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#EI-20078

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Ethan Holzer Date Received: 01/16/2013
  Group: Date of Letter: 01/16/2013

Submitter's Comments
As a Bellingham resident and American/ global citizen, I have great concern for the social and environmental impacts of the
proposed Cherry Point Coal Terminal. The coal port will affect the immediate site on which it is built, the surrounding ecology
and human populations, as well as many people near the mining operations, along the train routes for the coal, and in
proximity of the shipping lanes for the tanker vessels not to mention the vast carbon dioxide, monoxide, and various aromatic
hydrocarbon releases from the combustion of the coal in China, which this project facilitates. 
First the most immediate effects: Cherry Point supports 50% of herring spawning within Puget Sound and the herring
populations are highly sensitive to polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons PAHs, which coal has a lot of. A postponement of
construction should be put in place until  baseline studies of Cherry Point Herring populations can be established to see how
they will respond to the PAH contamination. Eelgrass, in which the herring spawn, is also highly sensitive to chemical
contaminants and siltation so mitigation measures should be considered before ground is broken on site. The herring
populations are the primary food source for pacific salmon in Puget Sound which are food for large mammals including orca
whales and seals/sealions. Studies should be designed to determine the vulnerability of herring populations to collapse and
the subsequent effects to salmon and large mammal populations. Many native fisherman depend on these fisheries for their
livelyhood and the tourism industry also depends on these species. 

The tankers also have a large impact on marine life. Studies should be designed to sample underwater and abovewater noise
and vibration pollution and its effects on bird migration and nesting as well as the effects on fish populations and whale and
marine mammal communication, breeding, and wellbeing. Tankers also emit fuels waste to the air and water which impacts
marine plants and animals and the risk of spills of coal is substantial at any point along the shipping lanes. Studies of the
impacts of a tanker spill/sinking should be conducted for, at port, in puget sound, open ocean and other locations. The risks
of invasive species introduction through the ballast dumping at the terminal also puts local marine populations in danger.
Studies of potential invasive species and strict regulation of ballast exchange could lessen these effects. 

The trains that transport the coal from Wyoming also pose huge environmental health risks. Coal dust provides a continuous
contaminant that can accumulate in aquifers across the Northwest, polluting water sources for millions of Americans and all
wetlands, streams and estuaries associated with the watersheds. Agricultural plots can also be contaminated and many lie
along the trail routes. Studies to determine the extent of contamination and possible alternative options like covered traincars
or sealant or a no action proposal. PAHs from coal dust can also poison animals and plants throughout the northwest,
destroying the natural resources that contribute to our wellbeing. These coal dusts contribute to cancer and asthma rates and
weaken human immune systems. The highest population densities in urban areas are most susceptible to these effects. 

Noise pollution is also a result of 50 1.5 mile long trains per day (20 up the coast). Animal migration routs will be impacted
and must be monitored. The noise impacts on humans are also substantial. Many people living close to the tracks will lose
sleep time and sleep quality decreasing health and stressing the immune system. Vibrations impact sensitive instrumentation
and structural stability of buildings near the tracks. Property values decrease and social venues become futile with such
constant distraction. 

Traffic is held up and access to the shorefront is limited. The bellingham port has enormous potential for commercial use and
environmental cleanup, but this will be unreasonable with constant trains passing through. 

These impacts are temporally and spatially localized and it is difficult for the EIS to cover a global perspective or look
generations into the future. Global warming is a serious issue and our rapid releases of greenhouse gasses threaten to
surpass a threshold at which the global environment will no longer be able to buffer the climate effects. Oceanic acidification
corrodes the shells of diatoms which provide by far the largest carbon sink and oxygen source on the planet. If these
populations collapse, rapid carbon increases in the atmosphere would feedback on itself with further acidification and
temperature increase. This tragedy of the common atmosphere and oceans can only be avoided by regulation international
and interstate trade in situations just such as this. Our Clean Air Act was imposed to prevent releases of CO2 from burning of
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fossil fuels but this coal terminal facilitates the braking of the Clean Air Act by shipping it to China to be released into the
same atmosphere. What is the use of our environmental regulations if corporations like Peabody Coal continue to pollute
through technicalities? The impacts of this scoping decision will have permanent global consequences so it is in humanities
best interest to analyze all impacts meticulously. The moralities of local populations contradict those of corporate investors
like Goldman Sachs or Warren Buffet and so often the costs do not fall upon those who profit. Do we have the right to rob
subsequent generations of their resources, of their environment, of their health without consent for unustained profit?
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#EI-20079

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Aart Dolman Date Received: 01/15/2013
  Group: Date of Letter: 01/15/2013

Submitter's Comments
There are environmental concerns created by the extreme density on the BNSF tracks between Miles City and the Mossmain
Junction. Additional coal trains will only complicate this tremendous if not dangerous situation of over crowding. The
derailments will cause the spillage of coal and oil. 

This is a rail  system dating back to the Age of Steam. Anymore additional coal trains will endanger the environmental impact
more. So please record my opposition.



Fw: Docket No. FD 30186
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 01/22/2013 12:50 PM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 01/22/2013 12:50 PM -----

From: Bruce Bender <brucebendr@aol.com>
To: BlodgettK@stb.dot.gov
Date: 01/18/2013 06:02 PM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186
Sent by: Greenpeace <info@wdc.greenpeace.org>

Jan 18, 2013

Ken Blodgett

Dear Blodgett,

Attention of: Mr. Ken Blodgett

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River
Railroad should analyze the following:

Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the
"public convenience and necessity" as required for a body to
get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This
railroad would serve only one coal company giant, Arch Coal, which
intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries.  The
public neither needs nor would be convenienced by this rail line.
Instead, the rail line would be a disservice to the community, the
region and the planet, and would cause more than minor inconveniences.

Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and
infringe on property rights. This railroad would cause fires, spread
invasive weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make
ranching and farming more difficult and expensive, split ranch land in
half and separate fields from the river, and shift the liability of
train crossings to the landowner.

Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home
to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as upland birds.
Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it
serves would seriously degrade this excellent sportsman's resource.

Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and potentially
worsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles City in the
winter with ice jams.

Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of recreation
areas near Miles City.

Infrastructure, traffic and safety: Taxes would go up for residents in
communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for
shipment. The proposed railroad would increase coal train traffic
substantially causing traffic delays, noise, diesel pollution and
safety issues at crossings. Coping with the increased traffic would
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require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers.

Greenhouse gas and diesel pollution:  The Tongue River Railroad would
allow publicly owned coal that should stay in the ground to be burned
in Chinese and other Asian countries' dirty power plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The
greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the
coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast
terminals, shipped overseas by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled
in Asia to the plants.  Increased mercury deposition from Asian coal
fired plants will also impact those who catch and eat fish in Montana
and other western states.

Sincerely,

Bruce Bender
365 Kensington Ave
Missoula, MT 59801-5725
(406) 721-7029



Fw: Docket No. FD 30186
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 01/22/2013 12:51 PM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 01/22/2013 12:50 PM -----

From: Jan Brooks <janbrooks974@gmail.com>
To: BlodgettK@stb.dot.gov
Date: 01/20/2013 12:05 PM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186
Sent by: Greenpeace <info@wdc.greenpeace.org>

Jan 20, 2013

Ken Blodgett

Dear Blodgett,

Attention of: Mr. Ken Blodgett

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River
Railroad should analyze the following:

Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the
"public convenience and necessity" as required for a body to
get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This
railroad would serve only one coal company giant, Arch Coal, which
intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries.  The
public neither needs nor would be convenienced by this rail line.
Instead, the rail line would be a disservice to the community, the
region and the planet, and would cause more than minor inconveniences.

Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and
infringe on property rights. This railroad would cause fires, spread
invasive weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make
ranching and farming more difficult and expensive, split ranch land in
half and separate fields from the river, and shift the liability of
train crossings to the landowner.

Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home
to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as upland birds.
Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it
serves would seriously degrade this excellent sportsman's resource.

Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and potentially
worsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles City in the
winter with ice jams.

Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of recreation
areas near Miles City.

Infrastructure, traffic and safety: Taxes would go up for residents in
communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for
shipment. The proposed railroad would increase coal train traffic
substantially causing traffic delays, noise, diesel pollution and
safety issues at crossings. Coping with the increased traffic would



require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers.

Greenhouse gas and diesel pollution:  The Tongue River Railroad would
allow publicly owned coal that should stay in the ground to be burned
in Chinese and other Asian countries' dirty power plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The
greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the
coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast
terminals, shipped overseas by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled
in Asia to the plants.  Increased mercury deposition from Asian coal
fired plants will also impact those who catch and eat fish in Montana
and other western states.

Sincerely,

Jan Brooks
2204 Constellation Dr
Livingston, MT 59047-1549
(406) 222-5359



Fw: Docket No. FD 30186
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 01/22/2013 12:53 PM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 01/22/2013 12:52 PM -----

From: April Armstrong <aprila2112@msn.com>
To: BlodgettK@stb.dot.gov
Date: 01/16/2013 09:45 PM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186
Sent by: Greenpeace <info@wdc.greenpeace.org>

Jan 16, 2013

Ken Blodgett

Dear Blodgett,

Attention of: Mr. Ken Blodgett

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River
Railroad should analyze the following:

Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the
"public convenience and necessity" as required for a body to
get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This
railroad would serve only one coal company giant, Arch Coal, which
intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries.  The
public neither needs nor would be convenienced by this rail line.
Instead, the rail line would be a disservice to the community, the
region and the planet, and would cause more than minor inconveniences.

Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and
infringe on property rights. This railroad would cause fires, spread
invasive weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make
ranching and farming more difficult and expensive, split ranch land in
half and separate fields from the river, and shift the liability of
train crossings to the landowner.

Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home
to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as upland birds.
Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it
serves would seriously degrade this excellent sportsman's resource.

Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and potentially
worsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles City in the
winter with ice jams.

Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of recreation
areas near Miles City.

Infrastructure, traffic and safety: Taxes would go up for residents in
communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for
shipment. The proposed railroad would increase coal train traffic
substantially causing traffic delays, noise, diesel pollution and
safety issues at crossings. Coping with the increased traffic would



require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers.

Greenhouse gas and diesel pollution:  The Tongue River Railroad would
allow publicly owned coal that should stay in the ground to be burned
in Chinese and other Asian countries' dirty power plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The
greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the
coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast
terminals, shipped overseas by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled
in Asia to the plants.  Increased mercury deposition from Asian coal
fired plants will also impact those who catch and eat fish in Montana
and other western states.

Sincerely,

April Armstrong
115 N Kennedy St
Belgrade, MT 59714-3824
(406) 388-9702



Fw: Docket No. FD 30186
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 01/22/2013 12:53 PM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 01/22/2013 12:53 PM -----

From: Sandi Tarr <sandi@montana.com>
To: BlodgettK@stb.dot.gov
Date: 01/17/2013 10:29 PM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186
Sent by: Greenpeace <info@wdc.greenpeace.org>

Jan 17, 2013

Ken Blodgett

Dear Blodgett,

Attention of: Mr. Ken Blodgett

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River
Railroad should analyze the following:

Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the
"public convenience and necessity" as required for a body to
get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This
railroad would serve only one coal company giant, Arch Coal, which
intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries.  The
public neither needs nor would be convenienced by this rail line.
Instead, the rail line would be a disservice to the community, the
region and the planet, and would cause more than minor inconveniences.

Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and
infringe on property rights. This railroad would cause fires, spread
invasive weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make
ranching and farming more difficult and expensive, split ranch land in
half and separate fields from the river, and shift the liability of
train crossings to the landowner.

Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home
to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as upland birds.
Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it
serves would seriously degrade this excellent sportsman's resource.

Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and potentially
worsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles City in the
winter with ice jams.

Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of recreation
areas near Miles City.

Infrastructure, traffic and safety: Taxes would go up for residents in
communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for
shipment. The proposed railroad would increase coal train traffic
substantially causing traffic delays, noise, diesel pollution and
safety issues at crossings. Coping with the increased traffic would



require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers.

Greenhouse gas and diesel pollution:  The Tongue River Railroad would
allow publicly owned coal that should stay in the ground to be burned
in Chinese and other Asian countries' dirty power plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The
greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the
coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast
terminals, shipped overseas by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled
in Asia to the plants.  Increased mercury deposition from Asian coal
fired plants will also impact those who catch and eat fish in Montana
and other western states.

Sincerely,

Sandi Tarr
1204 Lolo St
Missoula, MT 59802-3550
(406) 544-1112



Fw: Docket No. FD 30186
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 01/23/2013 09:22 AM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 01/23/2013 09:22 AM -----

From: Anna Duderstadt <back@rockingdc.com>
To: BlodgettK@stb.dot.gov
Date: 01/22/2013 07:28 PM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186
Sent by: Greenpeace <info@wdc.greenpeace.org>

Jan 22, 2013

Ken Blodgett

Dear Blodgett,

Attention of: Mr. Ken Blodgett

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River
Railroad should analyze the following:

Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the
"public convenience and necessity" as required for a body to
get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This
railroad would serve only one coal company giant, Arch Coal, which
intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries.  The
public neither needs nor would be convenienced by this rail line.
Instead, the rail line would be a disservice to the community, the
region and the planet, and would cause more than minor inconveniences.

Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and
infringe on property rights. This railroad would cause fires, spread
invasive weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make
ranching and farming more difficult and expensive, split ranch land in
half and separate fields from the river, and shift the liability of
train crossings to the landowner.

Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home
to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as upland birds.
Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it
serves would seriously degrade this excellent sportsman's resource.

Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and potentially
worsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles City in the
winter with ice jams.

Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of recreation
areas near Miles City.

Infrastructure, traffic and safety: Taxes would go up for residents in
communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for
shipment. The proposed railroad would increase coal train traffic
substantially causing traffic delays, noise, diesel pollution and
safety issues at crossings. Coping with the increased traffic would



require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers.

Greenhouse gas and diesel pollution:  The Tongue River Railroad would
allow publicly owned coal that should stay in the ground to be burned
in Chinese and other Asian countries' dirty power plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The
greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the
coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast
terminals, shipped overseas by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled
in Asia to the plants.  Increased mercury deposition from Asian coal
fired plants will also impact those who catch and eat fish in Montana
and other western states.

Sincerely,

Anna Duderstadt
215 N Weaver St
Belgrade, MT 59714-3730
(406) 388-0885



Fw: Docket No. FD 30186, Tongue River Railroad
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 01/22/2013 12:52 PM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 01/22/2013 12:52 PM -----

From: "Margarita McLarty" <margarita@wispwest.net>
To: <blodgettk@stb.dot.gov>
Date: 01/21/2013 05:42 PM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186, Tongue River Railroad

 
Livingston, Montana is the nearest community to where I live in Pray, Montana.  At 
least once a week I go to Livingston to shop, volunteer as a tutor, meet with 
friends and watch the trains roll by.
 
There is an ever increasing number of trains that bisect Livingston each day, 
making our lives subject to more frequent delays, impacting the ability of 
emergency vehicles to reach many of our neighbors, and exposing us all to 
increased diesel emissions and coal dust.  To further increase coal train traffic will 
exacerbate an already untenable situation.  
 
The evidence of the multitude of harmful results from mining, transporting and 
burning Montana’s Powder River Basin coal is overwhelming.   When we look at the 
costs to public health from toxic residues, the costs to our communities from 
climate change caused (in part) by burning coal, the environmental catastrophes 
resulting from toxic pollution, the dangers from train traffic blocking emergency 
vehicle access, the extreme stress placed on civic institutions from boom and bust 
extractive industry, the profit to be made by a few corporate entities simply does 
not outweigh the harm to the public and our planet.  
 
It is time for us to deny the permitting for mining and transportation of coal.   It 
is past time for us to focus on creating clean, sustainable energy sources.   It is 
time for us to prepare for a transition to a better tomorrow for our children.   
 
Margarita McLarty
85 Chicory Road
Livingston, Montana 59047
maga@wispwest.net
 

WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20081



WaylandJ
Typewritten Text

WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20083



WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20084



WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20085



WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20086



WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20087



WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20088



WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20089



WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20090



WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20091



WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20092



Alexandra Amonette 
1939 Marshall Ave. 
Richland, WA 99354 

January 11 , 2013 

Mr. Ken Blodgett 
Surface Transportation Board 
395 E Street, SW 
Washington, D.C. 20423-000 I 

Docket No. FD 30186 

Dear Mr. Blodgett: 

I oppose the shipping of coal from the US to China or anywbere else because if we do not stop causing CO2 to go up into the 
atmosphere, we will never be able to reverse the devastating and catastrophic impacts of global warming. I also oppose the continued 
mining of coal because we need desperately to use renewable resources of energy. All coal, oil, and natural gas should now stay in the 
ground and under the sea and not be mined. Conservation should be practiced by everyone and renewable energy should be used. 
There are many ways of achieving this. For an excellent roadmap, please see: Carbon Free and Nuclear Free, by Arjun Makhijani, 
lEER, available at http://ieer.orglprojectslcarbon-free-nuclear-free/. 

Specifically, for the Tongue River Railroad, I repeat the remarks of many of us ranchers and landowners in Wyoming, Montana, 
Idaho, Oregon, and Washington with regard to the environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River Railroad: 

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River Railroad should analyze the following: 

• "Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the "public convenience and necessity" which is what is 
required in order for a body to get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This railroad would serve only one 
coal company giant. Arch Coal, which intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries. 

• Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and infringes on property rights. This railroad will cause fires. 
spread weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), will make ranching and farming more difficult and expensive. 
will split ranch land in half and separate fields from the river and will shift the liability of train crossings to the landowner. 

• Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as 
upland birds. Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it serves will seriously degrade this excellent 
sponsman resource. 

• Flooding: The railroad bed will act as an earthen dam and potentially WOrsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles 
City in the winter with ice jams. 

• Noise: The loud trains will ruin the quiet enjoyment of nearby recreation areas near Miles City. 
• Infrastructure and traffic: Taxes will go up for residential communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for 

shipment. This railroad will increase coal train traffic substantially causing traffic delays, noise, and diesel pollution. The only 
way to live with this increased traffic will require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for primarily by local 
taxpayers. !' 

This long-proposed project renews its attempt to cut the valley in half, abusing the power of eminent domain to destroy good Montana 
ranchland. This is also a crime against the environment and all the people who depend on the ranch land to earn a living. 

Alex Amonette 
Landowner in Montana 

• 
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Fw: Docket No. FD 30186
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 01/28/2013 03:23 PM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 01/28/2013 03:23 PM -----

From: "Reverend John W. McManus" <biloxibear39530@yahoo.com>
To: BlodgettK@stb.dot.gov
Date: 01/28/2013 01:49 PM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186
Sent by: Greenpeace <info@wdc.greenpeace.org>

Jan 28, 2013

Ken Blodgett

Dear Blodgett,

Attention of: Mr. Ken Blodgett

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River
Railroad should analyze the following:

Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the
"public convenience and necessity" as required for a body to
get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This
railroad would serve only one coal company giant, Arch Coal, which
intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries.  The
public neither needs nor would be convenienced by this rail line.
Instead, the rail line would be a disservice to the community, the
region and the planet, and would cause more than minor inconveniences.

Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and
infringe on property rights. This railroad would cause fires, spread
invasive weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make
ranching and farming more difficult and expensive, split ranch land in
half and separate fields from the river, and shift the liability of
train crossings to the landowner.

Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home
to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as upland birds.
Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it
serves would seriously degrade this excellent sportsman's resource.

Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and potentially
worsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles City in the
winter with ice jams.

Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of recreation
areas near Miles City.

Infrastructure, traffic and safety: Taxes would go up for residents in
communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for
shipment. The proposed railroad would increase coal train traffic
substantially causing traffic delays, noise, diesel pollution and
safety issues at crossings. Coping with the increased traffic would
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require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers.

Greenhouse gas and diesel pollution:  The Tongue River Railroad would
allow publicly owned coal that should stay in the ground to be burned
in Chinese and other Asian countries' dirty power plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The
greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the
coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast
terminals, shipped overseas by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled
in Asia to the plants.  Increased mercury deposition from Asian coal
fired plants will also impact those who catch and eat fish in Montana
and other western states.

The courtesy of a written response is humbly requested.

Sincerely,

Reverend John W. McManus
PO Box 7365
Diberville, MS 39540-0003
(228) 297-2327



Fw: Docket No. FD 30186
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 01/28/2013 04:53 PM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 01/28/2013 04:53 PM -----

From: Jeremiah Jordan <miahmoosie@gmail.com>
To: BlodgettK@stb.dot.gov
Date: 01/28/2013 04:49 PM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186
Sent by: Greenpeace <info@wdc.greenpeace.org>

Jan 28, 2013

Ken Blodgett

Dear Blodgett,

Attention of: Mr. Ken Blodgett

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River
Railroad should analyze the following:

Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the
"public convenience and necessity" as required for a body to
get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This
railroad would serve only one coal company giant, Arch Coal, which
intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries.  The
public neither needs nor would be convenienced by this rail line.
Instead, the rail line would be a disservice to the community, the
region and the planet, and would cause more than minor inconveniences.

Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and
infringe on property rights. This railroad would cause fires, spread
invasive weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make
ranching and farming more difficult and expensive, split ranch land in
half and separate fields from the river, and shift the liability of
train crossings to the landowner.

Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home
to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as upland birds.
Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it
serves would seriously degrade this excellent sportsman's resource.

Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and potentially
worsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles City in the
winter with ice jams.

Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of recreation
areas near Miles City.

Infrastructure, traffic and safety: Taxes would go up for residents in
communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for
shipment. The proposed railroad would increase coal train traffic
substantially causing traffic delays, noise, diesel pollution and
safety issues at crossings. Coping with the increased traffic would
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require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers.

Greenhouse gas and diesel pollution:  The Tongue River Railroad would
allow publicly owned coal that should stay in the ground to be burned
in Chinese and other Asian countries' dirty power plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The
greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the
coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast
terminals, shipped overseas by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled
in Asia to the plants.  Increased mercury deposition from Asian coal
fired plants will also impact those who catch and eat fish in Montana
and other western states.

Sincerely,

Jeremiah Jordan
23312 W Sheffler Rd
Elmira, OR 97437-9717
(406) 274-2504



 

 

336 36th St., No. 605 
Bellingham, WA 98225-6580 

info@protectwhatcom.org 

 
January 31, 2013 

 
Montana Dep’t of Environmental Quality  
and  
Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation 
Via Electronic Transmission:  OtterCreekEIS@mt.gov 
 
Subject:  Environmental Impact Statement, Otter Creek Mine Permit Application 
 
Dear Agency Co-leads: 
 
 Protect Whatcom is a grassroots organization located in Whatcom County, Washington. Our mission 
related to increasing public awareness of the impacts related to exporting Powder River Basin coal from 
proposed terminals on the west coast, including but not limited to the proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal. We 
recognize that the Montana Environmental Policy Act no longer allows your agencies to consider impacts of 
proposed activities in your state beyond your border, but because of the nexus between this proposal and 
regional impacts in the Pacific Northwest states, we offer this comment and thank you in advance for your 
consideration. 
 
Need for a Programmatic EIS.  A study conducted by the Bureau of Business and Economic Research 
(hereinafter, “the BBER Study”) notes “the most significant indirect impact” of the proposed mine is the 
necessary expansion of the Tongue River Railroad (TRRR) to reach it.1 We would argue semantically this is 
incorrect, and that the TRRR 89-mile expansion necessary to reach the mine is a direct impact. But the relevant 
issue is that these proposals are related and dependent on each other because neither would occur but for the 
other. For that reason, the Otter Creek Mine EIS should be jointly-conducted as part of a programmatic EIS 
(PEIS) with co-leads for the TRRR expansion, particularly the Surface Transportation Board and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers. The Department of Natural Resources and Conservation is already a co-lead with the 
federal agencies on the TRRR EIS because condemnation, environmental impacts, etc., will occur on state trust 
lands. We believe a thorough analysis of the State’s fiduciary responsibility to trust beneficiaries requires a 
comprehensive cumulative analysis of impacts of both proposals. 
 
 Arch Coal owns a one-third interest in the TRRR along with BNSF and Forrest Mars. Arch also owns an 
interest in the proposed Millennium Bulk Logistics Terminal in Longview, Washington.2 BNSF’s parent 
company, Berkshire Hathaway, invested heavily in Goldman Sachs, which subsequently invested heavily in 
Arch Coal.  In short, the companies involved in all stages of activity related to the coal that would be mined in 
the Otter Creek Valley – the mining, rail transport, and export – are as interrelated as the activities themselves.  
 

                                                           
1
  Patrick M. Barkey and Paul E. Polzin, Bureau of Business and Economic Research (BBER). “The Impact of Otter 

Creek Coal Development on the Montana Economy,” at May 7, 2012. Online January 29, 2013, at 8, 
http://www.bber.umt.edu/pubs/econ/OtterCreekFinalReport.pdf (hereinafter “BBER Study”). The Montana Contractor’s 
Association contracted that study to measure economic “impacts” of the proposed Otter Creek Mine, though all impacts 
are framed as benefits. 
2
  The BBER Study notes that while domestic demand for PRB coal is stable or declining, Asian demand is increasing, 

such that the most likely destination for coal from the proposed Otter Creek mine is existing and proposed terminals on 
the Pacific coast.. BBER Study at 8, 16 (“Domestic markets are unlikely to provide significant growth for Montana coal.”). 

mailto:OtterCreekEIS@mt.gov
http://www.bber.umt.edu/pubs/econ/OtterCreekFinalReport.pdf
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Montana Dep’t of Environmental Quality and  
Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation 
January 31, 2013 
Page 2 of 5 
 
 
Need for an Economic Impact Analysis.  The BBER Study, purportedly of economic impacts of the proposed 
Otter Creek Mine, was effectively deconstructed by Power Consulting, Inc.3 and we incorporate those 
arguments by reference. Regardless of the geographic scope of the EIS under MEPA, cumulative direct and 
indirect impacts of the mine on the environment, human health, and the state’s economy will be significant.  
 
 The BBER Study includes as an “impact” the jobs associated with necessary rail expansion of the TRRR 
without discussing property condemnation and impacts on rail communities associated with increased coal 
transport caused by the TRRR expansion. Further, they completely ignore the rail transport on BNSF lines 
beyond the TRRR expansion. Reasonably foreseeable future cumulative impacts on some communities in 
Montana may include coal trains from other mines bound for “existing and proposed” terminals on the west 
coast.  Currently, five terminals are proposed in Washington and Oregon, with a combined export volume of 
150 million metric tons per annum (mmta). (See Ex. 1 at the end of this comment.) Moving that quantity of 
coal would require nearly 50 trains per day, going and coming, if each train were 1.6 miles long. A full analysis 
of economic impacts  on Montana would include but not be limited to a an analysis of past, present, and 
reasonably foreseeable future rail impacts on communities including need for subsidization for expansion (e.g., 
addition of sidings or tracks) or upgrades of existing rail infrastructure, need for new tracks, traffic impacts at 
at-grade crossings and need for grade changes and/or quiet zones, etc.  
 
 Similarly, a comprehensive economic impact analysis would anticipate the probability Arch Coal will 
eventually opt to pay a fee in lieu of reclamation,4 leaving the full cost of reclamation to be borne by the state. 
That cost, in addition to costs associated with any necessary upgrades to filtration systems for drinking water 
supplies, environmental cleanup, etc., must be measured. 
 
 Health impacts associated with increased exposure to diesel particulates from increased coal train 
traffic equals health care costs borne by individuals directly or through their insurers; the public through 
taxpayer-supported programs such as Medicare and Medicaid; and health care providers which absorb some 
of the cost due to unpaid and unreimbursed billables. 
 
 The above examples are not comprehensive, but merely intended to be illustrative of the fact that all 
significant adverse impacts have associated costs which must be measured because it is only the net economic 
contribution of a proposed activity that is socially relevant in the permitting context. 
 
The Public Trust Doctrine.  The Montana Land Board granted a lease to Arch Coal to mine all of the coal at the 

Otter Creek Mine for export in spite of the fact that the mine is on school trust land and the state has a 

responsibility to manage the mineral assets in the best interest for current and future generations of Montana 

children. The economic impact analysis discussed above should determine how the state, as trustee, can 

maximize its stream of royalty revenue received for the benefit of the state’s schools rather than simply allow 

the most easily-mined coal to be extracted today. Further, given that the coal would be mined for export to 

another country rather than for use in this country for energy generation, the state must consider the lack of 

                                                           
3
  Thomas Michael Power and Donovan S. Power. “The ‘Economics’ of the Proposed Otter Creek Coal Mine:  A 

Critique of One-Sided Economic Analysis,” prepared for the National Wildlife Federation, Montana Environmental 
Information Center, and Sierra Club, January 2013.  
4
  See generally Epstein, Harris, Johanna Wald and John Smillie. “Undermined Promise:  Reclamation and 

Enforcement of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act 1997-2007,” 2007. Joint Publication of the Natural 
Resource Defense Council and Western Organization of Resource Councils. Online January 29, 2013, at 
http://www.worc.org/userfiles/file/SMCRA%20Report.pdf.  

http://www.worc.org/userfiles/file/SMCRA%20Report.pdf
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benefit to trust beneficiaries and state residents of “keeping the coal in the ground” until it would be mined for 

domestic consumption. 

Mitigation. Reclamation after abandonment of surface mines is controversial because while the legal 
requirements are clear on paper, enforcement is virtually nonexistent.5 This has huge implications for water 
security because absent reclamation, precipitation captures particles when it falls on exposed surface mine 
sites long after they’re abandoned, carrying the elements in coal – mercury, lead, selenium, uranium, 
cadmium, etc. – to downstream water sources and soils. At that point, the public incurs the expense of 
increased water filtration for drinking water sources, but the environmental consequences and impacts on 
plants and animal life may not be capable of mitigation. Because the Otter Creek mine is on lands held in trust 
for the state’s children’s educational future, the tradeoff for immediate income to the state should not be the 
quality of their drinking water and environment in the future. One possible mitigation to prevent this would be 
to permit mining in stages and limit the volume to be removed to specific geographic sites in each stage, 
requiring completion of reclamation of a stage of mining before the next stage may begin. Absent such a 
mitigation, what may well occur – as currently occurs elsewhere throughout the region – is the proponent 
eventually paying a fee in lieu of reclamation because it is so much cheaper, leaving the real cost of 
reclamation to be borne by the state. That, of course, negates any current economic benefit to the state of 
leasing the land for mining in the first place, and is a violation of the state’s fiduciary responsibility to the 
beneficiaries of those trust lands. 
 
Reasonable Alternatives. The BBER Study suggests an alternatives analysis should consider two things only: the 
economic contribution of granting the permit (and Power Consulting, Inc. questions the numbers used by 
BBER) and the lack of contribution that results from not granting the permit. First, as argued above, BBER 
completely ignores economic costs associated with significant adverse impacts of mining and related impacts, 
most notably rail transport.  It is highly likely that it economically benefits Montana to deny the permits when 
all costs are calculated. Second, BBER ignores reasonable alternatives such as using the land to generate wind 
energy.  Regardless of the legal implications of the lease Arch obtained from the state, the current EIS relates 
to the permit to mine coal and that EIS should consider as a reasonable alternative the social benefit derived 
from some other activity on that land other than mining coal, particularly when there are so many alternative 
sites in the state from which coal can be mined that do not require a new rail line. 
 
 Thank you in advance for your attention. Please feel free to contact me should you have any questions 
at (360) 656-6180. 
 
       Sincerely, 
 
       Protect Whatcom 
 
       By:  Terry J. Wechsler, Co-founder 
 
Cc:   Surface Transportation Board (EIS Lead, Tongue River Railroad, reference:  STB Docket No. FD-30186) 
 Via electronic transmission:  blodgettk@stb.dot.gov 
 and 
 President’s Council on Environmental Quality  
 Via electronic transmission:   FN-CEQ-OpenGov@ceq.eop.gov 

                                                           
5
  See, e.g., id.  
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Exhibit 1 – Tables 1 and 2, Proposed West Coast Coal Terminals 
Table 1 

Proposed Coal Terminals on the Columbia River 
(2012 Commercial Vessel Port Calls Approx. 1340)

6
 

Terminal Name Millenium Bulk Logistics Port Westward 
Morrow Pacific Project 

Port Westward Project  
 

Subtotals  
 

Proponent 

Millenium Bulk Terminals, 
LLC 

(Subsidiary of Ambre Energy 
& Arch Coal) 

Coyote Island Terminals, LLC 
(Subsidiary of Ambre Energy);  

Pacific Transloading (Ambre subsid., 
barge dock) 

Kinder Morgan Energy 
Partners 

 
Location 

Longview, WA, 
On Columbia R. 

Boardman, OR,  Columbia R., barges 
to Port of St. Helens 

Port of St. Helens, OR, Port 
Westward Indus.Pk. 

 

Coal Pile Not discussed in JARPA 3 storage barns Unknown  

Coal Vol. 44 mmta 8 mmta 30 mmta 82  mmta 

Other Vol. n.a. n.a. n.a.  

Mining Co. Arch, Ambre (Cloud Peak 
sold its int. in Decker mine 

to Ambre) 

Unknown Unknown  

Rail/Day  
(going/coming) 

14.5 
Not discussed in JARPA

2
 

2.6 9.9 27 min.
7
 

Going/coming 

Rail Expansion 
Plans 

Unknown Unknown $50 mil. for sidings 
At terminal 

 

Pier 2202’, Columbia R. 
(Existing pier 670’) 

   

Vessels/ Year 
(one way) 

850 Panamax
8
 Bulkers

9
 

Not discussed in JARPA 
156 Panamax Bulkers 

624 barge tows
10

 
590 (est.) Panamax 

Bulkers
3
 

1596
3 

One way 

Permits 
Required 

USACE, WA ECOL,  
Cowlitz Cty. 

USACE, OR Dep’t Environmental 
Quality,OR Dep’t St. Lands 

USACE, OR Dep’t 
Environmental Quality 

 

POCs Mike Wojtowicz, Cowlitz Cty 
Dep’t Bldg & Planning, Kelso, 

(360) 577-3052 x 6671, 
wojtowiczm@co.cowlitz.wa.us 

Steve Gagnon, Project Mgr, USACE 
(503) 808-4379, 

steven.k.gagnon@ usace.army.mil 

  

Examples:  
at-grade 
crossings 

422/423 intersection, base 
of Lewis&Clark Br., 

Longview, at-grade. St. Johns 
Hosp. cut off 

Ranier Ranier  

Status RFP closes 1/15/13 Dep’t St. Lands cmts closed; OR DEQ; 
USACE (conducting EA; pending 
decision re EIS in 6 mos.-1yr.) 

“Due diligence” stage;  
Seeking site after PGE 

refused to lease 

 

Website www.co.cowlitz.wa.us/ 
buildplan/WhatsNew/ 

MBTL.htm 

www.nwp.usace.army.mil/ 
Missions/Currentprojects/ 
CoyoteIslandTerminal.aspx 

  

Proponent 
Website 

millenniumbulk.com/ morrowpacific.com/ portwestwardproject.com  

Prepared by Protect Whatcom. Revised 12/26/12. 

Table 2 
All Proposed Coal Terminals, Oregon and Washington 

                                                           
6
  Source:  Columbia River Bar Pilots. 

7
  Rate applied:  .33 trains/1 mmta if all trains are 1.6 miles long.  

8
  Maximum allowable draft for Panamax bulkers, due to constraints in the Panama Canal, is 39.5’. Maximum depth dredged in 

the Columbia River is 43’. 
9
  Extrapoloating from numbers provided for the Port of Morrow Project, which is 19.5 bulkers/1 mmmta coal volume. 

10
  http://www.oregonlive.com/environment/index.ssf/2012/08/will_coal_barges_clog_the_colu.html. 

mailto:steven.k.gagnon@%20usace.army.mil
http://www.co.cowlitz.wa.us/
http://www.nwp.usace.army.mil/
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Termanal 
Name 

Gateway Pacific Port of Coos Bay 
“Project Mainstay” 

 
 

Columbia River 
Subtotals 

(See Table 1) 

 
 
 

Totals 
 
 

Proponent 

Pacific Int’l Term. 
(Subsidiary, SSA Marine;  

Goldman Sachs 49% owner) 

Port in Partnership with 
Mitsui & Co. (USA) and Metro 
Ports (Subsidiary, Nautilus Int’l 

Holding Corp.) 

 
Location 

Cherry Pt., WA Coos Bay, OR   

Coal Pile 80 ac. X 60’ H, Uncovered    

Coal Vol. 48 mmta 11 mmta 82  mmta 141 mmta 

Other Vol. 6 mmta other
11

    

Mining Co. Peabody     

Rail/Day  
(going/coming) 

16 
BNSF 

3.6 
Coos Bay Rail Link + Main Line 

27 47 min.
12

 
Going and 

coming 

Rail Expansion 
Plans 

Not discuss in JARPA applications 
beyond the Custer Spur 

   

Pier 2980’, Salish Sea    

Vessels/ Year 
(one way) 

318 Panamax,  
169 Cape Class Bulkers  

100 1596 2183 
One way 

Permits 
Required 

USACE, ECOL,  
  Cty. 

   

POCs Randel Perry, USACE, 
360-734-3119 

Tyler Schroeder, WCPDS, 
360-676-6907 

David Koch, Port CEO,  
dkoch@portofcoosbay.com 

Elise Hamner, Port Rep., 
 (541) 267-7678 

  

Examples:  
at-grade 
crossings 

Mt. Vernon,     

Status Comments for DEIS closes 1/21/13 Extension to 3/13 of exclusive 
negotiating agreement with Port. 

  

Website www.co.whatcom.wa.us/ 
pds/plan/current/gpt-ssa/ 

   

Proponent 
Website 

gatewaypacificterminal.com/ www.portofcoosbay.com/index.ht
ml 

  

Prepared by Protect Whatcom. Revised 12/26/12. 

 

                                                           
11

  Stage 2, after 10 years, if market conditions warrant, at second terminal. Initially, calcined coke, a by product of BP Cherry 
Point operations., and Canadian potash. Other commodities later could include wheat, wood chips, and sulfur. 
12

  If any trains are less than 1.6 miles long, this number will be higher. 

mailto:dkoch@portofcoosbay.com
http://www.co.whatcom.wa.us/
http://www.portofcoosbay.com/
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Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Diane Brower Date Received: 02/02/2013
  Group: Date of Letter: 02/02/2013

Submitter's Comments
Dear Mr. Blodgett:

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River Railroad should analyze the following:
•
Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the “public convenience and necessity,” and the Tongue
River Railroad Company should not get the power of eminent domain and condemnation for a railroad that does not serve the
public interest. This railroad would serve only one huge coal company, Arch Coal, and its customers in China and other
Asian countries. None of the coal would benefit U.S. utility customers or the U.S. public interest. 

•
Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and infringe on property rights. The proposed railroad would
cause fires, spread weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make ranching and farming more difficult and
expensive, split ranch land in half and separate fields from the river, and could shift the liability for accidents and livestock
losses at train crossings to landowners.

•
Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as
upland birds. Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it would serve would seriously degrade this
excellent outdoor resource.

•
Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and could worsen the flooding problems that can occur in the area in
winter with ice jams.

•
Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of nearby recreation areas.

•
Infrastructure and traffic: Taxes will go up for residents of communities along the rail  lines as the coal heads to coastal ports
for shipment. This railroad will increase coal train traffic substantially, causing traffic delays, noise, and diesel pollution. The
only way to live with this increased traffic would require expensive overpasses and safety crossing, which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers. 

•
The Surface Transportation Board should determine what safety and railroad traffic improvements would be needed if 40
million tons or more of coal are shipped from the proposed Otter Creek mine, along the proposed railroad, and through
Montana and on to west coast ports -- and how much, if any of these costs would and should be borne by taxpayers, and
how much by the railroad and its overseas customers. 

•
The Tongue River Railroad would allow coal that should stay in the ground to be burned in dirty Chinese plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far
beyond just burning the coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast terminals, shipped overseas
by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled in China to the plants.
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Sincerely, 

Diane Brower
642 Evans St.
Steamboat Spgs., CO 80487



Fw: Otter Creek Comments concerning EIS
Kenneth Blodgett  to: waylandj@stb.dot.gov 02/04/2013 02:07 PM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 02/04/2013 02:07 PM -----

From: Peter Goodman <pgoodmankayak@hotmail.com>
To: <ottercreekeis@mt.gov>, <blodgettk@stb.dot.gov>, <fn-ceo-opengov@ceq.eop.gov>
Date: 02/01/2013 09:26 AM
Subject: Otter Creek Comments concerning EIS

February 1, 2013 
Montana Dep’t of Environmental Quality
and
Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation
Via Electronic Transmission: OtterCreekEIS@mt.gov
 
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement, Otter Creek Mine Permit Application
 
Dear Agency Co-leads:
Protect Whatcom is a grassroots organization located in Whatcom County, Washington. Our 
mission related to increasing public awareness of the impacts related to exporting Powder 
River Basin coal from proposed terminals on the west coast, including but not limited to the 
proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal. We recognize that the Montana Environmental Policy 
Act no longer allows your agencies to consider impacts of proposed activities in your state 
beyond your border, but because of the nexus between this proposal and regional impacts 
in the Pacific Northwest states, we offer this comment and thank you in advance for your 
consideration.
Need for a Programmatic EIS. A study conducted by the Bureau of Business and Economic 
Research (hereinafter, “the BBER Study”) notes “the most significant indirect impact” of the 
proposed mine is the necessary expansion of the Tongue River Railroad (TRRR) to reach it.
[1] We would argue semantically this is incorrect, and that the TRRR 89-mile expansion 
necessary to reach the mine is a direct impact. But the relevant issue is that these 
proposals are related and dependent on each other because neither would occur but for the 
other. For that reason, the Otter Creek Mine EIS should be jointly-conducted as part of a 
programmatic EIS (PEIS) with co-leads for the TRRR expansion, particularly the Surface 
Transportation Board and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The Department of Natural 
Resources and Conservation is already a co-lead with the federal agencies on the TRRR EIS 
because condemnation, environmental impacts, etc., will occur on state trust lands. We 
believe a thorough analysis of the State’s fiduciary responsibility to trust beneficiaries 
requires a comprehensive cumulative analysis of impacts of both proposals.
Arch Coal owns a one-third interest in the TRRR along with BNSF and Forrest Mars. Arch 
also owns an interest in the proposed Millennium Bulk Logistics Terminal in Longview, 
Washington.[2] BNSF’s parent company, Berkshire Hathaway, invested heavily in Goldman 
Sachs, which subsequently invested heavily in Arch Coal. In short, the companies involved 
in all stages of activity related to the coal that would be mined in the Otter Creek Valley – 
the mining, rail transport, and export – are as interrelated as the activities themselves.
Need for an Economic Impact Analysis. The BBER Study, purportedly of economic impacts of 
the proposed Otter Creek Mine, was effectively deconstructed by Power Consulting, Inc.[3] 
and we incorporate those arguments by reference. Regardless of the geographic scope of 
the EIS under MEPA, cumulative direct and indirect impacts of the mine on the 
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environment, human health, and the state’s economy will be significant.
The BBER Study includes as an “impact” the jobs associated with necessary rail expansion 
of the TRRR without discussing property condemnation and impacts on rail communities 
associated with increased coal transport caused by the TRRR expansion. Further, they 
completely ignore the rail transport on BNSF lines beyond the TRRR expansion. Reasonably 
foreseeable future cumulative impacts on some communities in Montana may include coal 
trains from other mines bound for “existing and proposed” terminals on the west coast. 
Currently, five terminals are proposed in Washington and Oregon, with a combined export 
volume of 150 million metric tons per annum (mmta). (See Ex. 1 at the end of this 
comment.) Moving that quantity of coal would require nearly 50 trains per day, going and 
coming, if  each train were 1.6 miles long. A full analysis of economic impacts on Montana 
would include but not be limited to a an analysis of past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable future rail impacts on communities including need for subsidization for 
expansion (e.g., addition of sidings or tracks) or upgrades of existing rail infrastructure, 
need for new tracks, traffic impacts at at-grade crossings and need for grade changes 
and/or quiet zones, etc.
Similarly, a comprehensive economic impact analysis would anticipate the probability Arch 
Coal will eventually opt to pay a fee in lieu of reclamation,[4] leaving the full cost of 
reclamation to be borne by the state. That cost, in addition to costs associated with any 
necessary upgrades to filtration systems for drinking water supplies, environmental cleanup, 
etc., must be measured.
Health impacts associated with increased exposure to diesel particulates from increased coal 
train traffic equals health care costs borne by individuals directly or through their insurers; 
the public through taxpayer-supported programs such as Medicare and Medicaid; and health 
care providers which absorb some of the cost due to unpaid and unreimbursed billables.
The above examples are not comprehensive, but merely intended to be illustrative of the 
fact that all significant adverse impacts have associated costs which must be measured 
because it is only the net  economic contribution of a proposed activity that is socially 
relevant in the permitting context.
The Public Trust Doctrine. The Montana Land Board granted a lease to Arch Coal to mine all 
of the coal at the Otter Creek Mine for export in spite of the fact that the mine is on school 
trust land and the state has a responsibility to manage the mineral assets in the best 
interest for current and future generations of Montana children. The economic impact 
analysis discussed above should determine how the state, as trustee, can maximize its 
stream of royalty revenue received for the benefit of the state’s schools rather than simply 
allow the most easily-mined coal to be extracted today. Further, given that the coal would 
be mined for export to another country rather than for use in this country for energy 
generation, the state must consider the lack of benefit to trust beneficiaries and state 
residents of “keeping the coal in the ground” until it would be mined for domestic 
consumption.
Mitigation. Reclamation after abandonment of surface mines is controversial because while 
the legal requirements are clear on paper, enforcement is virtually nonexistent.[5] This has 
huge implications for water security because absent reclamation, precipitation captures 
particles when it falls on exposed surface mine sites long after they’re abandoned, carrying 
the elements in coal – mercury, lead, selenium, uranium, cadmium, etc. – to downstream 
water sources and soils. At that point, the public incurs the expense of increased water 
filtration for drinking water sources, but the environmental consequences and impacts on 
plants and animal life may not be capable of mitigation. Because the Otter Creek mine is on 
lands held in trust for the state’s children’s educational future, the tradeoff for immediate 
income to the state should not be the quality of their drinking water and environment in the 
future. One possible mitigation to prevent  this would be to permit mining in stages and limit 
the volume to be removed to specific geographic sites in each stage, requiring completion of 
reclamation of a stage of mining before the next stage may begin. Absent such a mitigation, 



what may well occur – as currently occurs elsewhere throughout the region – is the 
proponent eventually paying a fee in lieu of reclamation because it is so much cheaper, 
leaving the real cost of reclamation to be borne by the state. That, of course, negates any 
current economic benefit to the state of leasing the land for mining in the first place, and is 
a violation of the state’s fiduciary responsibility to the beneficiaries of those trust lands.
Reasonable Alternatives. The BBER Study suggests an alternatives analysis should consider 
two things only: the economic contribution of granting the permit (and Power Consulting, 
Inc. questions the numbers used by BBER) and the lack of contribution that results from not 
granting the permit. First, as argued above, BBER completely ignores economic costs 
associated with significant adverse impacts of mining and related impacts, most notably rail 
transport. It is highly likely that it economically benefits Montana to deny the permits when 
all costs are calculated. Second, BBER ignores reasonable alternatives such as using the 
land to generate wind energy. Regardless of the legal implications of the lease Arch 
obtained from the state, the current EIS relates to the permit to mine coal and that EIS 
should consider as a reasonable alternative the social benefit derived from some other 
activity on that land other than mining coal, particularly when there are so many alternative 
sites in the state from which coal can be mined that do not require a new rail line.
Thank you in advance for your attention. Please feel free to contact me should you have any 
questions at (541-981-2882).
Sincerely,
 
Peter Goodman  2660 NW 18th Ave. Albany, Oregon 97321  

Cc: Surface Transportation Board (EIS Lead, Tongue River Railroad, reference: STB Docket 
No. FD-30186)
Via electronic transmission: blodgettk@stb.dot.gov
and
President’s Council on Environmental Quality
Via electronic transmission: FN-CEQ-OpenGov@ceq.eop.gov
[1] Patrick M. Barkey and Paul E. Polzin, Bureau of Business and Economic Research 
(BBER). “The Impact of Otter Creek Coal Development on the Montana Economy,” at May 7, 
2012. Online January 29, 2013, at 8, 
http://www.bber.umt.edu/pubs/econ/OtterCreekFinalReport.pdf (hereinafter “BBER 
Study”). The Montana Contractor’s Association contracted that study to measure economic 
“impacts” of the proposed Otter Creek Mine, though all impacts are framed as benefits.
[2] The BBER Study notes that while domestic demand for PRB coal is stable or declining, 
Asian demand is increasing, such that the most likely destination for coal from the proposed 
Otter Creek mine is existing and proposed terminals on the Pacific coast.. BBER Study at 8, 
16 (“Domestic markets are unlikely to provide significant growth for Montana coal.”).
[3] Thomas Michael Power and Donovan S. Power. “The ‘Economics’ of the Proposed Otter 
Creek Coal Mine: A Critique of One-Sided Economic Analysis,” prepared for the National 
Wildlife Federation, Montana Environmental Information Center, and Sierra Club, January 
2013.
[4] See generally Epstein, Harris, Johanna Wald and John Smillie. “Undermined Promise: 
Reclamation and Enforcement of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act 
1997-2007,” 2007. Joint Publication of the Natural Resource Defense Council and Western 
Organization of Resource Councils. Online January 29, 2013, at 
http://www.worc.org/userfiles/file/SMCRA%20Report.pdf.
[5] See, e.g



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 8 

Ref: 8EPR-N 

Ken Blodgett 
Office of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 

1595 Wynkoop Street 
DENVER, CO 80202-1129 

Phone 800-227-8917 
http://www.epa.gov/region08 

FEB (} 4 2013 

Office of Environmental Analysis 395 E Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20423 

Re: Scoping Comments for the Tongue River Railroad EIS 

Dear Mr. Blodgett: 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Surface Transportation Board's 
(STB' s) Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Tongue 
River Railroad Project (TRRR). The EPA's comments are provided pursuant to our authorities under the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, and the Clean Water Act. 

The TRRR, proposed by the Tongue River Railroad Company, Inc., involves construction of a 42 mile 
rail line, known as the "Colstrip Alternative." The Colstrip Alternative would generally parallel Greenleaf 
Road (S-447) and runs from the main Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) rail line near Colstrip to two 
ending points, one at the proposed Otter Creek coal mine in the Otter Creek area east of Ashland, 
Montana, and another near the site of the previously planned Montco mine near Ashland. 

In addition to looking at direct impacts in the immediate vicinity of the proposed rail line, e.g., impacts to 
air quality and aquatic resources, including water quality, stream morphology, groundwater and habitat, 
CEQ regulations (Section 1502.16) instruct agencies to consider other effects that are reasonably 
foreseeable. Thus, in addition to considering the impacts occurring at and near the site of the TRRR, we 
recommend that the EIS evaluate the potential impacts of increased traffic on the existing rail lines and 
more frequent coal trains on communities in Montana. We also recommend evaluating whether there may 
be additional impacts to communities beyond Montana along the main rail corridors. The evaluation 
would appropriately include the potential increases in fugitive coal dust and diesel emissions that would 
accompany the additional rail traffic, and the potential related human health impacts to communities 
along the proposed route. These types of impacts are exactly the kind of reasonably foreseeable potential 
impacts that NEP A was designed to address. 

Other reasonably foreseeable impacts that we recommend be evaluated in the EIS include the potential 
impacts from construction and operation of the TRRR-serviced coal mines and combustion of the coal 
transported by TRRR. The stated purpose of the TRRR is transporting coal from the proposed Otter Creek 
coal mine and potentially the previously planned Montco coal mine to coal users. We would recommend 
using existing models to review the reasonably foreseeable potential for air and water quality impacts in 



the United States of the coal combustion. The life cycle greenhouse gas emissions associated with the 
project are also appropriate to consider in this analysis. The methodologies for conducting that analysis 
are available and well developed; the SIB could draw on the good examples of life cycle greenhouse gas 
emissions included in NEPA analyses by other federal agencies. 

We also note that several Tribes, including the Northern Cheyenne, the Crow, and several bands of the 
Sioux Nation have expressed interest in the proposed project, and we believe it will be important that the 
STB engage in meaningful government to government consultations with these Tribes. In particular, we 
are aware members of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe have raised questions over potential impacts to the 
Tongue River and Tongue River Valley. 

The enclosed detailed comments elaborate on the above points and other recommendations. We 
appreciate the coordination you have carried out to date. The EPA has expertise and data that may be 
useful to you in preparing your analysis of potential impacts, and we are prepared to provide technical 
assistance, including more detailed information on recommended approaches for modeling and predicting 
impacts and suggestions for potential mitigation measures. If you have any questions, please contact me 
at (303) 312-6776 or by electronic mail at hestmark.martin@epa.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Jv1~L I~f-.-~ 
Martin Hestmark 
Assistant Regional Administrator 
Office of Ecosystems Protection and Remediation 

Enclosure 
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The EPA Detailed Scoping Comments on the Surface Transportation Board's Notice ofIntent to 
Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Tongue River Railroad 

We recommend that the STB coordinate with the State of Montana during preparation of the EIS, 
since many of the issues that will likely be addressed in the EIS overlap with work the State is 
performing. For example, the State is preparing an EIS for the proposed Otter Creek, pursuant to 
the Montana Environmental Policy Act (MEPA). 

I. Air Ouali ty 

Emissions Sources - As part of the evaluation of emissions associated with the project, we 
recommend providing details on projected daily peak and average train traffic. We also suggest 
including information about the timing and duration of the mining at Otter Creek and Montco, as 
well as the estimated mine acreage that will be disturbed at anyone time. 

Blasting - We recommend the EIS discuss practices in use at coal mines in the Powder River 
Basin for reducing NOx emissions. The EPA can provide examples of these practices. 

Modeling, Air Quality Workgroup and Area wide Air Emission Studies - We recommend that the 
EIS include far-field air quality modeling because of the proximity to the Northern Cheyenne 
Class I airshed as well as the TRRR and mines' potential contributions to cumulative impacts on 
AQRVs, such as visibility. Near-field modeling may be warranted depending on the anticipated 
emission levels from the coal mines and the TRRR. We can provide recommendations for 
modeling protocols based on the emission information the STB develops. 

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM), the EPA and other agencies have been working on air 
quality modeling and air quality analysis for energy projects in this geographic area for several 
decades. We recommend that the STB consult with BLM and other agencies on the scope of the 
project's air quality analysis, the results of the analysis, and identification of available mitigation 
measures. 

We recommend including an analysis of visibility degradation and PSD increment consumption 
from the project alone and cumulative emissions because of the proximity of the project to 
sensitive receptor areas and modeled air quality impacts. Cumulative impact air quality modeling 
prepared by the BLM for coal mines in the Powder River Basin l determined that air quality would 
be above the PSD increments on the Northern Cheyenne reservation for 24-hour PM IO and S02. 
Depending on the level of development for the coal mines and operation of the TRRR, the Powder 
River Basin modeling predicted an increase of up to 60 days of visibility impacts in the Northern 
Cheyenne Class I airshed. In light of this issue, we recommend that in addition to the air quality 
analysis commitments identified in the STB's Notice of Intent, the EIS analyze impacts of the 
TRRR and associated coal mines on air quality-related values (AQRVs), including visibility, III 

Class I areas and sensitive Class" areas. 

We anticipate that the State's future permits for the coal mines will include requirements related to 
design measures and emissions controls. We recommend that the STB integrate into the analysis 
design measures that are likely to be imposed by the State and identify these measures as permit
related conditions in the baseline emission inventory. 

1 See http://www.blm.gov/wv/st/en/programs/energy/Coal Resources/PRB Coallprbdocs.html 
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The BLM has also initiated a major air quality study related to Resource Management Plan EISs 
in Montana and South Dakota. The primary focus of this effort is to assess current air quality, 
analyze potential air quality impacts and identify mitigation measures for BLM-authorized oil and 
gas development. The draft EISs, scheduled to be issued in the next several months, will contain 
air quality information that may be useful for the TRRR analysis. 

2. Water Resources 

Water Quality - We recommend that the EIS summarize existing water quality conditions and 
evaluate the potential water quality impacts from the TRRR and the mines. We recommend that 
this evaluation include information about water quality standards of the State of Montana and the 
Northern Cheyenne Tribe as well as any impaired waters that may exist in the project area, and 
those constituents that are likely to be released from the TRRR and the mines. 

We recommend the STB consider the EPA's Water Quality Assessment for the Tongue River 
Watershed. This assessment is located at: 
http://www.epa.gov/region8/water/monitoringffongue%20River''1020Assessment%20Report%20F 
lNAL%20DRAFT%208-2-07.pdf 

With respect to nonpoint source pollution, the EPA recommends the STB consider our guidance 
document - National Management Measures to Control Nonpoint Source Pollution from 
Hydromodification (EPA 841-B-07-002, July 2007) at: 
http://www.epa.gov/owowINPS/hydromod/. This document describes practices that can be used to 
reduce impacts from activities associated with channelization, channel modification, and stream 
bank and shoreline erosion. 

Wetland and Riparian Habitat - We recommend evaluating impacts to creeks, springs, coulees, 
wetlands and riparian habitat that may be affected by the project, including changes in 
groundwater or surface water flows caused by embankments. 

Geomorphology- The EPA also recommends analyzing the impacts to the stream morphology of 
the Tongue River and Otter Creek. This would include a discussion of existing and proposed 
artificial bank stabilization structures, agricultural practices adjacent to these water bodies, and 
constrictions placed on the river channel and floodplain, including bridges and levees. We 
recommend that the EIS analyze impacts to fluvial geomorphology, bank stability and floodplains 
such as downcutting and/or channel widening, and bank destabilization. 

Water Ouantity 

We recommend analyzing any impacts to water quantity such as changes in streamflow, additional 
uses of surface or ground water, ground water depletions, and reductions in ground water 
recharge. 

3. Environmental Justice 

We recommend incorporating a discussion of environmental justice into the impact analyses for 
air, water, socioeconomics, and traffic particularly considering the proximity of the Northern 
Cheyenne and Crow reservations. Because the direct and indirect impacts of this project could 
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affect different populations, we recommend that the environmental justice analysis correlate 
specific resource impacts to specific communities. The EPA notes that the Northern Cheyenne 
Tribe considers the Tongue River and Tongue River Valley to be places of cultural and spiritual 
significance. 

4. Mitigation and Control Measures 

It would be helpful to include a section in the EIS that summarizes all of the mitigation and 
control measures that will be implemented for the TRRR and are available for the coal mines. We 
recommend including the following key information: 

• Whether or not implementation of the measure is required by the STB or any other 
governmental entity, 

• What entity will be implementing the measure, 
• All necessary permits, including coal mining and reclamation permits, water permits, and 

air permits, 
• Any dust control or other mitigation measures required by BNSF for coal trains or railcars. 

5 



Fw: Docket No. FD 30186
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 02/06/2013 09:18 AM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 02/06/2013 09:18 AM -----

From: Robert Broska <rbroska@yahoo.com>
To: BlodgettK@stb.dot.gov
Date: 02/05/2013 10:16 PM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186
Sent by: Greenpeace <info@wdc.greenpeace.org>

Feb 5, 2013

Ken Blodgett

Dear Blodgett,

Attention of: Mr. Ken Blodgett

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River
Railroad should analyze the following:

Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the
"public convenience and necessity" as required for a body to
get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This
railroad would serve only one coal company giant, Arch Coal, which
intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries.  The
public neither needs nor would be convenienced by this rail line.
Instead, the rail line would be a disservice to the community, the
region and the planet, and would cause more than minor inconveniences.

Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and
infringe on property rights. This railroad would cause fires, spread
invasive weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make
ranching and farming more difficult and expensive, split ranch land in
half and separate fields from the river, and shift the liability of
train crossings to the landowner.

Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home
to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as upland birds.
Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it
serves would seriously degrade this excellent sportsman's resource.

Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and potentially
worsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles City in the
winter with ice jams.

Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of recreation
areas near Miles City.

Infrastructure, traffic and safety: Taxes would go up for residents in
communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for
shipment. The proposed railroad would increase coal train traffic
substantially causing traffic delays, noise, diesel pollution and
safety issues at crossings. Coping with the increased traffic would
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require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers.

Greenhouse gas and diesel pollution:  The Tongue River Railroad would
allow publicly owned coal that should stay in the ground to be burned
in Chinese and other Asian countries' dirty power plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The
greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the
coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast
terminals, shipped overseas by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled
in Asia to the plants.  Increased mercury deposition from Asian coal
fired plants will also impact those who catch and eat fish in Montana
and other western states.

Sincerely,

Robert Broska
1393 Bonair Rd
Vista, CA 92084-4164
(760) 630-5891



Fw: EIS Otter Creek Mine
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 02/07/2013 09:02 AM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 02/07/2013 09:02 AM -----

From: Judith Akins <sunsetjam@gmail.com>
To: OtterCreekEIS@mt.gov
Cc: blodgettk@stb.dot.gov, FN-CEQ-OpenGov@ceq.eop.gov
Date: 02/07/2013 12:43 AM
Subject: EIS Otter Creek Mine

Judith Akins
2174 E  Birch St.
Bellingham, WA 98229
February 5, 2013

As you see I live on the west coast and along the train route to Cherry Point, the proposed 
terminal, where, if all the plans are approved, the coal will be sent to Asian markets. I also live 
near our drinking source, Lake Whatcom, where the water already has high concentrates of 
mercury directly from the Chinese coal burning plants, as scientists have proven.  I am very 
concerned about this threat to our global environment that is being proposed by shipping our US 
coal to Asian ports. I have been watching the recent news from China which they now are 
building domes over areas of cities to allow people to breathe  cleaner air while they go about 
their daily activitiesr. I have been following this issue for some time and below are e main points 
which I have researched along with others.

There are several issues that need to be studied before this proposal should or should not go 
forward. Therefore, I am requesting that the EIS include for study:

Overall Public Convenience and Necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the “public 
convenience and necessity” which I understand is what is required in order for a body to get the 
power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This railroad would serve only one coal 
company giant, Arch Coal, not the general public and it's sole purpose is to sell our natural 
resource of coal to China and other Asian countries. This serves only the wealthiest 1%. 

Environmental Pollution: A study of the direct effects that these coal trains will have on the 
people, animals, land, water and air caused from the increased diesel pollution and coal dust 
which blows off these trains must be conducted. Contamination of mercury, lead, arsenic and 
other heavy metals must be measured to see it's effect on all living organisms in this area. 

Impacts on Property Values: The project would devalue property (especially along river 
front)and infringe on property rights. Will the railroad  cause fires, spread weeds,  and make 
ranching and farming more difficult because it will split ranch land in half and separate fields 
from the river ?  Will the liability of train crossings be shifted to the landowner, taxpayers and 
county budget responsibilities, while returning no financial rewards to these parties?
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Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley has one of the last remaining in-tact wildlife habitats in the 
world and is home to outstanding elk and mule deer populations, as well as upland birds. 
Allowing the industrialization of this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it serves will 
seriously degrade this excellent sportsman resource now and for future generations. 

Flooding: The railroad bed will act as an earthen dam and potentially worsen the flooding 
problems now experienced in Miles City in the winter with ice jams. Who will be held liable for 
this loos of life and/or property?

Noise/Quality of Life: The amount of loud trains rumbling through this valley will both ruin the 
quiet enjoyment of all the residents near Miles City, along with nearby recreation areas, but will 
also have a detrimental effect in disrupting the animal habit and breeding in this area. Please 
study the impact of heavy laden trains on nearby  farm/ranch livestock.

Infrastructure and Traffic: Taxes will go up for residents communities along the rail lines as the 
coal heads to coastal ports for shipment do to the needed infrastructure. This railroad will 
increase coal train traffic substantially causing traffic delays, noise, and diesel pollution. The 
only way to live with this increased traffic will require expensive over passes and safety 
crossing, not paid for by the railroad purposing this expansion, but are paid for primarily by local 
taxpayers and city governments. What will the cost be on the communities along the rail.

The Tongue River Railroad will take our natural resource which should stay in the ground, but 
instead be burned in China and will fuel intolerable, decades-long increases in Carbon Dioxide 
emissions. How can this be mitigated?

The greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the coal. It must be 
mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to purposed West Coast terminals, shipped overseas by 
ships fueled by diesel, and then transported throughout China to it's coal fired energy plants. 
There are better alternatives that are available today and must be used today for the sake of the 
planet and civilizations future. We each have a responsibility to do what is right, just and 
sustainable for today and future generations. As responsible citizens given the job to protect it's 
people and it's overall community, I ask you to do just that and conduct an expansive EIS 
covering all of the topics listed above.

Sincerely,
Judith Akins



Fw: Docket No. FD 30186
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 02/20/2013 08:52 AM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 02/20/2013 08:52 AM -----

From: Robert Pougnier <rpougnier@gmail.com>
To: BlodgettK@stb.dot.gov
Date: 02/18/2013 11:30 AM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186
Sent by: Greenpeace <info@wdc.greenpeace.org>

Feb 18, 2013

Ken Blodgett

Dear Blodgett,

Attention of: Mr. Ken Blodgett

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River
Railroad should analyze the following:

Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the
"public convenience and necessity" as required for a body to
get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This
railroad would serve only one coal company giant, Arch Coal, which
intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries.  The
public neither needs nor would be convenienced by this rail line.
Instead, the rail line would be a disservice to the community, the
region and the planet, and would cause more than minor inconveniences.

Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and
infringe on property rights. This railroad would cause fires, spread
invasive weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make
ranching and farming more difficult and expensive, split ranch land in
half and separate fields from the river, and shift the liability of
train crossings to the landowner.

Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home
to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as upland birds.
Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it
serves would seriously degrade this excellent sportsman's resource.

Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and potentially
worsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles City in the
winter with ice jams.

Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of recreation
areas near Miles City.

Infrastructure, traffic and safety: Taxes would go up for residents in
communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for
shipment. The proposed railroad would increase coal train traffic
substantially causing traffic delays, noise, diesel pollution and
safety issues at crossings. Coping with the increased traffic would
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require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers.

Greenhouse gas and diesel pollution:  The Tongue River Railroad would
allow publicly owned coal that should stay in the ground to be burned
in Chinese and other Asian countries' dirty power plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The
greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the
coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast
terminals, shipped overseas by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled
in Asia to the plants.  Increased mercury deposition from Asian coal
fired plants will also impact those who catch and eat fish in Montana
and other western states.

Sincerely,

Robert Pougnier
178 Porter Brook Rd
East Hardwick, VT 05836-9686
(802) 472-5384



Fw: Docket No. FD 30186
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 02/21/2013 02:19 PM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 02/21/2013 02:19 PM -----

From: Rachel Wyon <r.wyon2010@gmail.com>
To: BlodgettK@stb.dot.gov
Date: 02/21/2013 01:05 PM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186
Sent by: Greenpeace <info@wdc.greenpeace.org>

Feb 21, 2013

Ken Blodgett

Dear Blodgett,

Attention of: Mr. Ken Blodgett

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River
Railroad should analyze the following:

Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the
"public convenience and necessity" as required for a body to
get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This
railroad would serve only one coal company giant, Arch Coal, which
intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries.  The
public neither needs nor would be convenienced by this rail line.
Instead, the rail line would be a disservice to the community, the
region and the planet, and would cause more than minor inconveniences.

Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and
infringe on property rights. This railroad would cause fires, spread
invasive weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make
ranching and farming more difficult and expensive, split ranch land in
half and separate fields from the river, and shift the liability of
train crossings to the landowner.

Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home
to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as upland birds.
Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it
serves would seriously degrade this excellent sportsman's resource.

Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and potentially
worsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles City in the
winter with ice jams.

Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of recreation
areas near Miles City.

Infrastructure, traffic and safety: Taxes would go up for residents in
communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for
shipment. The proposed railroad would increase coal train traffic
substantially causing traffic delays, noise, diesel pollution and
safety issues at crossings. Coping with the increased traffic would

WaylandJ
Typewritten Text

WaylandJ
Typewritten Text
EI-20125



require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers.

Greenhouse gas and diesel pollution:  The Tongue River Railroad would
allow publicly owned coal that should stay in the ground to be burned
in Chinese and other Asian countries' dirty power plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The
greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the
coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast
terminals, shipped overseas by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled
in Asia to the plants.  Increased mercury deposition from Asian coal
fired plants will also impact those who catch and eat fish in Montana
and other western states.

Sincerely,

Rachel Wyon
283 Sidney St
Cambridge, MA 02139-4825
(617) 876-6639



Fw: Docket No. FD 30186
Kenneth Blodgett  to: Joshua Wayland 02/06/2013 02:03 PM

----- Forwarded by Kenneth Blodgett/STB on 02/06/2013 02:03 PM -----

From: Doug Morehouse <dkm437@yahoo.com>
To: BlodgettK@stb.dot.gov
Date: 02/06/2013 12:17 PM
Subject: Docket No. FD 30186
Sent by: Greenpeace <info@wdc.greenpeace.org>

Feb 6, 2013

Ken Blodgett

Dear Blodgett,

Attention of: Mr. Ken Blodgett

The environmental impact statement for the proposed Tongue River
Railroad should analyze the following:

Public convenience and necessity: This proposed railroad is not for the
"public convenience and necessity" as required for a body to
get the power of eminent domain and condemnation authority. This
railroad would serve only one coal company giant, Arch Coal, which
intends to sell the coal to China and other Asian countries.  The
public neither needs nor would be convenienced by this rail line.
Instead, the rail line would be a disservice to the community, the
region and the planet, and would cause more than minor inconveniences.

Impacts on property values: The project would devalue property and
infringe on property rights. This railroad would cause fires, spread
invasive weeds, devalue property (especially riverfront property), make
ranching and farming more difficult and expensive, split ranch land in
half and separate fields from the river, and shift the liability of
train crossings to the landowner.

Wildlife: The Tongue River Valley is rich in wildlife habitat and home
to outstanding elk and mule deer populations as well as upland birds.
Industrializing this valley with a railroad and the coal strip mine it
serves would seriously degrade this excellent sportsman's resource.

Flooding: The railroad bed would act as an earthen dam and potentially
worsen the flooding problems now experienced in Miles City in the
winter with ice jams.

Noise: The loud trains would ruin the quiet enjoyment of recreation
areas near Miles City.

Infrastructure, traffic and safety: Taxes would go up for residents in
communities along the rail lines as the coal heads to coastal ports for
shipment. The proposed railroad would increase coal train traffic
substantially causing traffic delays, noise, diesel pollution and
safety issues at crossings. Coping with the increased traffic would
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require expensive over passes and safety crossing which are paid for
primarily by local taxpayers.

Greenhouse gas and diesel pollution:  The Tongue River Railroad would
allow publicly owned coal that should stay in the ground to be burned
in Chinese and other Asian countries' dirty power plants and will fuel
intolerable, decades-long increases in carbon dioxide emissions. The
greenhouse gas costs of Otter Creek coal go far beyond just burning the
coal. It must be mined, hauled by trains fueled by diesel to West Coast
terminals, shipped overseas by ships fueled by diesel, and then hauled
in Asia to the plants.  Increased mercury deposition from Asian coal
fired plants will also impact those who catch and eat fish in Montana
and other western states.

Sincerely,

Doug Morehouse
437 Bayou Rd
Kalispell, MT 59901-6570
(406) 752-0825
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