

B l u f f - L i t t i e Rock haulage t o trackage r i g h t s on or about 

October 15. 

UP/SP continued throughout the past q u a r t e r t o work 

w i t h BNSF t o i d e n t i f y " 2 - t o - l " shipper f a c i l i t i e s . BNSF 

forwarded a d d i t i o n a l l i s t s of p o t e n t i a l " 2 - t o - l " f a c i l i t i e s , 

and UP/SP i n v e s t i g a t e d the namies and responded as soon as 



p o s s i b l e . UP/SP i s not aware of any d i s p u t e r as t o th-ise 

m a t t e r s , o t h e r than those c u r r e n t l y pending h - f o r e the Board. 

UP/SP al s o confirmed d u r i n g September t h a t BNSF i s e n t i t l e d t o 

interchange w i t h the S a l t Lake City Southern R a i l r o a d . 

UP/SP continued t o work i n t e n s i v e l y throughout the 

past q u a r t e r t o improve BNSF trackage r i g h t s and haulage 

s e r v i c e by r e s o l v i n g EDI and other problems. Regular weekly 

conference c a l l s of the p a r t i e s ' Systems Support Teams, as 

w e l l as a d d i t i o n a l c a l l s as needed, addressed EDI assues. One 

c a l l was devoted t o EDI issues r e l a t i n g t o storage - i n - t r a n s i t . 

N o t w i t h s t a n d i n g these e f f o r t s , BNSF continued t o move a 

s u b s t a n t i a l number of cars w i t h inaccurate, o r no, b i l l i n g 

i n f o r m a t i o n , causing o p e r a t i n g problems and r e q u i r i n g c o s t l y 

manual processing. 

I n a d d i t i o n t o the r o u t i n e Systems Support Team 

a c t i v i t i e s , haulage b i l l i n g issues were addressed at a s p e c i a l 

August 28 me " i n g m St. Louis and m f o l l o w - u p c a l l s ; systems 

issues were addressed i n a lengthy conference c a l l on 

September 4; and v a r i o u s o p e r a t i n g issues were addressed at a 

Septem.ber 10 meeting i n Kansas C i t y . 

The UP/SP-BNSF J o i n t Service Commi-tee h e l d i t s 

q u a r t e r l y m,eeting on September 25 i n Omaha and d e a l t w i t h a 

range c f issues, i n c l u d i n g c o o r d i n a t i o n of maintenance 

curfews, i n s t i t u t i o n of Hou.==ton-Beaumont and Houston-Memphis 

d i r e c t i o n a l o p e r a t i o n s , plans f o r d i r e c t i o n a l o p e r a t i o n s a t 



o t h e r l o c a t i o n s , improvement of v a r i o u s s w i t c h i n g and 

interchange o p e r a t i o n s , c o n s t r u c t i o n of new s i d i n g s at Iowa 

J u n c t i o n , L o u i s i a n a , the im.minent completion of the 

connections at Avondale, Louisiana, and plans t o move forward 

on the connection a t Stockton, C a l i f or.-ia . 

UP/SP and BNSF made progress d u r i n g the q u a r t e r on a 

master agreement t o memorialize the arrangements f o r UP/SP's 

p r o v i s i o n of t e r m i n a l s e r v i c e s t o BNSF. 

UP/SP and BNSF have agreed t h a t BNSF w i l l use UP/SP 

cracks i n Keddie, C a l i f o r n i a , f o r pick-ups and set-outs 

between BNSF t r a i n s moving i n the 1-5 C o r r i d o r and BNSF's 

east-west trackage r i g h t s t r a i n s . This f u r t h e r moots the 

issue BNSF had r a i s e d i n i t s August 1 comments (BNSF-1, p. 16) 

w i t h regard t o access t o trackage i n O r o v i l l e , C a l i f o r n i a . 

See UP/SP-311, p. 46. 

To address congestion issues, UP/SP has agreed t o 

extend through December 22 BNSF's r i g h t t o operate i t s t r a i n s 

over UP/SP's Caldwell-San Antonio l i n e . See UP/SP-311, p. 46. 

UP/SP al s o agreed t o assign t o BNSF an agreement f o r the use 

of the Huey P. Long Bridge i n New Orleans, owned by the New 

Orleans P u b l i c B e l t Railway. 

UP/SP's expenditures on tbe l i n e s over which BNSF 

has trackage r i g h t s have continued t o exceed s u b s t a n t i a l l y the 

fees recei^'ed from BNSF. As requested by CMA (see CM.A-2/SPI-



3, p. 12), we attach as Exhibit .A the l a t e s t cvai]able data i n 

t h i s regard, through June 30, 1997. 

On September 15, Applicants, BNSF and CPSB f i l e d a 

j o i n t submis.-ion r e f l e c t i n g t h e i r r e s o l u t i o n of issues 

r e l a t i n g to BNSF access to CPSB's Elmendorf f a c i l i t i e s , and 

Applicants and BNSF f i l e d a notice of class exemptic. wi t h 

respect to the additional trackage r i g h t s granted to BNSF i n 

t h i s regard. 

B. Tex Mex 

Tex Mex has continued to use i t s trackage r i g h t s t o 

handle s i g n i f i c a n t volumes of t r a f f i c , as shown i n the 

accompanying charts. This year, Tex Mex has averaged 21 

trackage r i g h t s t r a i n s and nearly 600 carloads of trackage 

r i g h t s t r a f f i c per month. As the charts show, Tex Mex has 

seen some decline i n Laredo volumes since May -- as has 

UP/SP̂  -- r e f l e c t i n g UP/SP congestion problem.s and the 

t r a n s i t i o n to a pr i v a t i z e d r a i l system^ i n Mexico. 

Nonetheless, Tex Mex has continued to handle more Laredo 

t r a f f i c each month than i t handled before the merger. During 

the 11-month post - merger period f o r which data are available 

(October 1996 through August 1997), Tex Mex's Laredo volumes 

were 42% higher than those i n the sam.e period a vear e a r l i e r . 

UP/SP Laredc volumes f e l l by 1,908 un i t s between May and 
August, compared to 1,401 f o r Tex Mex. 
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Tex Mex Trackage Rights 
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C h a r t «5 

Tex Mex Trackage Rights 
Number of Cars (Through Trains) 
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Chart #6 

Tex Mex Trackage Rights 
Gross Tons (Through Trains) 
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Chart «7 

Tex Mex Laredo Traffic 
(Loaded Cars) 
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Chart « 8 

Tex Mex and BNSF Trackage Rights Traffic to Corpus 
Christi/Robstown and UP/SP-Tex Mex Interline Traffic 
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Tex Mex has advised that i t intends to add si x new 

trackage r i g h t s t r a i n s per week between Hcjston and Corpus 

C h r i s t i beginning i n early October. Tex Mex has indicated 

that these new t r a i n s w i l l handle t r a f f i c to and from shippers 

served by the Port Terminal Railroad Association m Houston. 

The new connection at Robstown, Texas, '..s scheduled 

for construction i n November. In addition, a ne\ siding w i l l 

be constructed at Yoakum, Texas, to f a c i l i t a t e Tex Mex 

trackage r i g h t s operations between Flatonia and V i c t o r i a , i n 

the f i r s t quarter of 1998. 

C. Utah Railway 

Utah Railway has used i t s trackage r i g h t s over UP/SP 

between Utah Railway Junction, Utah, and Grand Junction, 

Colorado, to move f i v e loaded and empty coal t r a i n s i n 

interchange service wi t h BNSF since July. In ad d i t i o n , Utah 

Railway and BNSF entered i n t o a contract i n August wit h Sierra 

P a c i f i c Power and Idaho Power, owners of the North Valmy 

Station at Valmy, Nevada, f o r the movement of coal i n Utah 

Railway-BNSF i n t e r l i n e service from Utah Railway o r i g i n s to 

North Valmy. Service began on August 26, and twelve loaded 

and empty t r a i n s operated i n the f i r s t month. 

D. Other Conditions 

There have been no fur t i : e r merger-related 

abandonments. UP/SP arri v e d at an agreement, dated August 27, 

1997, w i t h I l l i n o i s & Midland Ra.i Iroad under which UP/SP 



r e c e i v e d trackage r i g h t s over I&M's l i n e between Barr and 

S p r i n g f i e l d , I l l i n o i s . A n o t i c e of exemption i n regard t o 

these trackage r i g h t s was f i l e d on September 3 i n Finance 

Docket No. 33454. These r i g h t s w i l l make p o s s i b l e the merger-

r e l a t e d abandonment of the UPRR l i n e between Barr and G i r a r d , 

I l l i n o i s , as a u t h o r i z e d i n Docket No. AB-33 (Sub-No. 96). 

As a r e s u l t of n e g o t i a t i o n s contem.plated by the 

March 21, 1996 l e t t e r agreement between A p p l i c a n t s , on the one 

hand, and the B r o w n s v i l l e N a v i g a t i o n D i s t r i c t and B r o w n s v i l l e 

& Rio Grande I n t e r n a t i o n a l R a i l r o a d ("BRGI"), on the o t h e r 

hand, see BRGI-3/BND-1, UP/SP and BRGI have agreed t o BRGI's 

lease of UP's Port Lead i n B r o w n s v i l l e , Texas, pursuant t o 

which BRGI w i l l s w i t c h t r a f f i c on the Port Lead and 

interch a n g e w i r h UP/SP at UP's B r o w n s v i l l e yard. A n o t i c e of 

exemption w i t h respect t o the lease was p u b l i s h e d i n Finance 

Docket No. 33452 on September 23. 

Ap p l i c a n t s ' compliance w i t h environmental c o n d i t i o n s 

i s discussed i n E x h i b i t B, which f o l l o w s the format used i n 

p r i o r q u a r t e r l y r e p o r t s . 

UP/SP's continued progress i n a r r i v i n g a t l a b o r 

implementing agreem.ents i s discussed i n Part I I -

I I . SERVICE RECOVERY PLAN 

Since LT/SP l a s t r e p o r t e d t o the Board, the 

r a i l r o a d ' s s e r v i c e c r i s i s has not abated. Ey some measures, 

s e r v i c e continued t o d e c l i n e i n l a t e August and e a r l y 



I 
9 -

September, and the f i r s t signs of improvement began to appear 

only i n mid-September. The systemwide average v e l o c i t y of 

cars on the r a i l r o a d slowed signifleant-1 v since Jvly. Each 

decline i n v e l o c i t y causes locomotives and f r e i g n t cars to be 

used less productively, e f f e c t i v e l y o f f s e t t i n g some of the 

m.easures to im.prove service described i n the August 20 report. 

Major c l a s s i f i c a t i o n yards i n Texas - i n Houston, Fort Worth 

and San Antonio remain so severely congested that many 

inbound t r a i n s cannot be processed and must be stored i n 

sidings, causing mainline congestion that r e s t r i c t s movement 

of other t r a i n s . On September 1, UP/SP had 145 f r e i g h t t r a i n s 

i n sidings waiting f o r yard space, m.ost of them i n Texas but 

some i n neighboring states. As of October 1, the number of 

t r a i n s i n sidings stands at 96. 

Actions to improve service i n the Gulf Coast area 

have caused service d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n other areas. UP/SP 

terminals i n Southern C a l i f o r n i a -- especially West Colton 

Yard -- are congested and t r a i n s are being delayed between Los 

Angeles and the Arizona state l i n e . A f t e r d i v e r t i n g 

locomotives to the Gulf Coast area, UF/SP's Central Corridor 

i s experiencing locomotive shortages, especially at major 

yards i n Chicago and North P l a t t e . 

UP/SP has not al t e r e d i t s judgments about the 

i n i t i a l causes of these service problems, so we w i l l not 

r e v i s i t that subject here. UP/SP reaffirms i t s conclusion 
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t h a t the problems, which began m areas where the merger had 

not yet been implemented and i t s e f f i c i e n c i e s c ould not be 

r e a l i z e d , were not m.erger-related - UP/SP conti n u e s t o g a i n a 

deeper understanding of the fundamental f r a i l t y of SP p r i o r t o 

the merger, r e s u l t i n g from more than a decade of f i n a n c i a l 

d e p r i v a t i o n . Tracks, yards, locomotives, personnel, 

i n f o r m a t i o n systems and other resources were a l l s t a r v e d . The 

J u l y 1 and August 20 r e p o r t s described the f a c t o r s , such as a 

surge i n chemicals and p l a s t i c s t r a f f i c and the i m p o s i t i o n by 

BNSF of o p e r a t i o n a l r e s t r i c t i o n s on a p i v o t a l s e c t i o n of SP's 

Sunset Route, t.hat p r e c i p i t a t e d the s e r v i c e problems. 

Were i t not f o r the time-consuming New York Dock 

n e g o t i a t i o n process t h a t delays a c t u a l merger implementation, 

the s e r v i c e c r i s i s probably would never have a r i s e n . And the 

b e n e f i t s of the merger w i l l ensure t h a t i t i s not repeated. 

But a l l l a b o r implementing agreements w i l l not be i n place f o r 

s e v e r a l a d d i t i o n a l months, and the f u l l merger b e n e f i t s ara 

too f a r i n t o the f u t u r e . UP/SP management concluded i n mid-

September t h a t i t must take f u r t h e r a c t i o n s now t o put the 

system m.ore s u r e l y on the road toward recovery. I n 

t h e i r August 20 f i l i n g . A p p l i c a n t s described a number of the 

steps a r a i l r o a d takes t o address operf'ting problems, such as 

a c q u i r i n g locomotives and h i r i n g more employees. Those 

a c t i o n s are underway and w i l l c ontinue, but they have not 

proved adequate t o b r i n g about a more immediate improvem.ent i n 
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t h i s severe s e r v i c e c r i s i s . Recognizing the urgency and 

ma._,nitude of the s i t u a t i o n , UP/SP conducted a thorough and 

searching review of i t s operations over a six-day p e r i o d i n 

l a t e September. I n the most i n t e n s i v e s e r v i c e review i n 

memory, UP/SP o f f i c i a l s and managers from throughout t.he 

system devoted September 18th through the 23rd t o s t u d y i n g 

UP/SP's problems and d e v i s i n g s o l u t i o n s t o address them. No 

s o l u t i o n , no mat t e r how unth i n k a b l e a lew weeks e a r l i e r , was 

beyond c o n s i d e r a t i o n . 

UP/SP's o p e r a t i n g managers devoted the f i r s t two 

days t o r e v i e w i n g o p e r a t i o n s i n every m.a j o r yard and on every 

major c o r r i d o r . They considered a number of s t u d i e s of yard 

and t r a c k c a p a c i t y , concluding t h a t the core of the problems 

l i e s i n major s w i t c h i n g yards t h a t are too f u l l of cars t o 

operate e f f i c i e n t l y and are backing up other t r . i i n s on l i . i e . 

As d e s c r i b e d i n the August 20 r e p c r t , t h i s phenomenon began i n 

SP's Englewood Yard i n Houston, a f t e r t r a c k work east and west 

of Houston prevented manifest t r a f f i c from l e a v i n g the yar d . 

The management review confirmee t h a t major yards i n Texas, 

p a r t i c u l a r l y i n Houston and Fort Worth, cannot operate 

e f f e c t i v e l y w i t h t h e i r c u r r e n t car p o p u l a t i o n s . For example. 

Fort Worth's Centennial Yard operates e f f i c i e n t l y w i t h a car 

p o p u l a t i o n below 2,500, but i t r e g u l a r l y has been h o l d i n g 

3,500 cars or more. As more cars a r r i v e d i n these yards, 

p r o d u c t i v i t y f e l l . 
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UP/SP also conducted d e t a i l e d s t u d i e s of l i n e 

c a p a c i t y under c u r r e n t congested c o n d i t i o n s . These s t u d i e s 

showed t h a t UP/SP had been attem.pting t o push too much t r a f f i c 

over congested l i n e segments which, because t r a i n s are 

occupying s i d i n g s , have only a p o r t i o n of t h e i r n o r m a l l y -

a v a i l a b l e c a r r y i n g c a p a c i t i e s . Due t o complex 

i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s on the systemwide network, a c t i o n s on one 

p a r t of the r a i l r o a d ' s network were having unintended e f f e c t s 

on s e r v i c e on oth e r p a r t s of the network. 

A f t e r two days of reviev.-, UP/SP managers developed a 

t e n t a t i v e schedule of emergency a c t i o n s t o address the s e r v i c e 

c r i s i s , many of them unprecedented. For example, UP/SP's 

Marketing Department i d e n t i f i e d o p t i o n s f o r reducing t r a f f i c 

l e v e l s , i n c l u d i n g ceding c e r t a i n t r a f f i c t o c o m p e t i t o r s . 

NetworK planners devised ways of us i n g other c a r r i e r s t o 

handle UP/SP business and of r e c o n s t r u c t i n g o n - l i n e o p e r a t i n g 

p a t t e r n s t o reduce s w i t c h i n g i n congested yards. 

General Superintendents and General Managers took 

the t e n t a t i v e s e r v i c e recovery proposals back t o the f i e l d 

over the weekend of September 19-20 t o t e s t them ag a i n s t the 

knowledge of l o c a l o p e r a t i n g employees. Then UP/SP's 

management reconvened i n Omaha on September 22-23 t o r e v i s e 

and complete the recovery plan. The r e s u l t was a 

comprehensive Service Recovery Plan t h a t UP/SP i s now 
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implementing across i t s system. We present the h i g h l i g h t s of 

that Plan here. 

The o v e r a l l objective of the Service Recovery Plan 

i s to reduce the number of cars on l i n e so that the national 

balance of f r e i g h t cars w i l l be restored and UP/SP can recover 

car-movement v e l o c i t y . Because the system i s congested and 

operating poorly, there are too many cars on UP/SP today. 

Carloadings are down sharply, but the r a i l r o a d s t i l l has a 

record number of cars on l i n e . This excessive car population 

places severe constraints on the a b i l i t y of the r a i l r o a d to 

operate normally and deprives shippers and other r a i l r o a d s of 

needed equipment. 

In order to achieve i t s objective of reducing the 

car inventory and restoring system v e l o c i t y , UP/SP must 

simultaneously pursue several types of actions. F i r s t , i t 

must temporarily reduce the num.ber of t r a i n s i t i s attempting 

to move through the congested areas. Put b l u n t l y , UP/SP must 

temporarily reduce the t o t a l amount of transp o r t a t i o n service 

i t o f f e r s . Second, every available f a c i l i t y m.ust be used to 

help c l a s s i f y t r a f f i c , s h i f t i n g c l a s s i f i c a t i o n work out of 

congested f r e i g h t yards so that they w i l l have track space to 

operate e f f i c i e n t l y and draw down the backlog of trai.ns 

blocking mainlines. 'ihird, UP/SP must move cars o f f the 

r a i l r o a d as quickly as possible, which w i l l have the e f f e c t of 

restori-ng national equipment balances. Fourth, the system 
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must take a d d i t i o n a l steps t o generate more resources --

locomotives and t r a i n crews -- t o d i g i t s e l f out of the 

temporary d e f i c i t caused by slower o p e r a t i o n s . F i n a l l y , and 

perhaps most important of a l l , the e n t i r e process must be 

managed e f f e c t i v e l y . The problem must be a t t a c k e d on a 

systemwide basis, since what i s done on on'', p a r t of the system 

can have s i g n i f i c a n t impact elsewhere on the system,, and the 

pl a n must be i n t e g r a t e d , w i t h every fa'-et c o o r d i n a t e d w i t h 

i mplementation of the whole. 

I n t h i s r e p o r t . A p p l i c a n t s describe the f a r - r e a c h i n g 

f e a t u r e s of the UP/SP Service Recovery Plan. These steps w i l l 

be p a i n f u l and expensive f o r UP/SP. They i n c l u d e s e r v i c e 

r e d u c t i o n s t h a t w i l l adversely a f f e c t som.e shippers i n the 

sh o r t run i n order t o provid e b e t t e r s e r v i c e t o ""1 shippers 

i n t h e long run. They a l s o include aggressive a c t i o n s t o make 

more locomotives and t r a i n crews a v a i l a b l e t o move t r a i n s 

delayed by shortages of these c r i t i c a l resources. 

These steps w i l l not produce m.iracles, but they 

should produce concrete, s i g n i f i c a n t improvements i n coming 

weeks. UP/SP's new Executive Vice President-Operat ions , Br^.d 

King, expects C e n t r a l C o r r i d o r s e r v i c e t o r e t u r n t o acceptable 

l e v e l s w i t h i n 30 days and Southern C o r r i d o r s e r v i c e w i t h i n 60 

to 90 days. During the s e r v i c e recovery e f f o r t s , UP/SP 

in t e n d s t o r e p o r t month. t o the Board on the progress i t i s 

making. 
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A. A c t i o n s t o Reduce T r a i n Movements on UP/SP 

Ra i l r o a d s generate p r o f i t s by maximizing the volume 

of t r a f f i c u s i n g t h e i r f i x e d - c o s t investments i n t r a c k and 

f a c i l i t i e s . As a r e s u l t , t h e i r n a t u r a l economic i n s t i n c t i s 

t o a t t r a c t t r a f f i c and b u i l d d e n s i t y . Over the next 60 t o 90 

days, UP/SP w i l l do the opposite i n order t o improve s e r v i c e . 

UP/SP i s t a k i n g a number of temporary steps t o reduce the 

number of t r a i n s o p e r a t i n g over the r a i l r o a d . By reducing 

t r a i n volumes, UP/SP w i l l f r e e locomotives and t r a m crews f o r 

s e r v i c e recovery. As A p p l i c a n t s explained i n the August 20 

r e p o r t , a r a i l r o a d r e q u i r e s more resources t o overcome a 

s e r v i c e d e f i c i t than t o operate under normal circumstances, 

and UP/SP has concluded t h a t i t needs a l l p o t e n t i a l l y 

a v a i l a b l e locomotives and crews t o c o r r e c t the c u r r e n t c r i s i s . 

I n a d d i t i o n , by reducing the number of t r a i n s o p e r a t i n g on 

congested l i n e segments and sw.aching i n congested yards, 

UP/SP w i l l g i v e i t s yards the o p p o r t u n i t y t o reduce backlogs 

and f r e e m a i n l i n e t r a c k c a p a c i t y . 

We de s c r i b e here several types of a c t i o n s t o reduce 

t r a i n volumes on UP/SP. 

1. Route Trains Via Other R a i l r o a d s 

Other r a i l r o a d s throughout the western t w o - t h i r d s of 

the U n ited States w i l l take t r a f f i c o f f UP/SP l i n e s . The 

f o l l o w i n g arrangements are now i n place w i t h o t h e r r a i l r o a d s . 
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• Tex Mex. Tex Mex i s h a n d l i n g a UP/SP t r a i n 

each way between Laredo and Houston. This takes t r a i n s o f f 

se v e r e l y congested UP/SP l i n e s between Laredo and San Antonio 

and between San Antonio and F l a t o n i a , Texas. 

• South O r i e n t . South O r i e n t has agreed t o 

accept one t o two UP/SP t r a i n s eastbound d a i l y from A l p i n e i n 

West Texas t o Fort Worth, using UP/SP crews and power. This 

o p e r a t i o n removes t r a f f i c from congested Texas routes between 

A l p i n e and San Antonio and from San Antonio t o Fort Worth. 

• KCS. KCS has agreed t o move UP/SP g r a m t r a i n s 

between Kansas C i t y and Gulf Coast p o r t s and Mexico usin g KCS 

power and crews. (Tex Mex handles the t r a i n s south of 

Houston.) UP/SP i s s h u t t l i n g g r a i n t r a i n s between Kansas and 

Nebraska and Iowa o r i g i n s and Kansas C i t y f o r movement south 

on KCS t o av o i d congestion on UP/SP l i n e s between Kansas C i t y 

and Texas p o i n t s . 

• BNSF• UP/SP has asked BNSF t o move one 

inter m o d a l t r a i n each day i n each d i r e c t i o n between Rosenberg, 

Texas, j u s t west of Houston, and Vaughn, New Mexico, but BNSF 

has not yet agreed. West of Vaughn, these t r a i n s would 

operate over UP/SP's Tucumcari Line t o and from C a l i f o r n i a . 

These r o u t i n g changes would reduce t r a f f i c on the s e v e r e l y 

congested Sunset Route between Houston and El Paso. UP/SP i s 

al s o making g r e a t e r use of SP's trackage r i g h t s over BNSF 

between Fort Worth and Kansas C i t y v i a Oklahoma C i t y . 
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• Iowa I n t e r s t a t e . Iowa I n t e r s t a t e i s moving one 

UP/SP t r a i n d a i J y between Council B l u f f s and Chicago u s i n g i t s 

own power and crews. This arrangem.ent makes locomotives and 

crews a v a i l a b l e f o r s e r v i c e recovery e f f o r t s . 

• I C . IC has agreed t o move a d a i l y t r a i n 

eastbound from Council B l u f f s t o Chicago using i t s own power 

and crews. IC also i s ha n d l i n g westbound empty u n i t c o a l 

t r a i n s and manifest t r a i n s from Chicago t o Council B l u f f s . 

These arrangem.ents also release locomotives and crews f o r 

o t h e r s e r v i c e . I n a d d i t i o n , UP/SP t r a f f i c between C e n t r a l 

C o r r i d o r p o i n t s ana Memphis i s moving v i a East St. Louis, 

where new UP/SP t r a i n s w i l l run t o and from IC's yar d i n 

Memphis. This reduces s w i t c h i n g at North L i t t l e Rock ya r d . 

• M i s s o u r i and Northern Arkansas. MNA w i l l m.ove 

empty u n i t c o a l t r a i n s from Newport, Arkansas, t o Pleasant 

H i l l , M i s s o u r i . 

2 Coal Handling I n i t i a t i v e s 

Working c o l l a b o r a t i v e l y w i t h i t s u t i l i t y customers 

i n Texas, UP/SP has allowed shippers t o s h i f t c c a l t r a f f i c t o 

ot h e r c a r r i e r s , i n c l u d i n g t r a f f i c s u b j e c t t o UP/SP c o n t r a c t s . 

These arrangem.ents i n c l u d e (1) agreeing t h a t movements by BNSF 

be c r e d i t e d t o the uncomm.itted volume i n c o n t r a c t s w i t h volume 

commitments, and agreeing t o r e l a x volume commitments where 

necessary t o a l l o w BNSF t o handle t r a f f i c , (2) implementing a 

s l o t t i n g system, rc move three UP/SF bulk t r a i n s per day each 
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way through Fori. Worth, which should increase by 50% the 

amount of -oal c u r r e n t l y being d e l i v e r e d t o Texas customers, 

and (3) working on measures t o handle imported coal and l o c a l 

coke t o augment t r a d i t i o n a l sources of supply. These measures 

w i l l s h i f t i n excess of two m i l l i o n tons of coal o f f UP/SP 

over the next 15 months. At a t i o n s o u t s i d e of Texas, 

s i m i l a r measures should s h i f t another two m i l l i o n tons o f f 

UP/SP. 

As a r e s u l t , BNSF i s handl i n g f o u r more a n i t c oal 

t r a i n s between the Powaer River Basin and Texas t h a t would 

n o r m a l l y have moved on UP/SP. Apparently because of t r a f f i c 

l e v e l s on i t s own l i n e s , BNSF thus f a r has d e c l i n e d t o handle 

a d d i t i o n a l u n i t t r a i n s f o r UP/SP between the Powder River 

Basin and Texas. These m.ovements w i l l reduce t r a f f i c on busy 

and congested l i n e s a l l the way from North P l a t t e t o the heart 

of Texas. BNSF also w i l l operate three sets of u n i t c oal 

t r a i n s f o r another customer, and w i l l t r a n s p o r t coal t o a 

paper company and two cement p l a n t s . 

3. Move T r a f f i c Over Less Conqested UP/SP Lines 

UP/SP i s d i v e r t i n g t r a i n s from congested Southern 

C o r r i d o r r o u t e s t o less congested a l t e r n a t i v e s , which a l s o has 

the e f f e c t of d i v e r t i n g work from areas where managem.ent crews 

are used t o routes where r e g u l a r union t r a i n and engine crews 

w i l l p erform the work. Many of these changes a f f e c t 

interm.odal t r a i n s . For example, UP/SP w i l l double the number 

I 
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of i n t e r m o d a l t r a i n s using UP's former Texas & P a c i f i c l i n e 

between Fort Worth and El Paso. One p a i r of t r a i n s between 

New Orleans and Long Beach w i l l be r e r o u t e d from i t s c u r r e n t 

SP r o u t e v i a Houston and San Antonio t o a rou t e v i a 

A l e x a n d r i a , Louisiana, and Big Sandy, Texas. SP t r a i n s t h a t 

now operate between Dallas and Southern C a l i f o r n i a v i a San 

Ant o n i o w i l l use the former Texas i P a c i f i c l m e as w e l l . 

These changes w i l l take f o u r d a i l y intermodal t r a i n s o f f the 

congested Sunset Route between F l a t o n i a , Texas, and El Paso, 

r e r o u t i n g them t o the l i g h t l y used Texas & P a c i f i c l i n e . They 

w i l l a l s o remove t h r e e d a i l y p r i o r i t y t r a i n s from the BNSF 

l i n e between New Orleans and Iowa J u n c t i o n and the UP/SP l i n e 

west of Iowa J u n c t i o n through Houston. An A t l a n t a t o Long 

Beach mtei-modal t r a i n t h a t now operates v i a Memphis and San 

Antoni o w i l l be r e r o u t e d through St. Louis, Kansas C i t y and 

Tucumcari t o avo i d Texas congestion. 

UP/SP w i l l a l s o operate d a i l y manifest t r a i n s 

between West Colton i n Southern C a l i f o r n i a and Kansas C i t y v i a 

No r t h P l a t t e , Nebraska, although they w i l l not be switched i n 

Nort h P l a t t e . Another manifest t r a m from West C c l t o n t o Pine 

B l u f f w i l l a l s o use t h i s r o u t e . This w i l l r e i u c e t h r e e t r a i n s 

per day on the Sunset Route between West Colton and El Paso 

and one t r a i n per day on the SP l i n e across Texas. Manifest 

t r a f f i c Detween the Chicago and St. Louis gateways and p o i n t s 
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i n New Mexico and West Texas w i l l ce r e r o u t e d v i a UP/SP's 

Tucumcari L i n e . 

4. Consolidate Shorter T r a i n s 

During t h i s s e r v i c e c r i s i s , UP/SP cannot a f f o r d the 

l u x u r y of o p e r a t i n g s h o r t t r a i n s t h a t consume locomotives, 

crews ard t r a c k space. UP/SP w i l l combine s h o r t e r t r a i n s t o 

make locomotives and t r a i n crews a v a i l a b l e f o r o t h e r t r a i n s . 

Although many of these e f f o r t s focus on the congested Southern 

C o r r i d o r , c o n s o l i d a t i o n s w i l l take place systemwide t o f r e e 

the maximum number of locomotives f o r s e r v i c e recovery. A f t e r 

the s e r v i c e c r i s i s i s resolved, UP/SP expects t o -esto-e these 

s e r v i c e s and add oth e r s described i n the merger a p p l i c a t i o n . 

UP/SP w i l l combine intermodal t r a i n s between Memphis 

and C a l i f o r n i a t o e l i m i n a t e two t r a i n s i n each d i r e c t i o n on 

the busy Sunset Route. One of the c a s u a l t i e s of t h i s 

temporary r e d u c t i o n w i l l be UP/SP's new and growing expedited 

t r a i n s e r v i c e between Memphis and Lathrop v i a Southern 

C a l i f o r n i a . UP/SP hopes t o r e s t o r e t h i s s e r v i c e as soon as 

p o s s i b l e , but BNSF'3 r e c e n t l y im.proved s e r v i c e i n t h i s 

c o r r i d o r should meet shipper demand f o r premium s e r v i c e i n the 

i n t e r i m . UP/SP i s a l s o t e m p o r a r i l y e l i m i n a t i n g the new 

Columbus, Ohio-Los Angeles intermodal run-through t r a i n w i t h 

NS. This w i l l p r o v i d e more c a p a c i t y f o r t r a f f i c r e r o u t e d t o 

the Tucumcari l i n e , w h i l e reducing congestion on the Sunset 
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Route west of El Paso. And UP/SP also w i l l eliminate one 

eastbound intermodal t r a i n from Los Angeles to New Orleans. 

UP/SP i s consolidating intermodal t r a i n s to 

eliminate one westbound t r a i n from Chicago to Portland and 

another from North Platte to Los Angeles. This w i l l release a 

s i g n i f i c a n t number of locomotives and t r a i n crews for other 

service. UP/SP i s also modestly reducing service between 

Chicago and Oakland. On September 22, BNSF announced that i t 

w i l l doi-^le i t s premium service from the San Francisco Bay 

Area to Kansas City and Chicago, a competitive response to 

UP/SP's e a r l i e r service improvements, i n d i c a t i n g that BNSF 

should be able to accommodate shipper demand during t h i s 

period. 

UP/SP w i l l also combi.ne two pairs of automotive 

t r a i n s i n the Central Corridor, including two t r a i n s operating 

between the San Francisco Bay Area and North P l a t t e . These 

actions w i l l release two locomotive units and save 82 t r a i n 

crew s t a r t s per week. 

Shorter manifest t r a i n s w i l l be eliminated 

throughout t.he system, and the^r cars handled on other t r a i n s . 

For example, t r a i n s between Hinkle, Oregon, and Yermo i n 

Southern C a l i f o r n i a w i l l be eliminated, and t h e i r t r a f f i c w i l l 

mcve via the 1-5 Corridor. A Chicago-Kansas City t r a i n p a i r 

w i l i be cancelled, i t s t r a f f i c routed on other t r a i n s through 

the Alton & Southern Gateway Yard i n East St. Louis. Two 
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t r a i n s w i l l be c o n s o l i d a t e d between Gateway Yard and Pine 

B l u f f , Arkansas, and one t r a i n from Kansas C i t y t o Gateway 

Yard w i l l be e l i m i n a t e d . A l l of these t r a i n c o n s o l i d a t i o n s 

w i l l r e l e a s e locomotives f o r s e r v i c e recovery. 

5. Reduce Unit T r a i n Movements 

UP/SD has made the d i f f i c u l t d e c i s i o n t h a t i t must 

reduce the number of u n i t t r a i n o p e r a t i o n s , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t o 

the congested areas of Texas and Southern C a l i f o r n i a , and has 

n e g o t i a t e d w i t h shippers the temporary s e r v i c e r e d u c t i o n s 

d e s c r i b e d here. 

UP/SP i s removing f o u r u n i t coal t r a i n s from s e r v i c e 

between Colorado and Mexico v i a Eagle Pass, f r e e i n q twelve 

locomotives and reducir.g t r a f f i c on congested l i n e s i n Texas. 

UP/SP a l s o w i l l take t e n Powder River Basin u n i t c oal t r a i n s 

out of s e r v i c e . 

I n the West, a f t e r the c u r r e n t f l o w of export 

vessels i s loaded i n a- out a week, export coal vessels w i l l 

t e m p o r a r i l y stop c a l l i n g on Southern C a l i f o r n i a p o r t s f o r 

shipments of e x p o r t coal from Utah. This a c t i o n w i l l r e l e a s e 

27 locomotives and a number of crews t o handle o t h e r t r a f f i c -

UP/SP i s not reducing s e r v i c e on coal shipments from 

Utah and Colorado t o the Midwest, which had experienced 

improved s e r v i c e a f t e r the merger and were s t r o n g i n 

September. On the c o n t r a r y , the implementation of TCS on the 

former DRGW, e f f i c i e n c i e s of the S a l t Lake C i t y and Denver hub 
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la b o r agreements, and r e r o u t i n g t r a f f i c from Tennessee Pass t o 

the UP Kansas P a c i f i c l i n e are e n a b l i n g UP/SP t o continue 

improving c y c l e times f o r these t r a i n s -

UP/SP i s als o reducing the number of export g r a i n 

t r a i n s moving through the congested Texas t e r m i n a l s by 

r e r o u t i n g t r a i n s v i a the KCS over Kansas C i t y - UP/SP has 

reached an agreem.ent w i t h KCS t o handle g r a i n t r a i n s 

o r i g i n a t i n g on the UP/SP d e s t i n e d t o Houston, Beaumont and 

Port A l l e n export f a c i l i t i e s , as w e l l :is Laredo. This 

agreement w i l l a l l o w UP/SP t o interchange the t r a i n s at Kansas 

C i t y , f o r movement w i t h KCS crews and pcwer t o d e s t i n a t i o n . 

This w i l l f r e e up both locomotives and crews on UP/SP, w h i l e 

a l l o w i n g t h i s c r i t i c a l t r a f f i c t o conti n u e t o f l o w . 

6. Other Actions 

UP/SP i s prepared t o go t o e x t r a o r d i n a r y l e n g t h s t o 

reduce t r a i n counts and f a c i l i t a t e s e r v i c e recovery. For 

example, UP/SP o f f e r e d t o u t i l i z e an ocean c a r r i e r t o 

t r a n s p o r t shiploads of c o n t a i n e r s through the Panama Canal f o r 

d i s t r i b u t i o n from East Ccast p o r t s , r a t h e r than o p e r a t i n g a 

number of intermodal t r a i n s across the Southern C o r r i d o r . I n 

another exam.ple, UP/SP i s moving u n i t t a c o n i t e t r a i n s over the 

more d i r e c t UP/SP route through the Twin C i t i e s , r a t h e r than 

t h e i r present longer route v i a Chicago and WC. This r e r o u t i n g 

saves UP/SP s i x locomotives, and i t reduces t r a i n movements 

over the busy Council B l u f f s - C h i c a g o l i n e . 



24 

B. Actions t o Reduce Switching 

at Maior C l a s s i f i c a t i o n Yards 

At the heart of the UP/SP ser.-ice c r i s i s are s e v e r a l 

m a n i f e s t t r a f f i c c l a s s i f i c a t i o n yards which are unable t o 

perfo r m t h e i r normal s w i t c h i n g f u n c t i o n s . UP/SP Southern 

C o r r i d o r yards m Houston, San Antonio, Fort Worth and at West 

Col t o n have been jammed w i t h cars and do not have enough t r a c k 

space t o operate e f f i c i e n t l y . (North L i t t l e Rock, No r t h 

P l a t t e and Proviso Yard m Chicago also are e x p e r i e n c i n g some 

con g e s t i o n , although i t i s f a r less severe than at the 

aforementioned yards.^ As a r e s u l t , these yards are slow i n 

a c c e p t i n g inbound t r a i n s , f o r c i n g the r a i l r o a d t o s t o r e t r a i n s 

i n s i d i n g s on main l i n e s l e a d i n g towards them. UP/SP w i l l 

s o l v e i t s s e i v i c e c r i s i s o n l y by t a k i n g the pressure o f f these 

yards, a l l o w i n g them t o reduce t h e i r car i n v e n t o r i e s and 

g i v i n g them the o p p o r t u n i t y t o accept the numerous t r a i n s 

parked on m a i n l i n e s . UP/SP plans t o do t h i s not o n l y by 

pu r s u i n g a c t i o n s t o move ars out of these yards and o f f the 

system, as described l a t e r , but also by s i g n i f i c a n t l y 

r e d u c i n g , on an i n t e r i m b a s i s , the amount of work these yards 

must perform. 

1. i^f^vp S witchinq t o S a t e l l i t e Yards 

UP/SP has already r e l o c a t e d some s w i t c h i n g 

a c t i v i t i e s from Houston t o s a t e l l i t e yards. UP/SP i s now 

implementing a much more extensive program t o move s w i t c h i n g 
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a c t i v i t i e s from a l l of the major congested yards t o ot h e r 

l o c a t i o n s . We describe a number of examples below. 

The yard at Texarkana w i l l become an important 

r e l i e f v alve f o r Fort Worth's Centennial Yard. Texarkana has 

been s w i t c h i n g northbound t r a f f i c f o r I l l i n o i s gateway 

connections. Texarkana w i l l now sw i t c h southbound t r a f f i c t o 

bypass Fort Worth. Texarkana w i l l block f o u r southbound 

t r a i n s each day, e l i m i n a t i n g s w i t c h i n g of approximately 300 

cars per day at Fort Worth. To f a c i l i t a t e t h i s , UP/SP i s 

a s k i n j i t s Mexican connection t o block northbound t r a f f i c out 

of Mex^:.o i n t o t r a i n s r u nning d i r e c t l y t o C o n r a i l and t o the 

A&S Gateway Yard at East St. Louis. Shreveport w i l l send 

northbound C o n r a i l t r a f f i c t o Pine B l u f f i n s t e a d of Texarkana. 

Other t r a f f i c t h a t was blocked at Texarkana w i i i move d i r e c t l y 

t o yards i n Chicago and the A&S. 

UP/SP w i l l assign increased s w i t c h i n g 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s t o the yard at Al e x a n d r i a , Louisiana, which 

w i l l process f o u r t r a i n s a day f c r the Houston area. This 

w i l l reduce the s w i t c h i n g burden at Settegast Yard i n Houston 

by some 300 cars per day. 

UP/SP w i l l expand s w i t c h i n g of northbound t r a f f i c a t 

C o f f e y v i l l e , Kansas. The yard at San Antonio w i l l b l o c k 

t r a f f i c f o r C o f f e y v i l l e , which w i l l reduce s w i t c h i n g i n Fort 

Worth. The yard at L i v o n i a , Louisiana, w i l l make a 

C o f f e y v i l l e t r a i n each day, which w i l l reduce s w i t c h i n g at 
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North L i t t l e Rock. The yard at C o f f e y v i l l e w i l l s w i t c h these 

t r a f f i c flows f o r p o i n t s n o r t h and west. 

Three t r a i n s of southbound t r a f f i c w i l l be switched 

at Parsons, Kansas, each day, which w i l l reduce s w i t c h i n g i n 

For t Worth by 200 cars per day. Parsons w i l l b u i l d a through 

t r a i n t o San Antonio t h a t w i l l bypass Fort Worth. The yard a t 

W i c h i t a , Kansas, w i l l block t r a i n WTFW, which today i s 

switched i n Fort Worth, reducing Fort Worth's s w i t c h i n g 

burden. The Waco, Texas, yard w i l l s w i t c h two t r a i n s per day 

t h a t p r e v i o u s l y operated t o Fort Worth, a l l o w i n g t h i s t r a f f i c 

t o bypass Fort Worth. 

UP/SP w i l l make g r e a t e r use of the SP Pine B l u f f 

y a r d t o reduce s w i t c h i n g at other l o c a t i o n s . Today PTRA 

t r a f f i c from Houston i s switched at both major UP/SP Houston 

Yards. PTRA w i l l combine a l l t h a t t r a f f i c i n t o a s i n g l e t r a i n 

o p e r a t i n g d i r e c t l y t o Pine B l u f f and bypassing both Houston 

Yards. A new co u n t e r p a r t t r a i n w i l l operate southbound t o 

PTRA. Together, these t r a i n s w i l l remove 100 cars each from 

Englewood and Settegast ever\- day. A Houston t o L i t t l e Rock 

t r a i n w i l l be d i v e r t e d t o Pine B l u f f , which i s b e t t e r able t o 

handle the s w i t c h i n g d u t i e s . 

I n the West, UP/SP w i l l take a number of steps t o 

reduce s w i t c h i n g at West Colton. The yard at B a k e r s f i e l d w i l l 

b u i l d a t r a i n f o r Tucson, which w i l l reduce s w i t c h i n g at West 

Colton by approximately 80 cars per day. S i m i l a r l y , Tucson 
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I 
I 
^ w i l l b l o c k a westbound t r a i n t o avoid s w i t c h i n g a s i m i l a r 

H num.ber of cars at West Colton. B a k e r s f i e l d w i l l also s w i t c h a 

Eugene-West Colton t r a i n , b l o c k i n g t h a t t r a m so t h a t t s cars 

do not have t o be switched at West Colton. New t r a i n s .etween 

B a k e r s f i e l d and Yermo w i l l operate v i a BNSF trackage r i g h t s 

between Mojave and Barstow, reducing mileage and e l i m i n a t i n g 

s w i t c h i n g at West Colton. 

UP/SP w i l l a l s o take several a c t i o n s t o reduce 

I 3 w i t c h i n g at North P l a t t e . The Hi n k l e , Oregon, yard w i l l 

b u i l d a through t r a m f o r Proviso Yard i n Chicago, which w i l l 

reduce s w i t c h i n g i n North P l a t t e . Proviso w i l l b u i l d b locks 

f o r Cheyenne, S a l t Lake C i t y and Hi n k l e , as w i l l BRC's 

C l e a r i n g Yard i n Chicago and C o n r a i l ' s y^y~d at E l k h a r t , 

I I n d i a n a . A l l of these cars w i l l pass through North P l a t t e 

w i t h o u t s w i t c h i n g . During the s e r v i c e recovery p e r i o d , North 

P l a t t e w i l l place a l l C o n r a i l t r a f f i c i n t r a i n s f o r E l k h a r t , 

and operate them more f r e q u e n t l y , reducing c u r r e n t delays on 

C o n r a i l t r a f f i c . The IHB yard at Gibson, I l l i n o i s , w i l l 

I s w i t c h auto t r a f f i c from CN i n t o run-through t r a i n s f o r 

western p o i n t s , a v o i d i n g s w i t c h i n g i n North P l a t t e . A new 

eastbound t r a m of autorack rars from Denver t o Chicago w i l l 

a lso run through North P l a t t e . 

2. C l a s s i f y UP/SP T r a f f i c on S h o r t l i n e R a i l r o a d s 

I S h o r t l i n e r a i l r o a d s are a s s i s t i n g UP/SP i n r e d u c i n g 

s w i t c h i n g at congested UP.'SP t e r m i n a l s . For exam.ple, 

I 
I 
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Georgetown R a i l r o a d and the Fort Worth & Western R a i l r o a d i n 

Texas are b l o c k i n g UP/SP shipments f o r San Antonio and Fort 

Worth, reducing s w i t c h i n g requirements at congested UP/SP 

yards. Texas C i t y Terminal Railway south of Houston i s 

s w i t c h i n g two UP/SP t r a i n s per day, reducing s w i t c h i n g i n 

Houston. And a s h o r t l i n e r a i l r o a d s i s s w i t c h i n g t r a f f i c f o r 

San Antonio a t McAlester, Oklahoma. EJ&E, TRRA, P&PU and SKOL 

have a l l committed t o provide e x t r a s w i t c h i n g and b l o c k i n g . 

C. A c t i o n s t o Expedite Interchange 
of Cars t o Other Railroads 

A l l a f f e c t e d i n t e r e s t s -- UP/SP, i t s customers, i t s 

employees, and o t h e r r a i l r o a d s -- w i l l b e n e f i t from a numoer 

cf steps UP/SP i s t a k i n g to move cars d e s t i n e d t o o t h e r 

r a i l r o a d s o f f i t s system. UP/SP i s g i v i n g p r i o r i t y h a n d l i n g 

t o 45 d a i l y interchange t r a i n s and the 90 manifest t r a i n s t h a t 

feed cars t o them. Terminals w i l l move these t r a i n s f i r s t , 

and they w i l l have p r i o r i t y i n d i s p a t c h i n g . UP/SP i s working 

w i t h i t s i n t e r l i n e connections t o ensure t h a t these t r a i n s 

reach the connecting l i n e s at expected times, and t h a t t r a f f i c 

t o UP/SP i s ready t c move back i n r e t u r n . UP/SP i s a l s o 

working w i t h i t s connecting l i n e s t o interchange empty cars t o 

connections at the nearest gateway, r a t h e r than r e t u r n i n g them 

reverse r o u t e . And UP/SP i s d e d i c a t i n g sets of locomotives t o 

these t r a i n s so t h a t locomotives w i l l be a v a i l a b l e and used 

e f f i c i e n t l y . These steps w i l l reduce the excessive i n v e n t o r y 
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of cars on the UP/SP system, r e s t o r e cars t o l o a d i n g areas on 

ot h e r r a i l r o a d s , and reduce r e l i a n c e on management crews. 

UP/SP i s also c o n t i n u i n g t o work w i t h TFM t o 

maximize the number of cars UP/SP can d e l i v e r t o Mexico each 

day. UP/SP interchanged over 850 cars t o TFM i n one day l a s t 

week, the l a r g e s t number of cars ever interchanged t o TFM. 

UP/SP has e s t a b l i s h e d 24-hour o n - s i t e border management 

o v e r s i g h t t o keep t r a f f i c f l o w i n g , and i t i s p r o v i d i n g 

a d d i t i o n a l manpower t o prepare documentation f o r e x p o r t 

movements. 

D. A c t i o n s t o Increase A v a i l a b i l i t y 
of Locomotives and Crews 

1. Tiocomot i ves 

A p p l i c a n t s ' August 20 r e p o r t i d e n t i f i e d a number of 

steps UP/SP IS t a k i n g o lease and ac q u i r e a d d i t i o n a l 

locomotives. Those e f f o r t s c ontinue, but UP/SP has concluded 

t h a t they are not enough because slower o p e r a t i o n s are 

e f f e c t i v e l y consuming m.ore engines. UP/SP m.ust take even m.ore 

aggressive a c t i o n s t o mcrease i t s supply of locomotives. 

A d d i t i o n a l locom.otives w i l l be deployed f i r s t on 

Cen t r a l C o r r i d o r routes t o e l i m i n a t e t r a m delays caused by 

lac k of locomotives, p a r t i c u l a r l y at North P l a t t e and Chicago. 

Locom.otives w i l l a l s o be d i r e c t e d toward Southern C a l i f o r n i a , 

where locomotive shortages have delayed t r a m s . Locomotives 

w i l l be deployed s e l e c t i v e l y t o yards i n the Southern C o r r i d o r 
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as they and the region's m a i n l i n e s r e g a i n the c a p a c i t y t o move 

more t r a i n s . 

UP/SP w i l l f r e e approximately 130 a d d i t i o n a l 

l ocomotives almost immediately by reducing the horsepower per 

t r a i l i n g t o n (and t h e r e f o r e the num.ber of engines; on m.ost 

i n t e r m o d a l t r a i n s . This w i l l slow intermodal s e r v i c e and 

cause d i v e r s i o n of some t r a f f i c t o ENSF and other c a r r i e r s . 

T h i s speed r e d u c t i o n w i l l r e s u l t i n a d d i t i o n a l delays of up t o 

24 hours f o r a l l but the most expedited intermodal t r a i n s . 

T h is temporary slowdown i s e s s e n t i a l i n order t o r e s t o r e 

q u a l i t y s e r v i c e t o a l l shippers. 

UP/SP w i l l generate a d d i t i o n a l locomotives f o r 

s e r v i c e recovery by reducing the number of locomotives i t uses 

i n l o c a l and maintenance-of-way s e r v i c e . Except where 

o p e r a t i n g c o n d i t i o n s r e q u i r e e x t r a power, UP/SP i s r e d u c i n g 

the number of locomotives used on l o c a l t r a i n s by one engine. 

I t i s a l s o r e s c h e d u l i n g l o c a l o p e r a t i o n s so t h a t two l o c a l s 

from the sam.e t e r m i n a l operate at d i f f e r e n t tiraes of the 

day and can share locomotives. Thesp steps w i l l f r e e 

a p p r o x i m a t e l y 100 locomotives f o r m.ainline s e r v i c e . I n 

a d d i t i o n , by reducing the number of locomotives used on 

maintenance-of-way t r a i n s and the number of work e x t r a s , UP/SP 

i s g e n e r a t i n g 26 locomotives. 

UP/SP has reached out t o v i r t u a l l y a l l o t h e r 

r a i l r o a d s t o o b t a i n locomotives. Several s h o r t l i n e s have 



responded. Among the major f r e i g h t r a i l r o a d s , o n l y C o n r a i l 

has locomotives t o spare, and UP i s l e a s i n g 51 u n i t s i n 1997 

and 36 i n January 1998. UP/SP would p r e f e r not t o use Amtrak 

locomotives, because they are geared f o r high-speed r u n n i n g 

and l a c k the t r a c t i o n f o r f r e i g h t s e r v i c e , but UP/SP w i l l use 

60 Amtrak locomotives t o the e x t e n t they are mechanically f i t 

f o r s e r v i c e . 

The reduced t r a i n o p e r a t i o n s described e a r l i e r w i l l 

f r e e dozens of locomotives. C o n s o l i d a t i o n of in t e r m o d a l 

t r a i n s w i l l generate as many as 84 locomotives. By reducing 

c o a l o p e r a t i o n s and t r a n s f e r r i n g coal t r a f f i c t o BNSF, UP/SP 

expects t o g a i n some 70 locomotives. UP/SP plans t o increase 

the use of d i s t r i b u t e d power, which should make a d d i t i o n a l 

locomotives a v a i l a b l e . 

UP/SP i s adding manpower and c a p a c i t y at locomotive 

shops i n ̂ rder t o expedite the r e p a i r of locomiotives and get 

them back on l i n e more q ' j i c k l y . When locomotives f a i l on the 

road, they w i l l be rushed t o r e p a i r shops withov.t delay. I n 

combination, these steps should generate more than 60 

a d d i t i o n a l locomotives. 

UP/SP i s a l s o i n t r o d u c i n g procedures at major 

term.inals t o s e r v i c e locomotives and get them back onto 

d e p a r t i n g t r a i n s more q u i c k l y . Operating o f f i c i a l s estimate 

t h a t these steps should p r o v i d e the e q u i v a l e n t of some 60 

a d d i t i o n a l locomotives over the next t h i r t y days. 
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In t o t a l , the steps described here should generate 

350 t o 375 add i t i o n a l locom.otives over a ten-day period 

s t a r t i n g l a s t weekend and a t o t a l of more than 500 locomotives 

w i t h i n t h i r t y days. UP/SP i s .investigating other steps, 

includmg more e f f i c i e n t u t i l i z a t i o n of locomotives on grain 

t r a i n s and consolidation cf additional t r a i n s , that could 

provide over 200 more locomotives. 

Once UP/SP's service returns to normal l e v e l s , some 

of the locomotives leased from Conrail and other outside 

sources w i l l be returned, although only when UP/SP i s 

s a t i s f i e d that i t s locomotive needs are securely s a t i s f i e d f o r 

the f u t u r e . .As merger impl <=m,entation continues, and 

p a r t i c u l a r l y when d i r e c t i o n a l running i s i n i t i a t e d by early 

next year between Missouri and Texas, a d d i t i o n a l locomotives 

w i i l become available as a res u l t of more e f f i c i e n t 

operations. 

2. Train Crews 

UP/SP reported i n July and August on i t s aggressive 

e f f o r t s to h i r e hundreds of additional t r a m and engine crew 

employees. Those programs continue, but as we explained then, 

t r a i n i n g i s time-consum.ing. UP/SP has concluded that i t needs 

m.ore t r a i n crew members for the next few months u n t i l recent 

new hires are f u l l y trained and ready f o r service. I t i s 

taking a d d i t i o n a l steps to secure these forces, p r i m a r i l y f o r 

service i n the Southern Corridor. 
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As UP/SP r e p o r t e d i n August, i t reached agreement 

w i t h l a b o r unions t o use management crews on SP l i n e s i n the 

Texas area. UP/SP has now reached a f u r t h e r agreement w i t h 

i t s l a b o r unions p e r m i t t i n g i t t o use management crews on most 

UP l i n e s i n t h a t r e g i o n . UP/SP made a s u b s t a n t i a l f;.nancial 

commitment t o o b t a i n t h i s u r g e n t l y needed agreement so t h a t 

management crews are able t o operate t r a i n s thrcughout the 

area c f most severe congestion when r e g u l a r crev/s are not 

a v a l l a b l e . 

UP/SP i s tem.porarily r e - h i r i n g experienced r e t i r e e s 

t o augment the management crews. These new t r a i n crew n^embers 

w i l l be r e q u a l i f i e d t o ensure safe o p e r a t i o n , and they w i l l 

meet a l l c r i t e r i a f o r f e d e r a l engineer l i c e n s i n g . L"P/SP i s 

al s o e x p l o r i n g w i t h o t h e r r a i l r o a d s the p o s s i b i l i t y of 

te- . o r a r i l y u s i n g t h e i r r e t i r e e s t o supplement the UP/SP 

f o r c e s . 

UP/SP i s t a k i n g a numoer of a c t i o n s t o use t r a i n 

crews more e f f i c i e n t l y i n congested t e r m i n a l s . Terminal 

managers are en s u r i n g t h a t t r a i n s are ready t c depart w i t h i n a 

s h o r t e r p e r i o d of time a f t e r crews have been c a l l e d , so t h a t 

crews are more l i k e l y t o reach t h e i r d e s t i n a t i o n s w i t h i n 

f e d e r a l l y mandated hours cf s e r v i c e . This should reduce the 

number of crews t h a t have t o be replaced on the l m e and make 

more crews a v a i l a b l e t c move t r a m s . I n a d d i t i o n , ma:or 

t e r m i n a l s are being s t a f f e d w i t h ~cre crew s u p c t r t personnel 
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to who expedite m.ovement of crews between on-duty points and 

t h e i r t r a i n s . 

In the short run, as UP/SP moves t r a f f i c to routes 

less affected by competition, i t w i l l reduce i t s reliance on 

management crews. As UP/SF service returns to normal le v e l s 

and crews are able to complete t h e i r normal runs during t n e i r 

federal hours of service, UP/Ĉ  w i l l discontinue these 

extraordinary measures to s t a f f t r a i n s . Management crew 

members w i l l r eturn to t h e i r normal duties. Crews borrowed 

from one region f o r use i n another w i l l r e t u rn hom.e. Retirees 

w i l l r e t i r e again. UP/SP w i l l need a l l the new regular crew 

members i t i s h i r i n g and t r a i n i n g today to handle expected 

business levels and to provide ; r a i n crew employees wit h more 

regular schedules and time o f f , 

E. Actions to Improve Manaqemlen^ Coordination 

UP/SP's August 20 report described managem.ent 

i n i t i a t i v e s to address service problems i n the Houston area. 

UP/SP managers concluded la s t week that those steps should be 

supplemented with a system.wide perspective. Because of 

com.plex network i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s , actio.ns m Texas wera 

having undesirable e f f e c t s on othoi parts of the r a i l r o a d . In 

addi t i o n , without the benefit of the capacity studies 

completed l a s t week, some of the oper.-^tional decisions i n the 

Texas area could not be carried out e f f e c t i v e l y . 
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UP/SP has e s t a b l i s h e d a system War Room, s t a f f e d on 

a 24 hour b a s i s by the r a i l r o a d s ' senior managers, t o guide 

implementation of the Service Recovery Plan. The War Room 

w i l l p r o v i d e c o o r d i n a t e d and c o n s i s t e n t l e a d e r s h i p of the 

a c t i o n s d e s c r i b e d here. 

War Room decisionmakers w i l l have the a b i l i t y t o 

d i r e c t a l l of the key resources necessary t o r e b u i l d s e r v i c e . 

Locomotive D i r e c t o r s w i l l deploy locomotives t o t e r m i n a l s t h a t 

can use them most p r o d a c t i v e l y i n l i g h t of l i n e and t e r m i n a l 

c a p a c i t y . Car Management w i l l i d e n t i f y ways t o r e d i r e c t empty 

cars i n ord e r t o avo i d s w i t c h i n g . T r a f f i c Flow Planning w i l l 

ensure t h a t t r a i n o p e r a t i o n s on congested c o r r i d o r s are 

c o n s i s t e n t w i t h t r a c k c a p a c i t y and spot o p p o r t u n i t i e s t o 

bypass congested yards. Automotive and Intermodal Marketing 

personnel w i l l ensure t h a t c r i t i c a l shipments get d e l i v e r e d 

and o p p o r t u n i t i e s t o operate e f f i c i e n t l y s i z e d t r a i n s . A 

Mexico desk w i l l maximize the num.ber of cars c r o s s i n g i n t o 

Mexico a t a l l gateways. A d i v e r s i o n desk w i l l work w i t h o t h e r 

r a i l r o a d s and UP/SP's N a t i o n a l Customer Service Center t o 

ensure t h a t r e r o u t e s are handled c o r r e c t l y and e x p e d i t i o u s l y . 

I n f o r m a t i o n Technology w i l l p rovide r e p o r t s t o monitor 

progress on a l l f r o n t s . 

One of the conclusions of l a s t week's management 

conference was that UP/SP's operat.-* j n a l decisionm.aking has not 

had a s u f f i c i e n t l y long-term focus. The War Room w i l l have 

I 
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the information and system perspective to plan much f u r t h e r i n 

advance. For example, shipments w i l l be monitored inside 

Mexico, rather than merely to md from the border. This w i l l 

allow b e t t e r planning of t r a i n s to and from Mexico. War Room 

s t a f f e r s w i l l establish longer range p r i o r i t i e s f o r use of 

scarce capacity on mainlines and term.inals to ensure that the 

maximum number of cars keeps moving. UP/SP's War Room w i l l 

monitor dozens of measures of effectiveness to ensure that 

service recovery actions are working. 

F. Actions to Implement the Merger 

While UP/SP •.\?ill not attempt to mount major new 

merger-related service i n i t i a t i v e s r m t i l i t s service q u a l i t y 

has recovered, foundation-building steps to implemient the 

merger w i l l contribute to service recovery and are being 

pursued as r a p i d l y as possible. The most important of these 

are continued expansion of TCS and completion of labor 

implementing agreements. 

UP/SP has advanced i t s schedule f o r implementing TCS 

on the SP system. O r i g i n a l l y , UP/SP had planned to expand TCS 

to the "SP East" region between New Orleans and Yuma, Arizona, 

in February 1998. In order to improve service i n the Southern 

Corridor as quickly as possible, UP/SP now plans to cutover a 

s l i g h t l y smaller SP East region on December 1, 1997. On that 

date, TCS w i l l be implemented between Vanar, Ar'zona, on the 

New Mexico border, and New Orleans, including a l l remaining SP 
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l i n e s i n Louisiana, Texas and New Mexico. The f i n a l c u t o v e r 

of TCS on the "SP Wesf re g i o n , which includes the 1-5 

C o r r i d o r , the Sunset Route m C a l i f o r n i a and Arizona and the 

C e n t r a l C o r r i d o r between R o s e v i l l e and Elko, Nevada, w i l l be 

moved forward from May 1998 t o March 1, 1998. TCS w i l l a l s o 

be implemented on .HBT i n Houston on November 1, 1997. 

UP/SP i s proceeding as r a p i d l y as i t can t o complete 

l a b o r implem.entine agreements. As the August 20 r e p o r t 

p r e d i c t e d , UP/SP put the l a b o r implementing agreements 

c o v e r i n g the Houston hub i n t o e f f e c t on September 16, 1997. 

Though t h a t date was met, f u l l implementation i s moving more 

s l o w l y than UP/SP would l i k e . Pursuant t o the im^plementing 

agreements, t r a i n crew r o s t e r s w i l l be c o n s o l i d a t e d west and 

south of Houston on October 16, n o r t h and east of Houston on 

November 1, and i n Houston i t s e l f on November 16. Operations 

w i l l be r e s t r u c t u r e d beginning December 1. 

UP/SP expects t o achieve labor implementing 

agreements f o r i t s Longview, Texas, hub by approxim.ately 

November 1, 1997. Equally important w i l l be agreen.ents 

c o v e r i n g the North L i t t l e Rock and Pine B l u f f hub, which are 

expected by December 16, 1997. These agreements w i l l a l l o w 

UP/SP t o im.plement d i r e c t i o n a l running between Houston and 

Mi s s o u r i and Memphis e a r l y i n the f i r s t q u a r t e r of 1998. 

D i r e c t i o n a l r u nning w i l l , of course, a l l o w UP/SP t o achieve 
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some of the most important s e r v i c e â .d e f f i c i e n c y b e n e f i t s of 

the merger. 

An important improvement i n o p e r a t i o n s w i l l take 

place i n November, when a c e n t r a l i z e d d i s p a t c h i n g o f f i c e 

begins t o c o n t r o l m.ovements throughout the Houston t e r m i n a l . 

Today, e i g h t d i s p a t c h e r s at f i v e l o c a t i o n s c o n t r o l Houston 

o p e r a t i o n s on a web of i n t e r s e c t i n g r o u t e s . I n e v i t a b l y , 

t h i s r e s u l t s i n o p e r a t i n g c o n f l i c t s and delays. I n November, 

UP,''SP w i l l open a c o n s o l i d a t e d d i s p a t c h i n g center i n Houston 

w i t h c o n t r o l over a l l UP, SP and HBT l i n e s . The center w i l l 

be managed by a zone manager who w i l l c o o r d i n a t e t r a i n flows 

w i t h i n a 300-mile r a d i u s of Houston. A resource manager w i l l 

oversee crew t r a n s p o r t a t i o n throughout the Houston complex, 

and a locomotive manager w i l l c o o r d i n a t e locomotive 

d i s t r i b u t i o n . Consolidated d i s p a t c h i n g should s u b s t a n t i a l l y 

improve the e f f i c i e n c y of the e n t i r e Houston t e r m i n a l , not 

o n l y f o r UP/SP but also f o r BNSF end Tex Mex. I n the i n t e r i m , 

UP/SP ana BNSF r e c e n t l y a u t h o r i z e d HBT t o e s t a b l i s h a 

temporary p o s i t i o n t o coo r d i n a t e movements over HBT w i t h each 

r a i l r o a d ' s d i s p a t c h c e n t e r . 

Once the s e r v i c e c r i s i s i s solved a.nd the r a i l r o a d 

r e g a i n s i t s f o o t i n g , ser-'ices t h a t have be3n cut w i l l be 

r e s t o r e d and s e r v i c e i n i t i a t i v e s a s s o c i a t e d w i t h the merger 

w i l l res-jm.e. UP/SP w i l l use extreme care i n making t h i s 

t r a n s i t i o n , and t r a i n s e r v i c e w i l l be expanded o n l y as 
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f a c i l i t i e s can accommodate new t r a i n s . UP/SP has systemwide 

management procedures and monitoring systems i n place co 

ensure that the system does not become overloaded again. 

In one respect, tbe p o s t - c r i s i s r a i l system, w i l l be 

d i f f e r e n t from the r a i l system only a year ago, and UP/SP i s 

preparing f o r the change. Tne national r a i l system today i s 

wres t l i n g with some 30,000 more r a i l cars than i t did a year 

e a r l i e r , and UP/SP -- l i k e other rai l r o a d s -- i s having to 

f i n d ways of dealing with the s t r a i n those cars place on the 

system. UP/SP w i l l use some of the yards that i t i s pressing 

i n t o service for service recovery as storage f a c i l i t i e s , 

i n c luding Waco, Parsons, and tne former SSW yard i n East St. 

Louis. 

Implementation of the UP/SP merger w i l l provide 

enormous benefits i n the post - recovery environment that w i l l 

s o l i d i f y service recovery. Throughout most of the UP/SP 

system, operational consolidations are s t i l l i n the fut u r e , 

awaiting labor implementing agreements. As those 

consolidations take place, UP/SP w i l l operate m.uch more 

e f f i c i e n t l y , freeing locomotives and t r a i n crews to provide 

new and expanded service. Directional running i s an important 

example. Without t h i s merger, the SP system -- c h r o n i c a l l y 

short of som.e 300 to 400 locomotives -- would never have been 

able to achieve those e f f i c i e n c i e s . In a c a r e f u l l y 
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c o o r d i n a t e d way, UP/SP w i l l a l s o be able t o add the s e r v i c e s 

promised m the merger Operating Plan. 

G. Ot^^r Railroads' Proposals t o "Help" 
by Taking Over UP/SP T r a f f i c and I n j e c t i n g 
Themsel yes I n t o UP/SP Operations 

BNSF and KCS have p u b l i c i z e d proposals t h a t they 

c l a i m are designed t o help address UP/SP'fj s e r v i c e 

d i f f i c u l t i e s . As already discussed, UP/SP i s pursuing every 

reasonable i n i t i a t i v e t h a t w i l l help remedy t h i s temporary 

c r i . ^ i s , i n c l u d i n g the temporary t r a n s f e r c f t r a f f i c t o other 

c a r r i e r s . As described above, UP/SP has su 7ht help from both 

ilNSF and ̂.CS and i s d i v e r t i n g t r . - i f f i t t o those r a i l r o a d s and 

o t h e r s . T;P/SP would accept even more help from BNSF, but 

l i m i t s on BNSF's ca p a c i t y appare'-^tly prevent from p r o v i d i n g 

a d d i t i o n a l assistance of the types JP/SP needs. 

Fcr the most p a r t , however, the "help" t h a t BNSF and 

KCS are p u b l i c l ' / v o l u n t e e r i n g c o n s i s t s of o p p o r t u n i s t i c 

measures t o tar.e advantage of U^/SP's c u r r e n t s e r v i c e 

d i f f i c u l t i e s . KCS' suggestions are n o t h i n g mor than a 

restatement of i t s m ger proposals. KCS proposes the same 

ope r a t l o n a l ] y - d a m a g i n g d i v e s t i t u r e s as a supposed remedy f o r 

UP/SP's s e i v i c e problems t h a t the Board r e j e c t e d d u r i . i g the 

merger proceeding as a supposed remedy f o r c o m p e t i t i v 

concerns. Those concerns are no longer present, but KCS now 

argues t h a t the d-* vestit-ares i t desires w i l l solve an e n t i r e l y 

d i f f e r e n . problem. 
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Many of BNSF's suggestions have vc--y l i t t l e t o do 

w i t h improving o p e r a t i o n s and very .-̂ uch t o do w i t h s e i z i n g 

c o m p e t i t i v e advantages. For example, BNSF has proposed t h a t 

" a l l s h o r t l i n e s not p r e v i o u s l y granted d i r e c t access t ^ BNS^ 

on the UP/SP l i n e s where BNSF has trackage r i g h t s should Pe 

gi v e n such access." Increased access r i g h t s f o r BNSF t o 

s h o r t l i n e s would do not.hing t o improve UP/SP s e r v i c e , and 

would l i K e l > ' undermine i t w i t h c o n f l i c t i n g interchange 

moverents. S i m i l a r l y . BNSF's request t o ̂ pen the SP Bayport 

Loop t o r e c i p r o c a l s w i t c h i n g i s si'.ply a s e x f - s e r v i n g grab f o r 

a d d i t i o n a l business t h a t would do not h i n g t o s i m p l i f y or 

improve o p e r a t i o n s . 

BNSF proposes t o take over d i s p a t c h i n g of former SP 

rou t e s between Houston and Memphis and between '^ouston and 

Iowa J u n c t i o n . Louisiana, l i n e s on which most of the t r a i n s 

are operated b\- UP/SP. BNSF says t h a t i t wants t o take over 

d i s p a t c h i n g so t h a t i t can d i s c o n t i n u e UP/SP's "parking t r a i n s 

w i t h power on passing s i d i n g s . " I f BNSF were t o do t h i s , 

UP/SP's o p e r a t i o n s would be shut down across the Southern 

C o r r i d o r . BNSF's managem.ent of the Avonc^le (NLW O r l e a n j ) -

ICfja J u n c t i o n l i n e i t purchased as p a r t of the BNSF set t l e m e n t 

was a major p r e c i p i t a t i n g cause of UP/SP's c u r r e n t c r i s i s . 

UP/SP, i t s customers and i t s em.ployees do not rieed more of 

t h i s k i n d c f help. 
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To be sure, p a r k i n g t r a i n s i n s i d i n g s i s an 

und e s i r a b l e p r a c t i c e used only as a l a s t r e s o r t . I t not o n l y 

delays shipments, but reduces l i n e c a p a c i t y and impedes the 

o p e r a t i o n of a l l o t h e r t r a i n s . However, UP/SP d i d not ^ u t 

t r a i n s i n s i d i n g s f o r convenience or t o disadvantage BNSF. I t 

put t r a i n s i n s i d i n g s because there was a b s o l u t e l y no o t h e r 

place t c put them. I t would be p h y s i c a l l y impossible f o r 

UP/SP t o comply w i t h a BNSF crder t o remove a l l t r a i n s frcm 

s i d i n g s . UP/SP w i l l c l e a r s i d i n g s as q u i c k l y at, i t can by 

t a k i n g the a c t i o n s described here t o open c a p a c i t y at i t s 

s w i t c h i n g yards. 

I f BNSF were given d i s p a t c h i n g com 1 of these 

l i n e s , J t s action.s almost c e r t a i n l y would undermine and 

se v e r e l y delay UP/SP's Service Recovery Plan. P r e c i p i t o u s 

attempts t c c l e a r s i d i n g s would d e s t r o y s e r v i c e recovery 

e f f o r t s on ot h e r p a r t s of the UP/SP by f o r c i n g t r a i n s onto 

UP/SP l i n e segments, and i n t o UP/SP yards, t h a t do not have 

the c a p a c i t y t o handle them. 'Inat i s e s p e c i a l l y t r u e of the 

l i n e s BNSF has picked t o disp a t c h , which are anchored m 

Houston.- UP/SP's Houston recovery cannot t o l e r a t e 

d i r e c t i v e s from BNSF t h a t prevent UP/SP frcm u s i n g i t s own 

r a i l r o a d as i t needs t o during t h i s c r i s i s . BNSF might, f o r 

example, t r y t o bar UP/SP from running a d d i t i o n a l t r a m s u n t i l 

BNSF's d i s p a t c h i n g proposals d i r e c t l y undermine the p l a n , 
described e a r l i e r , t o co n s o l i d a t e and c o o r d i n a t e d i s p a t c h i n g 
throughout the Houston t e r m i n a l , a p l a n BNSF approved. 
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a l l sidings are clear. That would simply shut down UP/SP 

throughout the sc "heastern part of i t s system. UP/SP's 

alt e r n a t e routes cannot accommodate a d d i t i o n a l t r a i n s . 

T r a f f i c -v-.'ould back up onto CSX and NS at the New Orleans and 

Memphis gateways and jam terminals i n East St. Louis, among 

other locations. 

UP/SP acknowledges that BNSF's service has been 

hampered by UP/SP's congestion problems, but t r a n s f e r r i n g 

dispatching c o n t r o l to BNSF is a p r e s c r i p t i o n for 

catastrophe.i UP/SP must clear i t s f r e i g h t yards and make 

space available f o r the t r a i n s that are on l i n e . I t s Service 

Recovery Plan i s designed to do that. 

I l l . SAFETY ON UP/SP 

As has been widely reported i n the press, the FRA 

was sharply c r i t i c a l of UP/SP's safety com.pliance f o l l o w i n g 

three c o l l i s i o n s that resulted i n f i v e employee casualties and 

the deaths of two trespassers. Although UP/SP does not agree 

with every FRA observation, i t decided from the beginning to 

devote i t s energies to working with FRA and i t s labor 

organizations to address safety ccncerns. UP/SP has f u l l y 

accepted ."RA's challenge to change the UP/SP corporate c u l t u r e 

i n order to em.power i t s operating em.ployees and i n s t i l l an 

even stronger focus on safety througho-at tne organization. 

- There i s no reason to believe BNSF's dispatchers, many of 
whom have been h i r e d i n the l a s t year, are superior i n 
performance t o .JP/SP's dispatci-ers . 
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Last week, UP/SP named one of i t s most t a l e n t e d s e n i o r 

e x e c u t i v e s , Dennis Duffy, t o the ne'//l^--created p o s i t i o n of 

Senior Vice P r e s i d e n t - S a f e t y Assurance and Compliance Process. 

I n t h i s h i g h - l e v e l p o s i t i o n , Mr. Duffy w i l l r e p o r t d i r e c t l y t o 

President J e r r y R. Davis w h i l e developing s a f e t y i n i t i a t i v e s 

and e n suring compliance using the SACP process. 

On September 17, FRA, BLE, UTU, BMWE, BRC and UP/SP 

ki c k e d o f f a systemwide Safety Assurance Compliance Program 

("SACP") t o address s a f e t y problems i d e n t i f i e d d u r i n g the FRA 

review. President J e r r y Davis nad alr e a d y ere .ted a 

Presid e n t ' s C o n f i d e n t i a l Safety H o t l i n e , where employees can 

r e p o r t s a f e t y concerns on a c o n f i d e n t i a l b a s i s . Those r e p o r t s 

are reviewed p e r s o n a l l y by Mr. Davis- Under the auspices of 

SACP, UP/SP appointed a D i r e c t o r of ,\lertness Assurance t o 

work w i t h the unions t o address t r a i n c-.-ew f a t i g u e . The SACP 

w i l l i n c l u d e review of a l l e x i s t i n g t r a i n i n g programs f o r 

e f f e c t i v e n e s s , m o n i t o r i n g of t r a m crew performance and r u l e s 

compliance, and review of locomotive and mechanical i n s p e c t i o n 

procedures. UP/SP i s als o addressing d i s p a t c h e r workload 

concerns r a i s e d by FRA. 

UP/SP i s e s p e c i a l l y concerned about FRA r e p o r t s t h a t 

some employees had been harassed or i n t i m i d a t e d f o r r a i s i n g 

s a f e t y concerns. On September 23, 1997, Mr. Davis issued a 

statement t o a l l employees c o n f i r m i n g a z e r o - t o l e r a n c e p o l i c y 

a q ainst i n t i m i d a t i o n , d i s c r i m i n a t i o n and harassment. His 
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announcement a l s o committed UP/SP t o the process of employee 

empowerment, addressing FRA's recommendation t h a t UP/SP 

management reach out t o labor i n order t o draw on the 

c o n s t r u c t i v e a t t i t u d e s of i t s t r a i n crew employees. 

Union P a c i f i c has long given top p r i o r i t y t o s a f e t y 

-- and the merged system has now taken unprecedented steps t o 

s t r e n g t h e n t h a t commitment. 

R e s p e c t f u l l y submitted, 

CARL W. VON BERNUTH 
RICHARD J. RESSLER 
Union P a c i f i c Corporation 
S u i t e 5900 
1717 Main S t r e e t 
D a l l a s , Texas 75201 
(214) 743-5600 

JAMES V. DOLAN 
PAUL A. CONLEY, JR. 
LOUISE A. RINN 
Law Department 
Union P a c i f i c R a i l r o a d Company 
1416 Dodge S t r e e t 
Omaha, Nebraska 6 8179 
(402) 271 -5A00 

ARVID E. ROACH I I 
J. MICHAEL HEMMER 
MICHAEL L. ROSENTHAL 
Covington & B u r l i n g 
1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
P.O. Box 7566 
Washington, D.C. .''0044-7566 
(202) 662-5388 

Attorneys f o r A p p l i c a n t s 

October 1, 1997 



EXHIBIT A 

TRACKAGE RIGHTS FUNDS 

In Section 6 of A p p l i c a n t s ' s e t t l e m e n t agreement 

w i t h CMA, App.i.icant& agreed t o place trackage r i g h t s fees 

r e c e i v e d under the BNSF se t t l e m e n t agreement i n t o two 

ded i c a t e d funds, one w i t h respect t o the trackage r i g h t s l i n e s 

i n Texas, Louisiana, Ar,<ansas, M i s s o u r i and I l l i n c i s and one 

w i t h respect t o the trackage r i g h t s l i n e s i n the Central 

C o r r i d o r and C a l i f o r n i a . A p p l i c a n t s agreed t h a t the money i n 

those funds would be spent on va) maintenance on those l i n e s , 

^b) o f f s e t t i n g d e p r e c i a t i o n of those l i n e s , (c) c a p i t a l 

improvements on those l i n e s , and (d) costs f o r accounting 

necessary t o a d m i n i s t e r the two funds. The f o l l o w i n g t a b l e 

p r o v i d e s i n f o r m a t i o n r e g a r d i n g the two funds through the 

q u a r t e r ending June 30, 1997, the l a t e s t date f o r which the 

data has thus f a r been compiled. 

REVENUE 

Trackage Rights Fees 

Capacit\- Improvement Fees 

. ,. Revenue 

Texas, 
Louisiana, 
Arkansas, 
M i s s o u r i and 
I l l i n c i s 

$4,o63,595 

0 

$4,863.5 95 

C a l i f o r n i a 
and C e n t r a l 
C o r r i d o r 

$2,893,525 

0 

$2 ,893.525 

EXPENSES 

y.a.r.tenance 

D e p r e c i a t i o n 

C a p i t a l Expenditures 

Accounting Expenses 

T o t a l Expenses 

$25,260,260 

25,629,981 

0 

5 , 946 

$50,896,187 

$16,490,601 

19,421,472 

0 

5, 946 

$35,918,019 



EXHIBIT B 

ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION CONDITIONS 

The f o l l o w i n g i s a r e p o r t on steps taken, and plans 

f o r f u t u r e steps, i n regard t o the environmental m i t i g a t i o n 

c o n d i t i o n s , which are addressed i n the order they are l i s t e d 

i n Appendix G t o Decision No. 44: 

A. Systemwide M i t i q a t i o n 

1. Track I n s p e c t i o n . This c o n d i t i o n has been 

sat i s f l e d . 

2. Tank Car I n s p e c t i o n . This c o n d i t i o n has been 

sat i s f l e d . 

3. Siqnal Crossinq Devices. This c o n d i t i o n has 

been s a t i s f i e d . 

4. Em.erq^ncy Response Phone Number. This 

c o n d i t i o n has been s a t i s f i e d . 

5. TRAN.SĈ .FR P a r t i c i p t'-Qn. This c o n d i t i o n has 

been s a t i s f i e d . 

6. Hazardous M a t e r i a l s S u p e r v i s i o n . This 

c o n d i t i o n has been s a t i s f i e d . 

7. T r a i n i n q Program ^or Fmeraencv Response 

Personnel. This c o n d i t i o n has been s a t i s f i e d . The next 

t r a i n i n g program w i l l be held m Pueblo t h i s month. 

8. UP Train-inq and Operating P r a c t i c e s . This 

c o n d i t i o n nas been s a t i s f i e d . 

9. Closing Boxcar Doors. This c o n d i t i o n has been 

s a t i s f i e d . 



10. S e c u r i t y Forces. As p r e v i o u s l y r e p o r t e d , UP/SP 

has extended co SP t e r r i t o r y i t s p o l i c y of " z e r o - t o l e r a n c e " of 

vagrancy and t r e s p a s s i n g on r a i l r o a d p r o p e r t y . UP/SP i s 

p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n a new nationwide i n i t i a t i v e by Operation 

L i f e s a v e r t o reduce t r e s p a s s i n g on r a i l r o a d p r o p e r t y . UP/SP 

met w i t h the Reno P o l i c e Department r e g a r d i n g a "zero-

t o l e r a n c e " program, i n l a t e June; these d i s c u s s i o n s are on h o l d 

pending a C i t y of Reno l e g a l d e t e r m i n a t i o n . 

11. V i s i b l e Smoke Reduction. This c o n d i t i o n has 

been s a t i s f i e d . 

12. Use of Head-Hare"ened R a i l on Mountain Curves. 

This c o n d i t i o n has been s a t i s f i e d . 

13. Compliance w i t h FRA Rules and Regulations. 

UP/SP i s wording c l o s e l y w i t h FRA on a number of new s a f e t y 

i n i t i a t i v e s , as d e s c r i b e d i n the m.ain r e p o r t . 

B. C o r r i d o r M i t i g a t i o n 

14. EPA Emissions Standards. On January 21, 1997, 

EPA r e l e a s e d proposed r u l e s t h a t would e s t a b l i s h nationwide 

r e g u l a t o r y requirements f o r c o n t r o l of emissions from 

locomotives. EPA's p i o p c s a l i n c l u d e s standards f o r oxides of 

n i t r o g e n , hydrocarbons, caroon monoxide, p a r t i c u l a t e matter 

and smoke. EPA r e c e i v e d comments on the proposed r u l e s at a 

p u b l i c h e a r i n g i n D e t r o i t on May 15 and i n w r i t t e n submissions 

due June 16. The f i n a l r u l e s are scheduled f o r release i n 

December. 



15. C o n s u l t a t i o n s With A i r J u a l i t y O f f i c i a l s . 

Discussions ha 'e been held w i t h environmental o f f i c i a l s i n 

Arizona, Colorado, I l l i n o i s . Oregon, Wyoming and Washington. 

UP/SP i s engaged i n ongoing discussions w i t h C a l i f o r n i a 

o f f i c i a l s . O f f i c i a l s i n some of these s t a t e s have i d e n t i f i e d 

a d d i t i o n a l p e r m i t t i n g requirements, w i t h which the r a i l r o a d i s 

complying. UP/SP has conducted i n i t i a l d i s c u s s i o n s w i t h 

o f f i c i a l s i n Texas and i s moving forward w i t h c o n t a c t s i n 

Nevada. 

16. Noise Impacts. UP/SP continues t o monitor 

implementation of m.erger-related t r a n s p o r t a t i o n plans. UP/SP 

has n o t i f i e d each county i n the designated s t a t e s t h a t may be 

a f f e c t e d by t h r e s h o l d - l e v e l noise increases of an SOO number 

t o which complaints and questions about noise can be d i r e c t e d . 

Nine c a l l s have been received thus f a r , and UP/SP i s g a t h e r i n g 

a d d i t i o n a l i n f o r m a t i c n about those s i t u a t i o n s . 

17. Use of T-vtfO-Wav End-to-Train Devices. This 

c o n d i t i o n has been s a t i s f i e d . 

C. R a i l Line Segment M i t i g a t i o n 

18 - P r i o r i t y L i s t f o r Upqradinq Grade Crossinq 

S i g n a l s - UP/SP provides t r a i n d e n s i t y i n f o r m a t i o n t o s t a t e s 

every s i x months, which they use t o r e - p r i o r i t i z e t h e i r grade 

cros i n g programs- As p r e v i o u s l y r e p o r t e d , UP/SP has met w.th 

o f f i c i a l s i n C a l i f o r n i a , Colorado, Kansas and Texas, and h e l d 

a d d i t i o n a l meetings w i t h Colorado and Kansas o f f i c i a l s i n May 

t o discuss new r o u t i n g s f o r t r a m s t h a t had p r e v i o u s l y 
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operated v i a Pueblo, Colorado. O f f i c i a l s i n both s t a t e s 

p r e f e r t o w a i t u n t i l the changes i n operatio n s take place 

b e f o r e r e v i s i n g t h e i r grade c r o s s i n g programs. 

19. East Bay Regional Park D i s t r i c t MOU. The MOU 

i s being implemented i n accordance w i t h i t s s p e c i f i c a t i o n s . A 

new p e d e s t r i a n c r o s s i n g at Crockett, C a l i f o r n i a , has been 

i n s t a l l e d . UP/SP i s w a i t i n g f o r the D i s t r i c t t o pursue 

a p p l i c a t i o n s f o r o t h e r crossings and t o provide p r o p e r t y 

d e s c r i p t i o n s necessary f o r t r a i l easements. 

20. Town of Truckee MOU. The MOU -* s being 

implemented i n accordance w i t h i t s s p e c i f i c a t i o n s . UP/SP has 

ob t a i n e d r e q u i r e d perm.its ^or i t s bridge at the western 

u n d e r c r o s s i n g and i s w a i t i n g f o r the Town t o o b t a i n p e r m i t s 

f o r the Town's c o n s t r u c t i o n a c t i v i t i e s -

21. Placer County MOU. This complex MOU i s being 

im.plemented i n accordance w i t h i t s s p e c i f i c a t i o n s . The n.ore 

s i g n i f i c a n t recent developments are as f o l l o w s : 

(a) UP/'SP subm.it^ed a yard design and o p e r a t i o n 

p l a n t c the C i t y of R o s e v i l l e on J u l y 1. UP/SP w i l l c o n s u l t 

w i t h the C i t y i f UP/SP m.akes changes. C e r t a i n p r o j e c t s t o 

improve C i t y s t r e e t s were d e f e r r e d t o 1998 at the C i t y ' s 

r e q u e s t . 

(b) UP/SP and County o f f i c i a l s have scheduled an 

i n s p e c t i o n t r i p t h i s month i n connection w i t h developm.ent o f 

an emergency response p l a n . 



- 5 -

(c) UP/SP w i l l i n s t a l l C e n t r a l i z e d T r a f f i c C o n t r o l 

or s i m i l a r t r a i n c o n t r o l m.echanisms d u r i n g the f i r s t q u a r t e r 

of 1998 t o f a c i l i t a t e passenger o p e r a t i o n s . 

(d) UP/SP i s pro g r e s s i n g w i t h surveys and 

documentation f o r leases and conveyances of p r o p e r t i e s t o be 

used f o r passenger s e r v i c e . By the end of 1997, UP/SP w i l l 

remove trackage t o permit c o n s t r u c t i o n of a passenger l o a d i n g 

p l a t f o r m at Colfax. 

(e) UP/SP gave the C i t y of L i n c o l n $150,000 f o r 

study of an overpass at Moore Road. 

22. C i t y of Reno. UP/SP i s i n compliance w i t h the 

l i m i t of 14.7 through f r e i g h t t r a i n s per day through Reno. 

UP/SP w i l l comment on SEA's p r e l i m i n a r y m i t i g a t i o n 

recommendations by October 15, 1997. 

2:.. C i t y of Wichita/Sedgwick County. UP/SP i s i n 

compliance w i t h the l i m i t of 6.4 through f r e i g h t t r a i n s per 

day on the former Rock I s l a n d l i n e through W i c h i t a . UP/SP 

w i l l comment on SEA's p r e l i m i n a r y m i t i g a t i o n recommendations 

by October 15, 1997. 

D. R a i l Yc.rds and Intermodal F a c i l i t i e s 

24. Noise Abatement Plans f o r R a i l Yards. Before 

UP/SP undertakes e.ny r a i l y ard c o n s t r u c t i o n at the s p e c i f i e d 

l o c a t i o n s , UP/SP w i l l c ontact a p p r o p r i a t e s t a t e and l o c a l 

o f f i c i a l s and w i l l r e p o r t t o SEA on the r e s u l t s of those 

c o n s u l t a t i o n s . No c o n s t r u c t i o n i s planned at these f a c i l i t i e s 

i n 1997. 
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25. Intermodal F a c i l i t i e s . Before any changes are 

m.ade at the specified intermodal f a c i l i t i e s , UP/SP w i l l 

contact appropriate state and lo c a l a i r q u a l i t y o f f i c i a l s i n 

the states of C a l i f o r n i a and I l l i n o i s and w i l l report to SEA 

on the r e s u l t s of those consultations. No major construction 

or operating changes are planned at these f a c i l i t i e s i n 1997. 

F. Abandonments. 

26-61. As abandonments are carried cat, UP/SP w i l l 

comply w i t h a l l l i s t e d conditions. Several abandonm.ents may 

begin i n the next quarter, and Applicants w i l l advise 

concerning developments i n t h e i r next qu a r t e r l y report. 

62-108. As construction projects are c a r r i e d out, 

UP/SP w i l l comply with a l l l i s t e d conditions. UP/SP i s 

developing noise studies f o r two recently completed 

construction p r o j e c t s . 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I , Michael L. Rosenthal, c e r t i f y t h a t , on ""his 1st 

day of October, 1997, I caused a copy of the f o r e g o i n g 

document t o be served by f i r s t - c l a s s m a i l , postag r e p a i d , or 

by a more e x p e d i t i o u s manner of d e l i v e r y on a l l p a r t i e s of 

r e c c r d i n Finance Docket No. 32760 (Sub-No. 21), and or. 

D i r e c t o r of Operations Premerger N o t i f i c a t i o n O f f i c e 
A n t i t r u s t D i v i s i o n Bureau of Competition 
S u i t e 50 0 Room 3 03 
Department of J u s t i c e Federal Trade Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20530 Washington, D.C. 20580 

Michael L. Rosenthal 
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23, 1996 

BY HAND DELIVERY 

Honorable Vernon A. Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
12th and Co n s t i t u t i o n , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

RE; Finance Docket No. 32760, Union P a c i f i c 
Corporation, et a l . -- Control and Merger --
Southern Pa c i f i c Transportation Company et a l . 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

In i t s August 12, 1996 decision i n t h i s proceeding, the STB 
directed CPSB, UP/SP and BN/Santa Fe to negotiate and f i l e 
c e r t a i n c o n d i t i o n implementing arrangements by August 22, 1996. 
The p a r t i e s reque.'-.ted a one-day extension of t h a t deadline u n t i l 
today. We understand that CPSB and UP/SP have reached an 
agreement on the terms f o r the conditions granted t o CPSB. 
BN/Santa Fe i s c u r r e n t l y reviewing those terms, and, i n order Lo 
f u l l y evaluate and understand the terms and t h e i r implicat.ions, 
BN/Santa Fe reqnaests an extension u n t i l Friday, August 3C, 1996, 
to advise the STB of i t s concurrence w i t h those terms or to 
submit a separate proposal respecting the implementation of the 
CPSB conditions. 

Counsel f o r CPSB has agreed to t h i s extension of time while 
counsel f o r UP/SP war. unable to do so. 

Because t h i s .•-S a technical matter, wc also request a waiver 
of the c e r t i f i c a t e of service requirement. 

Sincerely ̂ o u j € ^ 

ALSrch 
cc: John H. LeSeur, Esq. 

Arvid E. Roach, I I , Esq. 

Adrian L. Steel, Jr. 

Item No. 

Page Cciur.t. L. 
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September 17, 1996 

Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary, Jurfate Transportation Board 
i?"" Street & Constitution Avenue, NW 
Room 2215 
Washington, DC 20423 

RE: Union Paciric Corp., et aL 
Finance Docket 32760 

' Control and Merger - Southem Pacific Rail Ci rp., et aL 

DtirMr. Williams: 

1 am wndng in response to the written decision ofthe Surface Transportation Board's approval ofthe 
Unior Pacific-Southem Pacific merger. Fina Oil and Chemical Comp.my believes lhat this decision has 
some points which need clarification conceming the competitive rail access conditions imposed in the 
decision. Fina insists on protecting the concept of competition and allowing Fina to have options when 
selecting rail carriers across the entire nation in servicing our customers. We are concerned about the 
granuiig ofthe trackage rights to th. Texas Mexican Railway. 

1 am the trafiBc manager for Fina Oil and Chemical Company, -'n irtcgrate^l oil and chemical company 
based in Dallas, Texas. I currently am responsible for the movcinent of ovr products produced at our 
facilities in Texas and Lo'iisana to oui various customers across North A'^ .t-»ca as well as around the 
globe. Our facilities are located in West Texas, the Baton Rouge ar"a as well as Houston, Texas. 

Jn particular, the SP/Ut' merger has reduced our options in selected corridors. Our rail options at our 
pol>propylene plant located in Houston have decitased firom four mainline can-iers (SP, UP, BN, ATSF) 
to two (UP and BNSF). We are concerned that these limited opuons can provide a level of service and 
cost that will meet our demands for the future. 

One of the conditions outlined in the Surface Transportaiion Board's decision grants the Tex Mex 
tracltage rights between its line in Beaumont and Corpus Christi. But the dvxision restricts access into the 
Houston area where our facilities are located. Fina urges the Surface Transportation Board to lift service 
restriciion on ilie Tex Mex to give it fidl iOcal service access in tlie Houston area which wo'uld maintaiii 
competitive options in Houston. 

Sincerely, 

FINA OH. CHEMICAL COMPANY 

Spahis 
Manager o^rafiBc 

ENTERED " 
Otfic«o<lh« Sacratary 

SEP i^ms' 
Part •( 
Public Record 

Fina Oil dnd Chemical Company 
P.O. Box 2159 • Dallas, Texas 75221 • (214) 750-2400 



September 17, 1996 

Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary, Surface Transportation Board 
l?.*̂  Street & Constitution Avenue, NW 
Room 2215 
Washington, DC 20423 

RE: Union Pacinc Corp., et al. - Control and R erger - Southem PaciHc Rail 
Corp.t et al. Finance Docket 32760 

Dear Mr. Williams: 

I am writing in response to the written decision of the Surface Transportation Board's 
approval of the Union Pacific-Southem Pacific merger. Fina Oil and Chemical Company 
believes that this decision has sorne points which need cla'.ification conceming the 
competitive rail access terms imposed in the decision. Fina insists on protecting the 
concept of competition and allowing Fina to have options when selecting rail carriers 
across the entire nation in servicing our customers. I wouid like to audress the cc iceras 
raised regarding the BNSF trackage rights. 

I am the traffic manager for Fina Oil and Chemical Company, an integrated oil and 
chemical company based in Dallas, Texas. I currently am responsible for the movement of 
our products produced at our facilities in Te.xas and Louisiana to our various customers 
across North America as well as around the globe. Our facilities are located in West 
Texas, the Baton Rouge area as well as Houston, Texas. 

In particular, the SP/UP merger has reduced our competitive options in scleo-ted corridors. 
Our rail options at our polypropylene plant located in Houston have decreased fi-om four 
mainline carriers (SP, UP, BN, ATSF) to two (UP and BNSF). In additiori, for our other 
facilities, our routing options have decreased as a result of the merger. We are concerned 
that these limited options can provide a level of service and cost that will meet our 
demands for the fixture. ^ acknowledge that the Surface Transportation Board has 
acknowledg J *he potential for reduction of compel tion resulting ft-om the merger. The 
BNSF should have fiill opportunity to compete in a meaningfiil manner. The STB record 
clearly states that they mtend BNSF to compete and there should be clarification to make 
this known. 

Fina Oil and Chemical Company 
P.O. Box 2159 • Dallas, Texas 75221 • (214) 750-2400 



^ >̂  Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
/ September 17, 19<.j 

Page 2 

There are two questions of interpretation whioh have arisen. First, the issue of conditions 
related to the opening cf 50% of contraa volumes at 2-to-l locations. I strongly argj the 
Surface Transportation Board provide clarification of its ruling in the 50% volume 
provision in order to ensure BNSF's access will provide a competitive environment. We 
believe the shipper should state their conditions on the opening of volume, not the UP/SP. 

Second is the STB requirement that BNSF be allowed to serve new facilities, including 
transload facilities. I suggest that the STB reject the UP/SP position narro ving the 
opportunities for serving new facilities, which includes new transload facilities. 

The clarification ofthese two critical issues will provide for the greatest opportunity for 
meaningfiil competition that the STB intends in granting this historic merger. Fina Oil and 
Chemical Company has been active in the merger proceedings: a member ofthe Society 
of Plastics Industry (SPI) and the National Industrial Transportation League (NITL). 

Sincerely, 

FINA O n . , ^ ^ CHE\l . JAL COMPANY 

S:eS^»^ 
Manager of TrafiBc 
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C H E M I C A L 

September 18. 1996 

Otfica of the Secretary 

SEP 2 0 19% 

Partof 
Public Record 

Mr. Vemon A. Williams 
Secretarv, Surface rransportation Board 
12th Street & Constitution Avenue, N.W. 
Wiohmgton, DC 20423 , , / 

Dear Secretarv Williams; 

ARIZONA CHEMICAL DIVISION 
CALLfR BOX 244; 
PANAMA CITY FL 32402 
PHONE 904 785 8S2I 
FAX 904 78i 1359 

This letter responds to the recent decision by the Surface Transportation Board approving the 
Union Pacific-Southem Pacific (UP-SP) railroad merger. In particular. Arizona Chemical 
Company believes the Surface Transportation Board's decision imnecessarily hampers our ability 
to effectively access competitive rail options in the Greater Houston, TX area. 

Arizona Chemical is a leading producer of specialty chemicals for customers worldwide. Our 
products lire made fi-om natural and renewable resources, primarily the pine tree. Arizona has 
nine manufacturing facilities a.nd a network of salts offices worldwide. The Houston, TX area is 
a major point used to export our finished goods to international customers and the importation of 
raw materials which are critically needed to run our refineries. Securing competitive rail service 
in the Houston, FX area is essential to our ability to continue to service our customers and 
remain competitive in the domestic and intemational markets. 

Arizona Chemical is concemed that reduced rail competition as a result of the UP-SP merger will 
have long term consequences on our ability to market and source products to and from the 
Houston, TX area. Tlie UP-SP and BN-SF control approximately 90% ofthe petro-chemical rail 
carload business fi-om Texas and 100% of the petro-chemical rail carload business originating or 
teniiinating in the Houston, TX area. These limited rail options etTectively hobblf competitive 
alternatives ft-om both internaticnal suppliers of raw materials and our export customers whose 
products move through the Houston. TX. area. More vigorous competition is needed tc fc ster 
high service levels and responsive rates. 

As a condition outlined in the Surface Transportation Board's UP-SP decision. The Texas 
Mexican Railway was granted trackage rights between its line in Corpus Christi. TX and 
Beaumont, TX uith restricted access at Houston TX. Arizona Chemical believes that this 
limited access at Houston is unnecessarily restrictive and a grant of full service access to 

I N T E R N A T I O N A L ! ^ PAPER 

ARIZONA CHEMICAL DIVISION 



\ Mr. Vemon A. Williams 
Page 2 
September 18, 1996 

Houston would provide for greater long term operational efficiency for the Texas Mexican 
Rai'way. Full access would continue fo provide a viable third rail competitor in Houston and 
wil- foster compefidon between UP-JP, BN-SF and the Kansas City Southem Railway at 
Beaumont, TX. For these reasons, Arizona Chemical believes that the Surface Transportation 
Board should reconsider its final decision, remove the service restrictions at Houston and grant 
fiill local service access to The Texas Mexican Railway. 

Sincerely, 

ARIZONA CHEMICAL 

Thomas S. Brzowski, Manager 
Transportation & Distribution 

TSB/mg 

cc: Larry Fields - The Texas Mexican Railway 
Charlie McHugh - Intemational Paper 
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CEREjTAR USA, INC. 141 WEST JACXSON BOULEVARD. S i n x 3Wn TEUniONE (3121 SI39.S00C 
CHICACO. ILUNOIS 6>J»M FAX OI2)999.1»48 

Cerestar 
Septeinber 18, 1996 

The Hoaorable Vemon A Williams. 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
12th Street <k Constitution Avenue N.W. 
Room 2215 

Washington, D.C. 20423 

Re: Finance Docket 32760 
Dear Mr. Williams: 

My name is Robert A. Sieffert, and I am Manager of Transportation/Distribution for 
Cerestar USA. Cerestar is .i niajor com wet-miller with plants in Texas, Alabama, and 
Indiana, and oiu- business is heavily dependant on rail service. I am responsible for all 
transportation-related activities of this company. 

An important issue raised by the STB's recent decisicn in the UP/SP merger case needs 
to be clarified. Specifically, BNSF's right to ̂ :>;i-ve new facilities, including new transload 
facilities, on any UP or SP line over which BNSF is to receive trackage rights as a 
condition of the merger. 

Union Pacific has recently asked the STB to limit BNSF's freedom to open transload 
faciUties on UP/SP lines newly open to BNSF. This is a blatant effort by Union Pacific 
to change the rules after the fact. Further, this runs counter to the STB's stated objective 
to ensure that shippers will benefit fi-om vigorous competition between UP/SP and BNSF. 
I can think of no better way to enhance competition between these carriers than by 
al'O'ving new transload facilities to be construci.'̂ d by c 'dier carrier. 

—eNtferteo— 
Off ics of the Secretary 

SEP 2 0 1996' 

Part ef 
Public Recerrf 

A companv of 
KKIDANIABEGIUN-SAY 



. The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
September 18, 1996 
Page 2 

) 

I strongly urge the board to deny Union Pacific's request to limit BNSF's ability to 
compete by restricting their freedom to open transload terminals. 

Respectfully, 

Robert A. Sieffert 
ManagL. of Transportation 

RAS:ed 
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i H I C A O O 
JERUIN 

BRUSSELS 
H O U S T O N 
L O N D O N 
LOS ANGELES 
NEW YORK 
MEXICO CITY CORRESPONOE' iT 

J A U R E G U I . N A V A Q R C T t . NADCR V R O . I A S 

K E L L E Y E. O ' B R I E N 
MEMBER O F T i IE VIRGINIA B A H 

N O T ADMIT ' T O IN T H E 
T ' i RICT o r ( . O L U M O I A 
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M A Y F R , BROWN & P L A T T 
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September 9, 1996 

VIA HAND DFXIVERY 

Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
12th Street & Constitution Ave., NW 
Room 2215 
Washington, DC 20423 

Re: Finance Docket No. 32760, Union Pacific Corp., et_aL. 
Control & Merger - Southem Pacific Rail Corp.. et al. 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

Enclosed for filing please find the original and twenty (20) copies of BNSF's Reply to 
Applicants' Motion For Leave to File Reply (BN/SF-66). Also enclosed is a disk containing 
the text of BN/SF-66 in WordPerfect 5.1 formal. 

Please date-stamp the enclosed extra copy and retum it to the messenger foi our files. 
Thank you for vour time and attention to this matter. Please call me if >ou have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Kelle5^. O'Brien 
Enclosures 

Item No.__ 

Page C o u n t ^ < 2 _ 

OHice ofthe Secretary 

SEP 1 0 1994 

L 2 J MbHcRecofil 



BN/SF-66 

BFPORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

•̂̂  nance Docket No. 3276G 

UNION PACIFIC COi^t-^RATION, UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD C 
AND MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY 

-- CONTROL AND MERGER 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC Ri^.IL CORPORATION, SOUTHERN PACIFIC 

TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, ST. LOUIS SOUTHVJESTERN RAILWAY 
COMPANY, SPCSL CORP. AND THE DENVER AND 

RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY 

BNSF'S REPLY TO APPLICANTS' MOTION 
FOR LEAVE TO FILE REPLY 

BNSFl/ submits the f o l l o w i n g r e p l y t o the A p p l i c a n t s ' Motion 

f o r Leave t o F i l e Reply (UP/SP-276) which was f i l e d , t o g e t h e r w i t h 

the A p p l i c a n t s ' Reply t o the Submission of BNSF Respecting Terms 

f o r CPSB Con d i t i o n s (BN/SF-63), on August 30, 1996, i n t h i s 

proceeding. While BNSF does not o b j e c t t o a g r a n t of t A p p l i ­

cants' Motion t o f i l e t h e i r Reply,2./ t h a t Reply c o n t a i n s s e v e r a l 

1 / The acronyms used h e r e i n are the same as those i n Appendix B 
t o Decision No. 44. 

2/ The 
the submi 
implement 
i n O r d e r i 
a'/are of 
the r i g h t 
Track No. 
112) when 
address t 

Board, however 
ssio n o f a repx 
a t i o n proposals 
ng Paragraph No 
BNSF's p o s i t i o n 
t o serve new f 
2 l i n e between 
they f i l e d t h e 

he issue a t t h n 

made no p r o v i s i o n i n D e c i s i o n No. 44 f o r 
•/ o r ot h e r response t o the separate 
f o r the CPSB c o n d i t i o n which i t r e q u i r e d 
30. A d d i t i o n a l l y , the A p p l i c a n t s were 

on the issue o f whether BNSF would have 
a c i l i t i e s and t r a n s l o a d f a c i l i t i e s on the 
Cra i g J u n c t i o n and SP J u n c t i o n (SP Tower 

i r separate submission but d i d not 
t time. 

CPSB has s i m i l a r l y f i l e d a Motion f o r Leave t o F i l e Reply 
(CPSB-IO), and i n t h a t Reply CP£B confirms BNSF's p o s i t i o n t h a t 
the Track No. 1 r o u t i n g i s not an operat ion..-lly v i a b l e r o u t i n g 
f o r BNSF s e r v i c e t o the CPSB p l a n t s (CPSB-11, a t 3 ) . 



s p e c i f i c f a c t u a l a llegations not set f o r t h i n the Applicants' p r i o r 

submission (UP/SP-273/CPSB-9) , and BNSF i s f i l i n g t h i s Reply to the 

Applicants' Motion to "ensure that tne Board decides t h i s matter i n 

an informed manner based ou a f u l l and complete record." UP/SP-

276, at 1-2. 

The primary argument that the Applicants advance as to why 

BNSF should not receive the r i g h t to serve new f a c i l i t i e s and 

transload f a c i l i t i t . s on the Track No. 2 l i n e oetween Craig Junction 

and SP Junction (SP Tower 112) i s that the Track No. 1 ro u t i n g i s 

a viable routing that s a t i s f i e s the Board's condition that BNSF 

receive t-ackage r i g h t s s u f f i c i e n t to serve CPSB's piants.3/ As 

the attached Supplemental V e r i f i e d Statement of Frank D. C l i f t o n 

makes c l e a i , however, the Applicants are simply i n c o r r e c t . Only 

the Track No. 2 ro u t i n g s a t i s f i e s the Board's condition since i t i s 

the only viable route by which BNSF can serve the CPSB plants. 

As i s r e f l e c t e d on the map attached to Mr. C l i f t o n ' s state­

ment, the St Elmendoff branch l i n e to the CPSB plants connects w i t h 

the SP Del Rio subdivision near SP Junction (SP Tower 112) . 

However, the connection at that point allows only f o r movements 

i n t o and out of the branch l i n e from the east. Thus, i t i s .-ot 

possible to make a through or head-on connection from the Track No. 

1 rout i n g onto the branch l i n e . 

3/ The Track No. 1 r c a i i n g i s from Craig Junction to SF Tower 
105 i n San Antonio v i a Adams, TX over the former MPRR l i n e . The 
Track No. 2 r o u t i n g i s from Craig Junction to SP Junct.ion (SP 
Tower 112) v i a F l a t t , TX o^-er the former MKT l i n e . 

-2-



To serve the CPSB plants using the Track No. 1 routing, BNSF 

would have to mcve u n i t coal tra.-^ns i n t o the Cicy of San Antonio on 

the MPRR l i n e past SP Tower 105 oefore i t could t r a n s f e r those 

t r a i n s to the SP Del Rio subdivision. I t could take several hours 

to obtain the necessary clearances before the t r a i n s could move 

onto that l i n e since i t i s an SP mam l i n e . BNSF would then need 

•-.o undertake a back movement on the SP main l i n e from that point 

back past the entrance to the S? Elmendorf branch l i n e near SP 

Junction (SP Tower 112) . I t could then proceed d i r e c t l y to d e l i v e r 

the t r a i n s to the CPSB plants. 

The only a l t e r n a t i v e to t h i s back movement would be f o r BNSF 

to disconnect the locomotives from the t r a i n s once they were on the 

SP main l i n e , but i t i s not clear that there i s adequate track f o r 

such a runaround to be made. Even i f that were done, there would 

s t i l l need to be another disconnect and runaround a f t e r the t r a i n s 

had passed SP Junction (SP Tower 112) before the t r a i n s r ^ u l d enter 

the SP Elmendorf branch l i n e , and again there i s a question whether 

there i s adequate track. 

In any event, the l o g i s t i c s and delays involved i n such a move 

would g r e a t l y complicate BNSF's a b i l i t y t o compete with the 

Applicants, which would have the advantage of a d i r e c t head-on 

mĉ '-ement i n t o the SP Elmendorf branch l i n e . 4/ These would be the 

4/ Indeed, Steve Searle, i n his v e r i f i e d statement submitted 
with the Applicants' Reply, acknowledged that the Applicants' 
current r o u t i n g over Track No. 2 i s "operationally preferable to 
the MPRR [Track No. 1] route as presently configured." V e r i f i e d 
Statement of Steve Searle, at 2-3. Thus, the Applicants' own 
witness e f f e c t i v e l y concedes that BNSF would be placed at a 

(continued...) 
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same kinds of delays and proolems (including possible derailments) 

that UP experienced on the Track No. 1 rou t i n g i n che mid-1980's 

before i t developed the Track No. 2 ro u t i n g i n conjunction w i t h 

CPSB. 

Fi n a l l y , Mr. C l i f t o n confirms that i t has always been his 

understanding that BNSF would use the Track No. 2 r o u t i n g between 

Ajax and San Antonio to serve the CPSB plants because of the 

operational d i f f i c u l t i e s connected w i t h the Track No. 1 ro u t i n g . 

He f u r t h e r states that the UP operating personnel he met wi t h 

during his March 1996 s i t e v i s i t confirmed BNSF's understanding 

that i t would be necessary to use the Track Nc. 2 r o u t i n g because 

of the Track No. 1 operational d i f f i c u l t i e s . 

The Applicants' argument that they and BNSF agreed i n the 

Sealy, Texas to Waco and Eagle Pass, Texas trackage r i g h t s 

agreement, dated June 1, 1996 (the "Seely Agreement"), that BNSF 

would serve the CPSB plants v i a the Track No. 1 r o u t i n g i s f l a t l y 

incovrect and misleading. A l l that the Applicants and BNSF agreed 

to i n that agreement was that BNSF would use the MPRR l i n e (Track 

No. 1) between Ajax and San Antonio, but there was no d e f i n i t i v e 

p r ovision i n the agreement as to the trackage r i g h t s or rou t i n g 

which would be used by £NSF to connect to the Elmendorf branch 

l i n e . See UP/SP-266, Ex. B (Sealy Agreement, at 1-2.) 

Accordingly, the only viable routxng f o r BNSF to serve the 

CPSB plants i s the Track No. 2 routing, and i t i s only that r o u t i n g 

4/ ( ...continued) 
competitive service disadvantage i f i t used the Track No. 1 
rou t i n g . 



) 

) 

which s a t i s f i e s the Board's CPSB condition. BNSF therefore 

requests that the Applicants' proposed r e s t r i c t i o n on BNSF's use of 

the Track No. 2 l i n e between Craig Junction and SP Junction (SP 

To.-.'er 112) be eliminated from the terms f o r the implementation of 

the CPSB conditions submitted i n UP/SP-273/CPSB-9.5/ 

5/ I t should be noted t h a t , i f the Board agrees wit h BNSF and 
re j e c t s the Applicants' proposed r e s t r i c t i o n on BNSF's use of the 
Track No. 2 l i n e between Craig Junction and SP Junction (SP Tower 
112) ,. BNSF would r e t a i n the r i g h t to serve new f a c i l i t i e s and 
transload f a c i l i t i e s on the MPRR (Track No. 1) l i n e between Ajax 
and San Antonio since BNSF was granted trackage r i g h t s over that 
l i n e by the Board i n order to allow BNSF to preserve competitive 
service to Eagle Pass. 

A d d i t i o n a l l y , regardless of the r e s o l u t i o n of the issue 
concerning the Applicants' propcsed r e s t r i c t i o n , i t i s agreed by 
a l l p a r t i e s that BNSF would have the r i g h t to serve new f a c i l i ­
t i e s and transload f a c i l i t i e s on the SP Elmendorf branch l i n e to 
the CPSB plants. 



Respectfully submitted, 

J e f f r e y R. Moreland 
Richard E. Weicher 
Janice G. Barber 
Michael E. Roper 
Sidney L. Strickland, J r. 

i u r l i n g t o n Northern 
Railroad Company 
3800 Continental Plaza 
777 Main Street 
Ft. Worth, Texas 76102-5384 
(817) 333-7954 

E r i k a Z W J o r i 
.arv.s 
les 

.\drian L. Steel, J r. 
Roy T. Englert, J r . 
Kathryn A. Kusske 

Mayer, Brown & P i a t t 
20CO Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W, 
Washington, D.C. 20006 
(202) 463-2000 

and 

The .Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railway Company 
1700 East Golf Road 
Schaumburg, I l l i n o i s 6C173 
(847) 995-6000 

Attorneys f o r Burlington Northern Railroad Company 
and The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company 

September 9, 1996 
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SUPPLEMENTAL VERIFIED STATEMENT 
OF 

FRANK D. CLIFTON 

My name i s Frank D. C l i f t o n , Assistant Vice President 

Operations cf the Burlington Northern F.ailroad Company ("BN", and 

The Atchison, Tcpeka and Santa Fe Railway Company ("Santa Fe") 

^ c o l l e c t i v e l y , 'BN/Santa Fe"), with o f f i c e s at 2650 Lou Menk Drive, 

Fort Worth, Texas 76131. T submitted a V e r i f i e d Statement i i 

support of bN/Santa Fe'.<̂  Response to Inconsistent and Responsive 

Applications, Response to Comments and Rebuttal on A p r i l 29, 1996. 

My credentials and experience are c o r r e c t l y summarized i n that 

statement as of that date. The purpose of t h i s statement i s to 

address several f a c t u a l natters raised by the Applicants i n t h e i r 

Reply to the Submission of BNSF Respecting Terms f o r CPSB 

Conditions (UP/SP-276). 

In t h e i r reply, the Applicants have assertea that what has 

.been c a l l e d the Track No. 1 routing would be a via b l e route f o r 

BNSF to serve CPSB's Elmendorf plants. I personally v i s i t e d the 

San Antonio area and inspected the track at issue on or about March 

29, 1996, and, as set f o r t h below, the Track No. 1 r o u t i n g i s not 

a viable routing f o r ENSF to use i f i t i s to compete e f f e c t i v e l y 

w i t h the Applicants f o r service to the CPSB plants. I n i t i a l l y , 

that r o u t i n g does not allow f o r a through movement, and there i s no 

head-on connection from the Track No. 1 routing to the SP Elmendorf 

branch l i n e to the CPSB pl^'^ts. As the attached map indicates, i f 

BNSF were to use the Track No. 1 routing, i t would have to move 

CPSB's u n i t i-^oal t r a i n s past SP Tower 105 i n San Antonio on MPRR's 

l i n e before they could t r a n s f e r to the SP Del Rio Subdivision. I t 



^uld take sever-^l hours to secure the necessary clearances before 

the t r a i n s would be able to mo/e onto that SP main l i n e . BNSF 

would then need to undertake a back movement on the SP main l i n e 

past the entrance to the SP Elmendorf branch l i n e at SP Junction 

(SP Tower 112) . It. could then proceed d i r e c t l y to the CPSB plants 

on that l i n e . A l t e r n a t i v e l y , the locomotives couxd be disconnected 

from and run around the t r a i n once i t has been moved onto the SP 

l i n e f o r a d i r e c t movement to SP Junction, but then e i t h e r i back 

movement or another locomotive disconnection and runaroutid v'ould be 

required i n order to reach the CPSB plants. I t i s not clear 

whether there i s adequate track to perform e i t h e r of these 

disconnect and runaround movements. In any event, the l o y i s t i c r of 

such a move would g r e a t l y complicate BNSF's a b i l i t y to compete with 

UP, which would have the advantage of a d i r e c t head-on move i n t o 

the SP Elmendorf branch. 

A d d i t i o n a l l y , I understand that CPSB and UP experienced 

s i g n i f i c a n t delays and o her l o g i s t i c a l problems i n serving the 

CPSB plants using the Track No. 1 ro u t i n g i n the mid-1980's and 

that i t was fo r that reason that the Track No. 2 routin g was 

developed. I also understand that several derailments occurred 

during the movements using the Tower No. 1 ro u t i n g . 

F i n a l l y , contrary to the Applicants' assertion, I have always 

understood t h a t , at least f o r the purposes of serving the CPSB 

plants, BNSF would use the Track No. 2 r o u t i n g between Ajax and San 

Antonio because of the operational d i f f i c u l t i e s connected w i t h the 

Track No. 1 ro u t i n g . This issue was discussed during c i r s i t e 



v i s i t to the San Antonio area i n March of t h i s year, and UP's 

operating personnel at that time confirmed our understanding that 

we would need to serve the CPSB plants v i a that r o u t i n g because of 

those d i f f i c u l t i e s . 

-3-



itr. iU. ISiO 4.31AM J(^, ^ 

VERIFICATION 

THE STATE OF TEXAS ) 
) 

COUNTY OF T.ARRANT ) 

Frank D Clifton being duly swom, deposes and says that he has read the foregoing 

statement, and that the contents thereof are tme and correct to the best of his knowledge and 

belief 

Frank D. Clifton / 

AJ 
Subscribed and swom tc before rae on this / day of ŝ fptcmber. 1996 

NcJtary Pubhc ( j 

My commission expires: ̂ / W f c 

SFP 09 '96 15=52 PAGE.02 



EXHIBIT A 
BNSF TRACKAGE RIGHTS 

SAN AmONIO 
06/01/36 FIGURE 4-Z 

/usr/dgn/bnsftrk.dgn Juti. 21, 1996 13:43;04 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that copies of BNSF s Reply to Applica.nts' Motion For Leave to File 

Reply (BN/SF-66) have been served this 9th day of Septmeber. 1996, by hand-deliven/ on 

counsel for .Applicants' and the City Public Service Board of San Antonio. 

K%{iev_ .̂ O'Brien 
Mayer, Brown & Piatt 
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 6500 
Washington. D C. 20006 
(202) 778-0607 
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) KECK. MAHIN & GATE 

555 TWELFTH STREET . N W 

bUITE 600 

WASHlN l .TON. DC 20004.1200 

t202) 637.1601 

FAX (202) 347-OMO 

Fi:.E N U M t t l l 

DIRECT DIAl 

48189-001 

202-637-3609 

September 9, 1996 

VIA MESSENGER 
Item ho. 

Vernon A. Williams, Secretary p 
Surface Transportation Board ^® Cqun 
1201 C o n s t i t u t i o n Ave., NW 
Room 2215 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

RE: FD #32760 — UP/SP Merger 

Dear Mr. Williams: 

Enclosed please f i n d an o r i g i n a l nnd 21 copies of Request 
f o r Stay of Environmental Condition i n Decision No. 44 Ponding 
Appeal by the City of Reno. 

Please f i l e and re t u r n a file-stamped copy i n the enclosed 
envelope. 

EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION IS REQUESTED. 

Thank you. 
Very t r u l y yours. 

Pau] ̂||'2:amboley 

PHL/DPH 

WILLIAMS.909 

EFJTERffr= 

Offto«»fth«S^r#tafy 

SPP 1 0 f99« 

A LAW PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSICNAI CORPORATIONS 



r ) United Slates of America 

Before the 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

F.D. NO. 32760 

Union P a c i f i c Corporation et a l . — 
Control and Merger — Southern P a c i f i c Corporation et a l . 

RENO-8 

7̂  

REQUEST FOR STAY OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITION 
IN DECISION NO. 44 PZNDING APPEAL 

—zmm— 
Off iM th« Sccratary 

SEP 1 a 

rartcf 
PuWic R«Mr4 

Paul H. Lamboley 
Keck, Mahin & Cate 
555 12th St., 
Washington, D 
Phone: (202) 
Fax: (202) 

N.W. 
C. 20005 
637-3609 
347-0140 

Dated: September 9, 1996 

P a t r i c i a A. Lynch 
City Attorney 
Michael K. Halley 
Deputy City Attorney 
Reno City H a l l 
490 So. Center Street 
Room 204 
Reno, N7 895C1 
Phone (702) 334-2050 

Counsel for City of Reno 

EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION REQUESTED 



I . REOUEST FOR STAY. 

The City of Reno (City) , hereby moves f o r stay of 

Environmental Condition No. 22(c) set out i n Appendix G of Decision 

No. 44, served August 12, 1996 i n these proceedings, pending 

d i s p o s i t i o n of the City's appeal of th a t Decision. 

I I . B^SIS FOR RFOUEST 

Decision No. 44 imposes conditions t o m i t i g a t e adverse impacts 

on public health, safety and environment t h a t r e s u l t from the 

proposed r a i l r o a d operations i n the merger t r a n s a c t i o n approved i n 

t h a t Decision. Decision. Ordering Paragraph 62, p. 237, and 

Appendix G. More s p e c i f i c a l l y . Condition Paragraph 22(c) set out 

i n Appendix G c a l l s f o r an eighteen (18) month study, the s p e c i f i c 

• substance and procedures of which are l a r g e l y undefined i n the 

Decision, Appendix G or the established record. I n v e s t i g a t i o n and 

documentation by environmental impact statement (ETS) <ind 

conformity determination requested by the C i t y has been denied. 

I d . Ordering Paragraph 63. 

In a d d i t i o n , the nature and extent of the operations of the 

BNSF i n the enhanced competitive r o l e , newly required by Decision 

No. 44, w i l l not become a matter of record sooner chan October 1, 

1996. At th a t time, BNSF i s obligated t o submit "a progress report 

and an operating plan." Decision. Ordering Paragraph 11, p. 237. 

This w i l l be the f i r s t such operating plan f i l e d by BNSF. 

Just as proposed operations of the UP/SP applicants were 

impact fa c t o r s e s s e n t i a l to environmental i n v e s t i g a t i o n and 

- 2 -



) 

documentatioi. o too are those of BNSF. Unti] BNSF f i l e s , the 

record i s not c p l e t e . 

I I I . AUTHORITY FOR REOUEST 

As a u t h o r i t y f o r i t s request, the City r e l i e s upon Washington 

Metropolitan Area T r a n s i t Commission v. Holiday Tours. Inc.. 559 

F.2d 841 (D.C. Cir. 1977), frequently c i t e d by the I n t e r s t a t e 

Commerce Commission (ICC) i n reviewing requests f o r stay pending 

appeal, and also Regen'-s of the Univ. of C a l i f , v. American 

Broadcasting Cos.. Inc.. 747 F.2d 511 (9th Cir. 1984). 

Stay i s appropriate f o r the fo l l o w i n g reasons: (1) the City 

has a strong l i k e l i h o o d of success on appeal of the merits of FONSI 

and EIS issues; (2) i n balancing hardships, stay w i l l prevent 

irrepar a b l e harm t o the City, without harm t o the r a i l r o a d 

applicants; and (3) the public i n t e r e s t w i l l be served by granting 

stay. 

Substantial l i k e l i h o o d of success on the merits on appeal may 

be found i n the record of acknowledged impacts, the absence of 

m i t i g a t i o n , and the applicable statutes, regulations and a v a r i e t y 

of precedent. A recent decision i n an abandonment context provides 

an example ot j u d i c i a l views on the- environmental i n v e s t i g a t i o n and 

documentation process where an EIS was not undertaken a l o e i t not 

required by the Agency's c l a s s i f i c a t i o n of transaction. See State 

of Idaho V. I.C.C. . 35 F.3d 585 (D.C. Cir. 1994) (remanding f o r 

compliance w i t h NEPA.) 

- 3 -



Balancing hardships favor granting stay. The 18 month study 

as proposed i n Paragraph 22(c) w i l l require the City t o commit 

s i g n i f i c a n t personnel and budgetary resources t o the process. This 

i s a d d i t i o n a l to t h a t already invested by the C i t y i n challenging 

the applicants environmental report, (ER), the Board's 

environmental assessment (ZA) and the Post-EA. 

Neither resource can be r e a d i l y recompensed nor reimbursed. 

Moreover, those resources w i l l be l o s t t o administering and 

implementing the City's primary mission and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y as a 

municipal government. A stay occasions no harm t o the r a i l r o a d 

app'i.icants since no resources are required t o maintain the status 

quo n̂ > i s operational change imminent. 

The f a c t t h a t the public i n t e r e s t favors stay i s already 

evident and recognized i n Decision No. 44's requirement t h a t 

r a i l r o a d s e s s e n t i a l l y maintain operational status quo. 

Respectfully submirted September 9, 1996. 

By 
Paul HMlpiamboley 
KECK, ̂ lAHIN & CATE 
555 12th St., N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20004-1200 

P a t r i c i a A. lynch 
City Attorney 
Michael K. Halley 
Deputy City Attorne r 
Reno C i t y H a l l 
490 So. Center Street 
Room 204 
Reno, NV 89501 
rhone (702) 334-2050 
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I hereby c e r t i f y t h a t I have served the foregoing on Arv i d E. 

Roach, I I and Paul A. Cunningham, Esq. counsel f o r r a i l r o a d 

applicants by messenger and on a l l other p a r t i e s of record on the 

service l i s t i n t h i s proceeding by f i r s t class mail, postage 

prepaid, t h i s 9th day of September 1996. 

Paul Kw-lamboley 

M0T2STAY 
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September 4, 1996 

Via Hand Delivery 

Vern<->n A. Williams 
Secre_ary 
Surface Transportation Board 
Room 2215 
12th Street & C o n s t i t u t i o n Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Re: Union P a c i f i c Corp., Union P a c i f i c RR. Co. and Missouri 
P a c i f i c RR Co. — Control and Merger — Southern 
P a c i f i c R a i l Corp., Southern P a c i f i c Transp. Co., 
St. Louis Southwestern Rw. Co., SPCSL Corp. and The 
Denver and Rio Grande Western RR Co., 
Finance Docket No. 327C0 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

Enclosed f o r f i l i n g are an o r i g i n a l and twenty copies of TM-
45, The Reply of The Texas Mexican Railway Company t o the 
Submissions of Applicants and Houston belr. and Tenninal Railway 
Company Respecting Terms f o r Trackage Rights Granted t o The Texas 
Mexican Railway Company. Also enclosed i s a 3.5" floppy computer 
disc containing a copy of the f i l i n g i n Wordperfect 5.1 format. 

Sincerely, 

Richard A. A l l e n 

Enclosures 
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Oflie* ot *n9 Secftary 
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RR. CO. and Missouri Pacific RR Co. 
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Pacific R a i l Corp., Southern 
Pacific Trans. Co., St. Louis 
southwestern Rw. Co., SPCSL Corp. 
and The Denver ard Rio Grande 
Western Corp. 

Finance Docket No. 32760 

) 

REPLY OF THE TEXAS MEXICAN RAILWAY COMPANY 
TO THE SUBMISSION OF APPLICANTS AND HOUSTON BELT 
t TPRMTNAL RAILWAY COMPANY RESPECTING TERMS FOR 

...nK>r,/5^Hgf'--^iS^n^Q THE TEXAS MEXIQAN RATWY COMPANY 

Richard A. A l l e n 
Andrew R. Plump 
John V. Edwards 
ZUCKERT, SCOUTT & RASENBERGER, LLP 
888 Seventeenth Street, NW 
Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20006-3939 
202/298-8660 

Attorneys f o r 
The Texas Mexican Railway Company 

Dated: September 4, 1996 



BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Union Pa c i f i c Corp., Union Pacific 
RR.. Co. and Missouri Pacific RR Co. 
— Control and-'Merger — Scuthern 
Pacific R a i l Corp., Southern 
Pac i f i c Trans. Co., St. Louis 
Southwestern Rw. Co., SPCSL Corp. 
and The Denver and Rio Grande 
Western Corp. 

Finance Docket No. 32760 

REPLY OF THE TEXAS MEXICAN RAILWAY COMPANY 
TO THE SUBMISSION OF APPLICANTS AND HOUSTON BELT 
& TERMINAL RAILW7Y COMPANY RESPECTING TERMS FOR 

TRACKAGE RIGHTS GRANTED TO THE TEXAS MEXICAN RAILWAY COMPANY 

The Texas Mexican Railway Company ("Tex Mex") f i l e s t h i s 

r eply pursuant t o 49 C.F.R. § 1104.13(a) t o the submission f i l e d 

by Applicants (UP/SP-272), on behalf of themselves and the 

Houston Belt & Terminal Railway Coapany ("HB&T"') , respecting 

trackage r i g h t s granted t o Tex Mex i n t h i s proceeding. 

rex Mex's p o s i t i o n s on the issues i n dispute are set f o r t h 

more f u l l y i n i t s own submissions on those matters f i l e d on 

August 22, 1996 (TM-40 and TM-41). This re p l y addresses s p e c i f i c 

contentions made by Applicants i n t h e i r submission t h a t warrant a 

fu r t h e r response. 
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Routes Ti.rouqh Houston. 

1. Applicants argue t h a t the route they proposed f o r Tex 

Mex through Houston, i n l i e u of the two routes through Houston 

t h a t Tex Mex applied f o r i n i t s Sub-No. 13 and Sub-No. 14 

appli c a t i o n s , i s much bett e r f o r Tex Mex and a l l other r a i l r o a d s 

serving Houston, and t h a t the routes Tex Mex applied f o r w i l l 

cause serious operational problems. Although i t i s not clear, 

Applicants seem t o be asking the Board t o require Tex Mex t o 

accept t h i s a l t e r n a t i v e route i n l i e u of the routes set f o r t h i n 

i t s a p p l i c a t i o n s . 

I f so, the Board should r e j e c t the request summarily as an 

imper-missible attempt t o change the Board's decision on the basis 

of argumentis t h a t Applicants could have made, but d i d not make, 

before the decision. The routes Tex Mex cought i n i t s 

applications were c l e a r l y stated and were not objected t o on any 

operational grounds. The Board noted t h a t Tex Mex's a p p l i c a t i o n 

f o r terminal trackage r i g h t s over HB&T was not opposed at a l l 

(Decision No. 44 at 150, n. 184) Applicants made no claim p r i o r 

t o the decision, despite numerous opportunities t o do so, t h u t 

Tex Mex's Sub. No. 13 a p p l i c a t i o n would create s i g n i f i c a n t 

operational problems i f granted. On the contrary. Applicants' 

witness R. Bradley King t e s t i f i e d i n h i s r e b u t t a l statement: 

"Operationally, UP and SP could accommodate Tex Mex's choice of 

routes. . . ." UP/SP-232, Tab A (King R.V.S. at 16). The Board 

was e n t i t l e d t o r e l y on those responses and lack of objections 

when i t grantet. both Tex Mex applications without any 



q u a l i f i c a t i o n s except as t o the f r e i g h t Tex Mex could handle.-^/ 

I f Applicants are now asking the Board to require Tex Mex t o take 

a d i f f e r e n t route, they are t r y i n g t o cnange the Board's 

decision, not implement i t . ^ ' ' 

2. Applicants are mistaken i n asserting t h a t , i n 

dis c i s s i o n s between Tex Mex and Applicants, "Tex Mex has 

acknowledged the s u p e r i o r i t y of the a l t e r n a t i v e o f f e r e d by 

Applic<Tnts. . . . " UP/SP-272 at 6. Tex Mex d i d not dispute that 

the route proposed by Applicants was less congested than the 

"East Route" past PTRA's North Yard and through Settegast Yard 

(Applicants r e f e r t o t h i s as the "East Be l t " r o u t e ) . But Tex Mex 

made clear, as i t stated i n TM-41, t h a t the main reason t h a t 

Applicants' proposal was unacceptable was i t would require Tex 

i/ The r ' - ^ t r i c t i o n s regarding the f r e i g h t Tex Mex can handle i s 
the subj i c t of a p e t i t i o n t o reopen f i l e d by Tex Mex pursuant t o 
49 U.S.C. § 1115.3 (TM-44, f i l e d September 3, 1996). 

Any request t o change the Board's decision would, of course, 
require a p e t i t i o n t o reopen t h a t met the requirements of 49 
C.F.R. § 1115.3. Applicants have not contended, and could not 
contend, t h a t the routes granted t o Tex Mex should be changed 
because of material e r r o r , new evidence or changed circumstances, 
as required by § 1115.3(b). The routes. Tex Mex sought i n i t s 
Responsive Application and Terminal Trackage Rights A p p l i c a t i o n 
have Deen known by the Applicants since those two applic a t i o n s 
were f i l e d , were the subject of depositions and other evidence 
and were the subject of debate before the Board, and as such 
could not form the basis f o r reopening Decision No. 44. Se^ 
Chicago and North Western Trans. Co. — Construction and 
Operation Exemption — City of Superior. Doualas County. WI — 
P e t i t i o n f o r Issuance of an Order Pursuant t o 49 U.S.C. 10901(d). 
F.D. No. 32433 (Sub-No. 1), served January 12, 1995 ("UP's recent 
a c q u i s i t i o n of c o n t r o l of CNW has no bearing on the d i s p o s i t i o n 
of these proceedings [because t h e i r r e l a t i o n s h i p J was pub l i c 
knowledge when these proceedings were i n i t i a t e d and therafore may 
not be used as a reason t o reopen these cases.") 



Mex to relinquish the East Route, and this "would seriously 

impair the operational and economic effectiveness of Tex Mex's 

important right to interchange t r a f f i c with PTRA, especially at 

North Yard, which is on the East Route." TM-41 at 9.^^ 

I f the Board implenents the trackage rights i t s decision 

granted to Tex Mex, as i t should, there i s nothing to prevent 

Applicants and HB&T from continuing t-* propose and discuss with 

Tex Mex operational alternatives that would accommodate not only •<»-
Applicants' concerns and needs but also Tex Mex's. So far. 

Applicants' propo-sals and arguments have only concerned 

Applicants' concerns, ani Tex Mex has chosen not to relinquish 

the rights the Board grarted to i t in Decision No. 44. 

3. In their submission, Applicants also repeat the threat 

made during tl?e parties' negotiations that, as a condition of Tex 

Mex's operating the East Route via Settegast Yard, Applicants 

w i l l require Tex Mex to construct "a bypass track" around the 

yard. UP/SP-272 at 7. As stated in TM-41, there i s no basis 

whatever for Applicants' imposing an obvious.i.y prohibitive 

condition on Tex Mex's exercise of trackage rights c l e a r l y 

/̂ There i s also no basis for Applicants' suggestions that KCS 
determined Tex Mex's position on these matters and prevented 
Applicants and Tex Mex from reaching an agreement otherwise 
acceptable to them. E.g. . UP/SP-27.'2 at 6, 23. Given the 
substantial investment of KCSI in Tex Mex, i t was entirely 
appropriate for Tex Mex to consult KCSI's views and to rely on 
the substantial expertise of KCSI's railroad smbsidiary (Kansas 
City Southern) in these negotiations. But neither KCSI nor KCS 
control Te>; Mex, and i t i s incorrect to suggest that KCS had the 
decisive voice in determining Tex Mex's position on any issue. 
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granted to i t , and i t i s essential that the Board make clear that 

Applicants have no right to do so.^^ 

4. Jn their submission. Applicants also urge the Board to 

deny Tex Mex rights over both the West Route and the East Route 

through Houston. They argue that only one or the other should be 

granted because, in Applicants' opinion, "[t]here i s simply no 

need for two routes. . . ." UP/SP at 7. 

Again, by this argument Applicants are seeking to change •>»-
what was clearly decided and granted in the Board's decision. 

Tex Mex's Sub-No. 13 and Sub-No. 14 applications l e f t no room Jor 

doubt that Tex Mex was applying for two different main routes 

through Houston as well as for rights over an SP line from Tower 

81 to connect at PTRA at GH&H Junction. The applications K i 

clear that Tex Mex sought a l l of these routes in order to give 

Tex Mex effective connections to HB&T and PTRA and various yards 

and to provide Tex Mex with alternative routes that i t could use 

With respect to Settegast Yard, Applicants also state that 4/ 

"the segment through Settegast Yard between SP Tower 87 and 
Settegast Junction i s owned by UP, not HB&T as Tex Mex mistakenly 
indicated in i t s Respor.sive Application." UP/SP at 6, n.4. 
Applicants also appear to argue that Tex Mex therefore obtained 
no rights over that segment (id. at 5-6), although they had 
indicated during the negotiations that chey would not take that 
position. I f that i s their position, i t i s unfounded for the 
reasons stated in rM-41 at 8, n.5. As Tex Mex nojed there: 
"Surely i f Applicants had f e l t that the termination of the lease 
[of Settegast Yard to HB&T] created any impedimen.-. to Tex Mex's 
Sub-No. 14 application, they would have had an obligation to 
advise Tex Mex and the Board of that view in the course of the 
proceeding. Had they dene so, Tex Mex could simply have included 
the lines involved in i t s Sub-No. 13 application." 



. ^ through Houston i n the event of congestion. See TM-2 3 (Sub-No 

13) at 4-5, 163-164 and TM-24 (Sub-No. 14) at 4-5.^/ 

Again, Applicants raised no objections t o Tex Mex's seeking 

these d i f f e r e n t routes, i n d i c a t i n g t h a t they could accommodate 

them o p e r a t i o n a l l y . The Board's decision granted Tex Mex's 

applications without any q u a l i f i c a t i o n s or l i m i t a t i o n s except as 

t o the type of f r e i g h t t h a t could be handled. Applicants' 

^ belated assertion of t h e i r opinion t h a t there i s "no need f o r two 

routes" provides no basis f o r changing the Board's decision. 

Tex Mex's Right To Carry Traffic Having a Prior 
or Sxibseguent Movement on Tex Mex's Line. 

Decision No. 44 l i m i t e d the trackage r i g h t s granted t o Tex 

Mex by providing t h a t " a l l f r e i g h t handled by Tex Mex pursuant t o 

i t s [Sub-No. 13 and 14 applications] must have a p r i o r or 

subsequent movement on the Laredo-Robstown-Corpus C h r i s t i l i n e . " 

Decisicn No. 44 at 232, 233. Tex Mex r e l i e v e s t h a t r e s t r i c t i o n 

i s unwarranted end has f i l e d a p e t i t i o n t o reopen the decision 

requesting t h a t i t be removed. I n accordance with the Board's 

d i r e c t i v e t o negotic.te an agreement t h a t would implement the 

/̂ Applicants can have had no doubt on t h i s score f o r the 
f u r t h e r reason t h a t Tex Mex also applied f o r c e r t a i n other routes 
expressly m the a l t e r n a t i v e . S p e c i f i c a l l y , w i t h respect t o the 

r,T,̂® Houston and Beaumont, Tex Mex applied f o r e i t h e r 
the UP's mainline route or SP's mainline route, at Applicants' 
e l e c t i o n , since e i t h e i route would have been s u f f i c i e n t f o r Tex 
Mex's needs. Tex Mex also applied f o r c e r t a i n other l i n e s i n 
Houston expressly i n the a l t e r n a t i v e , depending on which mainline 
option between Houston and Beaumont Applicants elected The 
l i n e s comprising Tex Mex's West Route and East Route through 
Houston, and the l i n e t o GH&H Junction, m contrast, wer^2 not 
designated as being sought i n t^e a l t e r n a t i v e . 
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decision as w r i t t e n , however, Tex Mex proposed terms t o implement 

the r e s t r i c t i o n i n precisely the terms of the r e s t r i c t i o n . 

Applicants, however, propose language t h a t would 

s i g n i f i c a n t l y expand the r e s t r i c t i o n by p r o h i b i t i n g Tex Mex from 

using the trackage r i g h t s t o carry some f r e i g h t t h a t does have a 

p r i o r or subsequent move over Tex Mex's l i n e , i n c l u d i n g f r e i g h t 

t o or from shippers t h a t are now served by Tex Mex i n Corpus 

C h r i s t i . 

This i s yet another attempt by Applicants t o change the 

decision without p e t i t i o n i n g t o reopen i t , and there i s no basis 

f o r i t . Applicants' main argument appears t o be t h a t i f Tex Mex 

can serve these shippers (whom i t already serves), th^y w i l l have 

three r a i l r o a d s serving them because Applicants have given 

BN/Santa Fe access t o these shippers. The f a c t t h a t Applicants 

have chosen t o give another r a i l r o a d access t c these shippers i s 

not a reason t o r e s t r i c t Tex Mex'i? access t o them ^ny more than 

the Board has already done. 

Tex Mex's Access To Two-to-One Shippers. 

As noted i n TM-41, Tex Mex's Sub-No. 13 a p p l i c a t i o n stated 

i n unmistakable terms t h a t Tex Mex was -seeking r i g h t s "to carry 

overhead t r a f f i c and t o serve a l l l o c a l shippers c u r r e n t l y 

capable of re c e i v i n g service from both the [UP] and the [SP], 

d:.>-ectly or through r e c i p r o c a l switchinq. . . . " Although t h a t 

a p p l i c a t i o n was granted without l i m i t a t i o n except t o the type of 

f r e i g h t t o be handled. Applicants again ask the Board t o f u r t h e r 



l i m i t Tex Mex's rights to overhead rights only. UP/SP-272 at 11. 

Applicants argue t-at "[t]here i s no j u s t i f i c a t i o n for what Tex 

Mex proposes," because Applicant have given 3N/Santa Fe access to 

a l l such shippers. 

This further attempt to change the Board's decision without 

petitioning to reopen i t i s equally meritless for the reasons 

stated e a r l i e r . Moreover, prohibiting Tex Mex from serving such 

shippers would jidversely affect i t s t r a f f i c base and revenues and 

thereby increase the very risk that the Board granted the 

tracks ge rights to prevent: i ^ , "that the merger w i l l diminish 

[Tex Mex's] t r a f f i c base to the point where i t i s unable 

effectively to preserve a second competitive routing at Laredo, 

and that the merger might endanger the essential service i t 

provides to the more than 30 shippers located on i t s l i n e . " 

Decision No. 44 at 148. 

Comraenaation. 

Applicants want Tev Mex to pay them 3.84 mills per gross ton 

mile for a l l freight, even though they agreed on rates cf 3.1 and 

3.0 with BN/Santa Fe. Applicants rely on the FSW Comoen^^tion 

ci.ses and the fact that the Board observed in Decision No. 44 

that the capitalized earnings methods applied in those cases 

would produce a 3.84 m i l l rate. The point that Applicants 

overlook i s that the ultimate inquiry under the SSW ComDen̂ ;.t,-nn 

cases i s what i s the f a i r market value of the rights at issue. 

The best evidence of f a i r mcrket value in this case i s the rate 

8 



. — f o r s i m i l a r r i g h t s negotiated at arms length by two p a r t i e s of 

J equal bargaining power. Indeed, as Tex Mex pointed out i n TM-41 

at 15, the r i g h t s obtained by BN/Santa Fe betwsen Beaumont and 

Corpus C h r i s t i are s u b s t a n t i a l l y superior, and therefore more 

valuable, than the r i g h t s Tex Mex i s g e t t i n g between those 

points. 

Labor Protection^ 

• Tex Mex submits t h a t there i s no basis f o r Applicants' 

e f f o r t t o require Tex Mex t o indemnify Applicants f o r any labor 

p r o t e c t i o n o b l i g a t i o n s Applicants may incur f o r the reasons 

stated i n TM-41 at 16. Applicants c i t e statements i n Decision 

No. 44 imposing Norfolk & Western conditions "with respect t o the 

Tex Mex trackage r i g h t s approved [ i n Sub-No. 13]" (Decision No. 

44 at 172, n. 220). However, any such o b l i g a t i o n s imposed on Tex 

Mex are only w i t h respect t o adversely a f f e c t t < employees of Tex 

Mex. The Board s p e c i f i c a l l y stated: 

We f u r t h e r f i n d t h a t any ra'1 employees of 
Tex Mex a f f e c t e d by the trackage r i g h t s 
authorized i n Finance Docket No. 32760 (Sub-
No. 13) should be protected by the conditions 
set f o r t h i n [Norkolk and W e s t e r n ! . . . . 

i d . at 228 (emphasis supplied). There i s no basis i n Decision 

No. 44 or any other decision of which Tex Mex i s aware f o r the 

proposition t h a t a r e c i p i e n t of trackage r i g h t s t h a t the Board 

imposes t o p r o t e c t competition and the public i n t e r e s t from the 

e f f e c t s of a merger must pay the merging p a r t i e s themselves f o r 



• t 

any p r o t e c t i o n s they are required t o provide t o t h e i r own 

employees who may be adversely affected by such r i g h t s . 

Terminal Trackage Rights Compensation 
and other HBtT layuea. 

I n TM-40, Te< Mex stated t h a t Tex Mex and HB&T had met i n 

compliance w i t h the Board's d i r e c t i v e t h a t they submit w i t h i n 10 

days an agreement implementing the terminal trackage r i g h t s 

granted i n Sub-^o. 14 or separate proposals respecting such 

implementation. Tex Mex stated t h a t i t had proposed t o HB&T a 

trackage agreement t h a t would r e f l e c t the same trackage and the 

tame compensation terms as described i n Tex Mex's Sub-No. 14 

applications and t h a t would be s u b s t a n t i a l l y i n the form of the 

agreement submitted w i t h Tex Mex's Sub-No. 13 responsive 

a p p l i c a t i o n . Tex Mex f u r t h e r stated t h a t HB&T made no 

counterproposals t o implement the Board's decision respecting 

t e r m i n a l trackage r i g h t s . TM-40 at 3-4.^/ 

I n the p o r t i o n of UP/SP-272 that Applicants submitted on 

bcihalf of HB&T (pages 22-23), Applicants have s t i l l made no 

proposal t o Tex Mex or t o the Board t h a t would implement the 

Boara's decision. They continue to i n s i s t on a route t h a t i s 

altogether d i f f e r e n t from the routes through Houston t h a t Tex Mex 

applied f o r and obtained. As t o compensation, HB&T has s t i l l 

made no proposal. Instead, i t proposes t h a t th*:* Board i n s t i t u t e 

Tex Mex noted t h a t , the day a f t e r t h e i r meeting, HB&T made 
an a l t e r n a t i v e route proposal i d e n t i c a l t o the route proposal 
o f f e r e d by Applicants, which was not an attempt t o implement the 
Board's decision and which Tex Mex rejected. TM-40 a t 4. 

10 



- e„,,,.,, ^^.^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^^^^ 

y dete„.n« the RCNLD values ot the asset, involved. 

Tex Hex sutaits that AppUcants. and HB.T.s response and it s 

proposal .or a length, nev prooeedin, i s in Matant disregard o. 

the Board.s clea.- .Ureotive to the parties to su..it either an 

agreement or proposed ter.s within 10 days ot the service of 

decision KO. ... ^^^^^^ ̂ ^^^ 

, directive, andj,as submitted i.s proposals. As the only 

proposals ext nt, Tex Hex subinits they should h. 
"̂ "̂ y Should be approved without 

further delay.i/ 

Other Terwo. 

Tex Mex's positions on the other terms in dispute are 

J adequately discussed in I.-41 and need not be addressed further. 

Mathis? Genlr^rManager o r . l B & f ' i L f ^ ' ' ' ' ' ' ^ohn 
HB&T Tex Mex did not'^propLe oJ'pJesen? -ith 
rights agreement included with TeJ ^he form of trackage 

^^^^ " i t was understood" ? S s t I a f t h t ? V i ' ̂ PP^i^^tion. 
that Tex Mex and Applicants agreed tS ioS?d^? general terms 
Mex's exercise of rights over HB&T " govern Tex 
that I t did not present frZm t Although Tex Mex agrees 
is the r e c o l l e c t i o r ^ f i L J ^ reLSr^^^"'^"^^ meetlngl, i t 
that they had no objection in^p?!ncJnre''?J "̂"̂ ^ "̂ ""̂ ^ indicated 
terms ultimately reached wiJS l l S i a l l t . ^ applying the general 
governing tne rights over HB&T bn^ J ? ^ agreement 
specific proposal from HB&T; ?Ae g e n e J f ^ ^ ^ ^ " ^ ^ °f 
propose to the Board wouirbe thoS c^J^ ^^^^ ^^^^ 
agreement included with i t s Sub-SI? JJ^appJIcaSo^'"' °' 

11 



( ) CONCLn.qTnjj 

The Board Should require Applicants and HBST to a. . 
terms proposed by Tex Mev ^ • " ""^ 

Mex in D • ^''"^ ' " " ' - ^ i to Tex 

; V " " ^"^ ter.s proposed by 
Applicants and „B.T to which Tex Mex has not agreed 

Respectfully submitted. 

Dated: September 4, 1995 

i^ichard A. A n e n * ^ ^ ^ = ^ 
Andrew R. Plump 
John V. Edwards 

l t r - t ~ - -

Attorneys for Texas Mexican Railway 

U 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby c e r t i f y that I have caused to be served the 

foregoing TM-45, "Reply of The Texas Mexican Railway Company to 

the Submission of Applicants and Houston Belt and Terminal 

Railway Company Respecting Terms for Trackage Rights Granted to 

The Texas Mexican Railway Company" by hand delivery upon the 

following persons: 

Arvid E. Roach I I 
J. Michael Hemmer 
Michael L. Rosenthal 
Covington & Burling 
1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20044-7566 

Paul A. Cunningham 
Richard B. Herzog 
James M. Guinavan 
Harkins Cunningham 
Suite 600 
1300 Nineteenth Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

I have also caused to be served by f i r s t - c l a s s mail, postage 

prepaid, or by a more expeditious manner of delivery, the 

Honorable Judge Nelson and a l l persons on the o f f i c i a l service 

l i s t in Finance Docket No. 32760. 

Scoutt 
& Rasenberger, L.L.P. 

Brawner Building 
888 17th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006-3959 
(202) 298-8660 

Dated: September 4, 1996 
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W I I i l V M L . S L O V E B 
C KICHAEL t.OFTUS 
DONi^LD O. AVEHY 
JOHN H. L E SEUR 
K E L V I N J . DOWD 
BOBBBT D. ROSBNBEBO 
CHRISTOPHEn A. MILLS 
yHANK J . PEBOOLIZZI 
ANOBEW B. KOLESAB I I I 

S L O V E R & L O F T U S _ ^ 
ATTOBNETS AT LAJT 

ias4 sKvTvmvsra. STRKBT, N. W. 
WASHINOTON, D. C. BOOOO 

September 4, 1996 80e 347-7170 

BY HAND DELIVERY 

Honorable Vernon A. W i l l i a n s 
Secretary " 
Surface Transportation Board 
12th and Co n s t i t u t i o n , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Re: Finance Docket No. 32760, Union P a c i f i c 
Corporation, e t . a l . — Control and Merger — 
Southern P a c i f i c Transportation 
Companv e t . a l . 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

Enclosed f o r f i l i n g i n the above-referenced case please 
f i n d an o r i g i n a l and twenty (20) copies of Motion of City t u b l i c 
Service Board of San Antonio, Texas f o r Leave t o F i l e Reply 
(CPSB-10) and Reply of C i t y Public Service Board of San Antonio, 
Texas to Submission of BNSF Respecting Terms f o r CPSB Conditions 
(CPSB-11). 

Also enclosed i s a disk e t t e containing both documents 
i n Word Perfect 5.1 format. 

Thank you f o r your a t t e n t i o n to t h i s matter. 

ENTERED 
Office of tho Secrotary 

SEP 5 W6' 

Part cf 
Public Record 

Respectfully submitted, 

Jatin H. LeSeur ^ 
An Attorney f o r C i t y Public 
Service Board of ian Antonio, 
Texas 

JHLrrafw 
Enclosures 'tea No. 



CPSB-11 

BEFORE THE 
SURFAI.E TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

UNION PACIFIC CORPORATION, UNION 
PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, AND 
MISSOURI PAC-FIC RAILROAD COMPANY 
-- CONTROL AND MERGER -- SOUTHERN 
PACIFIC RAIL CORPORATION, SOUTHERN 
PACIFIC TPANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY 
COMPANY, SPCSL CORP., AND THE 
DENVER AND RIO GRANDE WESTERN 
RAILROAD COMPANY 

Finance Docket No. 32760 

REPLY OF CITY' 1>UBLIC SERVICE 
BOARD OF SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 

TO SUBMISSION 
OF BNSF RESPECTING TERMS 

FOR CPSB CONDITIONS 

ENTERED 
Office ot the Secretary 

SEP 5 1996̂  

Fart of 
Public Record 

OF COUNSEL: 

Slover & Loftus 
1224 Seventeenth Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Dated: September 4, 1996 

CITY PUBIIC SERVICE BOARD 
OF SAN ANTONIO 
P.O. Box 1771 
San Antonio, Texas 78295 

By: William L. Slover 
John H. LeSeur 
Slover & Loftus 
1224 Seventeenth Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Attorneys f o r C i t y Public 
Service Board of San Antonio 



BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPOltTATION BOARD 

UNION PACIFIC CORPORATION, UNION 
PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, AND 
MISSC'lRT PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY 
— CONTROL AND MERGER — SOUTHERN 
PACTFIC RAIL CORPORATION, SOUTHERN 
PACIFIC TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY 
COMPANY, SPCSL CORP., AND THE 
DENVER AND RIO QRANDE WESTERN 
RAILROAD COMPANY 

Finance Docket No. 32760 

REPLY OF CITY PUBLIC SERVICE 
BOARD OF SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 

TO SUBMISSION 
OF BNSF RESPECTING TERMS 

FOR CPSB CONDITIONS 

C i t y Public Service Board of Sen Antonio, Texas 

("CPSB") f i l e s t h i s r e p l y to the Submission cf BNSF Respecting 

Terms f o r CPSB Conditions ("BNSF Submission"), and i n support 

hereof states as fo l l o w s : 

THE AGREED-UPON TERMS 

On August 23, 1996, CPSB and Applicants f i l e d t h e i r 

"Submission of Applicants and CPSB Respecting Terms f o r CPSB 

Conditions' ("Joint Su'omission" ) . The implementing terms and 

conditions CP&B and Applicants agreed to are set f o r t h i n Exhibit 

A to the J o i n t Submission, and consist of amendments to the BNSF 



— . Settleme.^ 'v^reen-ent^ and amendments to the Sealy Agreement.^ 

These amen ^nts provide CPSB with three basic r i g h t s : 

F i r s t , pursuant to the amendments, CPSB w i l l , at i t s 

option, be able to route Burlington Northern Santa Fe ("BNSF") 

t r a i n s v i a the Track No. 2 routing^ to serve ( i ) CPSB's current 

f a c i l i t i e s at Elmendorf; ( i i ) any new CPSB f a c i l i t i e s b u i l t at 

Elmendorf; and ( i i i ) any new f a c i l i t i e s that CPSB may b u i l d along 

the SP l i n e between SP Junction (Tower 112) and Elmendorf. 

Second, permitted BNSF service to CPSB i s f o r a l l 

commodities (not j u s t u n i t t r a i n coal shipments). 

Third, CPSB has the r i g h t , at i t s option, to have BNSF 

move t r a i n s between SP Junction (Tower 112) and Elmendorf, or to 

have BNSF move t r a i n s to and from any new CPSB f a c i l i t i e s b u i l t 

on the l i n e from SP Junction (Tower 112) to Elmendorf, under i t s 

e x i s t i n g trackage r i g h t s arrangements with the Southern P a c i f i c 

' Transportation Company ("SP"). 

Both Applicants and BNSF concur i n the grant of these 

three general r i g h t s t o CPSB, and t l . a granting of these r i g h t s i s 

V 

i d e n t i f i e r s ^ t n ^ ^ I Settlement Agreement refe r s to the agreement 
r . i . i ^ P^^® footnote 15 of the STB's Final Decision in 

the UP/SP Merger Case (served August 12, 1996 ). ^^^^cision m 
2 

™ ^ .-^T^! Sealy Agreement refers to the June 1, 1996 aaree-
.ment e n t i t l e d "Sealy, Texas to Waco and Eagle Pass Texas ?^?rk 
age Rights Agreement." c^igiB Fass, rexas Track-

3 

Texas to s?"u^c?iin JJSwe"^ l i ^ . ' ' Z S^^^iJnSjon^.Jo^i? lllT' 
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f u l l y consistent w i t h the STB's Final Decision i n the UP/SP 

merger case (served August 12, 1996). 

I I . 

THE DISPUTED SERVICE RESTRICTION 

BNSF's only concern with the J o i n t Submission rel a t e s 

to Applicants' r e f u s a l to permit BNSF to serve nev f a c i l i t i e s 

b u i l t along the Track No. 2 l i n e between Craig Junction and SP 

Junction (Tower 112). In connection with i t s arguments concern­

ing the service r e s t r i c t i o n , the BNSF sets f o r t h at pages 2 and 3 

of i t s Submission a general discussion of the problems t h a t CPSB 

and Union P a c i f i c Railroad Company ("UP") had with moving CPSB 

u n i t coal t r a i n s v i a the Track No. 1 ro u t i n g to Elmendorf.* 

That discussion i s correct and accurate. The UP had extensive 

operating problems i n moving CPSB u n i t coal t r a i n s v i a the Track 

Iio. 1 routin g and, w i t h CPSB's substantial f i n a n c i a l assistance, 

UP and CPSB developed the Track No. 2 ro u t i n g f o r CPSB unJt t r a i n 

coal d e l i v e r i e s . The Track No. 2 routing i s now used by UP to 

de l i v e r v i r t u a l l y a l l of CPSB's u n i t t r a i n coal t r a f f i c t o 

Elmendorf (though an occasional empty t r a i n may s t i l l use the 

Track No. 1 r o u t i n g ) . CPSB supports the J o i n t Submission as i t 

Track 1 i s a UP l i n e that runs between Craig Junction 
and SP Tower 105. At Tower 105, t r a i n s moved over the SP l i n e 
between Tower 105 and SP Junction (Tower 112), a i d the SP l i n e 
between SP Junction (Tower 112) and Elmendorf. 
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now stands, but has nc objection i f the Joi n t Submission i s 

.'nodified i n the manner requested by BNSF. 

OF COUNSEL: 

Slover & Loftus 
1224 Seventeenth,-Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Dated: September 4, 1996 

Respectfully submitted, 

CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD 
OF SAN ANTONIO 
P.O. Box 17 71 
San Antonio, Texas 78296 

slover I I 

;ur ^^y4^\jy^ 
By: William L. Slover 

John H. LeSei 
Slover & Loft 
1224 Seventeenth Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Attorneys f o r C i t y Public 
Service Board of San Antonio 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby c e r t i f y t h a t on t h i ^ 4th day of September, 

1996, copies of the Reply of Ci t y Public Service Board of San 

Antonio, Texas to Submission of BNSF Respecting Terms f o r CPSB 

Conditions were served on counsel f o r Applicants and counsel f o r 

BN3F v i a hand d e l i v e r y . 

Whn H. LeSeur 


