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#EI-19084

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Mary Lee Reese Date Received: 11/26/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 11/26/2012

Submitter's Comments
I strongly oppose the construction of the Tongue River Railroad and increased coal-for-export traffic throughout Montana.
This proposal would negatively affect eastern Montana as well as all towns along the route to the shipping locations by
requiring taxpayers to shoulder the cost of infrastructure upgrades through Montana towns and by condemning private land
for corporate profit, just to fuel competing Asian economies.

It would also irreparably damage the Tongue River Valley and all of its agricultural, historical, and cultural resources.
Ranchers and farmers have made living in this valley for generations, and the TRR would harm property values and ag
operations.

I urge you to consider these impacts in the scope of the environmental impact statement, to act upon the statewide
opposition to this project, and to pursue the no-action alternative.
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#EI-19085

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Angela Kociolek Date Received: 11/26/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 11/26/2012

Submitter's Comments
Dear Mr. Blodgett-

I am very concerned about the impact of coal mining on the Tongue River Watershed and the place I call home. As I
understand it, IF the proposal goes through, coal trains could rumble through Bozeman and other towns on the way to the
West coast causing unnecessary disturbance in their wake. It would be unconscionable to not include impacts statements
(environmental and otherwise) on the cities and towns through which the impacting element would travel. This is a no-brainer.
The whole proposal is dubious because what we need is clean energy and protection of our precious natural resources - not a
project like this. Thank you for your attention and for including cities and towns like Bozeman in the impact research.
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#EI-19086

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Rosemary Burton Date Received: 11/26/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 11/26/2012

Submitter's Comments
Dear Mr. Blodgett,
I am extremely concerned about the impacts that so many additional train will make as they pass through Bozeman from the
Tongue River to western ports. What really bugs me is the delay at train crossings. the added noise, dust and train pollution
with all these trains passing through. More than anything, I can't believe that digging up and selling more coal to eager
markets in the far east is still considered in this day and age. Can't you see how dirty coal is? Is everyone turning a blind eye
to all the pollution coal plants produce? Are pockets so deep that selling coal, which is responsible for so may greenhouse
gasses, is more important than cleaning the air we breather and leaving a decent planet for our kids? Do you have kids? Is
this the legacy you want to leave for them? Do the responsible thing, becaoue that old saying about how "We all live
downwind" is going to jump up and bite us in the butt. The whole planet is downwind of coal emissions and you have the
power to make a difference. i implore you to prevent this action from going forward.
Regards,
rosemary burton
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#EI-19087

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Ryan Krueger Date Received: 11/26/2012
  Group: Wilderness Recreation Partnership Date of Letter: 11/26/2012

Submitter's Comments
To Whom It May Concern,

I am troubled that an EIS for construction of a railroad hauling a known toxic substance would not look at the full impact on all
Montana citizens and wildlife; from where the coal is generated to where it is ultimately consumed. We are no longer being
afforded an environmental carte blanche when it comes to personal responsibility in the name profit. Where this coal goes
and what impact it has on it's complete life cycle journey is one of the fight's of this generation. There is a strong political will
to see the Tongue River area preserved, but more than that, we need a long-term plan that is not myopic in it's scope for
energy extraction.

As an avid climber I utilize the man-made climbing boulders scattered around town. One of my favorites is near the railroad
tracks and the depot made famous by Robert Redford in A River Runs Through It. During the summer months trains laden
with coal, destined for China not for the preservation of our own energy security in the US, role by that boulder numerous
times an hour. The effects on air quality, especially the release of increased amount of particulate matter, DOES have an
environmental impact that should be taken into account.

I hope the comments you receive in this process help you to see that we as Montanans and Americans are tired of seeing not
only our resources whole-sale sold to countries that have no ties to this country and do not care about our health BUT also
that a lack of effort, doing the bare minimum EIS, is nothing more than bending to this desire by making a cheap buck today
and passing the costs on to the folks of tomorrow. Would you do that to your own family? Friends? Community members?

I encourage you to go above and beyond what is asked you. Be proud of what you accomplish and stand behind the
information you generate. Then you and your fellow citizens can make the most informed decision together.

Thank you for your time,

Ryan Krueger
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#EI-19088

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Kristin Wimberg Date Received: 11/26/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 11/26/2012

Submitter's Comments
Regarding the Tongue River Railroad proposal, please make sure the new Environmental Impact Analysis examines all
impacts to the environment, climate, culture and archeologic resources. Regarding Bozeman, MT specifically, please
examine the impact of increased traffic patterns and any potential changes in air quality.
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#EI-19089

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Darren Long Date Received: 11/26/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 11/26/2012

Submitter's Comments
Dear Ken,

I am writing to oppose the application for a permit to allow construction of the Tongue River Railroad in eastern Montana for
transporting coal. This unnecessary train traffic would have adverse impacts on my hometown of Bozeman, not to mention
the environmental impact on the beautiful Tongue River Valley from the coal that is proposed to be mined there. I also urge
you to consider the serious climate impacts of fossil fuel use in this and other transportation projects. As you know, this
railroad is already opposed by a majority of local landowners, citizens of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe, hunters and anglers
and conservationists in eastern Montana. In fact, during the evening public hearings, (in Forsyth, Ashland, Lame Deer and
Miles City) only a single person spoke in favor of the railroad. Please do not put commercial interests in front of the interests
of the citizens of Montana and the U.S. 

Thank you,

Darren Long
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#EI-19090

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Kathryn Kasic Date Received: 11/26/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 11/26/2012

Submitter's Comments
I strongly the impacts to Bozeman should be taken into consideration for coal transport.
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#EI-19091

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Gary Weiner Date Received: 11/26/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 11/26/2012

Submitter's Comments
Building a new port on the west coast to process a dramatic increase in coal delivered from eastern Montana will absolutely
cause significant impacts to my community of bozeman, MT, as well as many other communities through which additional
coal trains will pass. Impacts of the port project can not be accurately characterized by assessing only the local, port-area
effec6ts. raffic delays, requiring infrastructure upgrades, increased noise, worsened air pollution, slower emergency response
times - all are significant impacts to the many communities through which the additional trains will pass, and must be
analyzed in the EIS. To do an adequate job, the COE MUST analyze cumulative impacts.
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#EI-19092

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Daniel Krueger Date Received: 11/26/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 11/26/2012

Submitter's Comments
I think that the prospect of establishing coal trains from the Tongue River Valley through Bozeman is not an innovative
solution to our nations energy crisis. By shipping this coal out of the US, you do not nourish our nations economy and you
contribute to countries poor energy plans that are ruining our environment on a global scale. Although renewable resources
can be a large initial investment, it will bring jobs to back to the US, improve you impact on nature, is the way of the future,
and will become very profitable in the future. Think about how the world around you is changing, hotter winters, floods,
drought across the Midwest. These are a result of carbon emissions by fossil fuels.
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#EI-19093

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Tom Tully Date Received: 11/27/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 11/27/2012

Submitter's Comments
I strongly oppose the construction of the Tongue River Railroad and increased coal-for-export traffic throughout Montana.
Requiring taxpayers to shoulder the cost of infrastructure upgrades through Montana towns and condemning private land for
corporate profit, just to sell coal to Asia is yet one more instance of short term gain with long term negative impacts to the
land, air, water and rural communities in SE Montana.
It would also irreparably damage the Tongue River Valley and all of its agricultural, historical, and cultural resources.
Ranchers and farmers have made living in this valley for generations, and the TRR would harm property values and ag
operations.

I urge you to consider these impacts in the scope of the environmental impact statement and to pursue the no-action
alternative.

Sincerely,
Tom Tully
2210 Pryor Ln
Billings, MT 59102
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406 N. Cheyenne Ave. 
Hardin MT 59034 

Phone: (406) 665-9274 
Fax: (406) 665-2719 

Email: edo@hardinmt.com 
www.tworiversauthority.org 

Jeffrey S. McDowell, Executive Director 
 

 
November 27, 2012 
 
Ken Blodgett 
Surface Transportation Board 
395 E St SW 
Washington DC  20423-0001 
 
 
Re: Environmental filing, Docket No. FD 30186 
 
Mr. Blodgett: 
 
In regard to the above docket relating to the proposed Tongue River Railroad, Two Rivers Authority is a proponent of 
building this rail line. 
 
Relative to the 15 listed impact categories, a rail line is minimally disruptive compared to other transportation modes. A rail 
line, with the exception of sidings, uses less functional right-of-way than even a two-lane gravel road. 
 
Railroads and trains cross Montana with minimal environmental effects and tremendous economic benefits, both as primary-
industry employers with economic ripple effects and as property-tax payers. 
 
Eastern Montana has been losing population because of the lack of economic opportunity. The Tongue River Railroad offers 
a chance to affect this situation in a positive way. 
 
Lastly, I would like to address one particular claim of opponents to the railroad: coal dust. More than 10 coal trains, loaded 
and empty, travel past Hardin daily. You would need scientific instruments to detect any coal dust coming from these trains. 
It is further my understanding that BNSF, in particular, is addressing this issue by applying sealant at the mine-mouth loading 
stations. 
 
If I may be of further assistance regarding this matter, please let me know. 
 
Regards, 

 
Jeffrey S. McDowell 
Executive Director 

mailto:edo@hardinmt.com�
http://www.tworiversauthority.org/�
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#EI-19098

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: LeAnn Rhodes Date Received: 11/27/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 11/27/2012

Submitter's Comments
As recent business owner in Powder River County and now a employee of Powder River County I understand the positive
effect the Tongue River Railroad will bring to our local area. I also understand the positive effects using natural resources for
utilities in lowering the cost. I do support the Tongue River Railroad.
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#EI-19099

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Greg Gordon Date Received: 11/27/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 11/27/2012

Submitter's Comments
In addressing the environmental impact of the proposed Tongue River Railroad, the Surface Transportation Board needs to
consider the following:
1. The cumulative impacts of leasing and development of the Otter Creek tracts. The reality is that the TRRR and Otter Creek
are inexorably linked. The reason for building the TRRR is to access and ship coal strip mined from Otter Creek; the railroad
serves no other purpose. Therefore the EIS for the TRRR needs to include a full assessment of the environmental impacts of
coal development of Otter Creek and the subsequent impacts that will reverberate throughout the Tongue River Valley. 
2. The need for the railroad. Since the TRRR only serves one entity—Arch Coal, the STB should assess whether the
proposed railroad meets the meets the requirement for public convenience and necessity.
3. Impacts on wildlife, including threatened and endangered species. The TRRR and the development of Otter Creek will
have significant impacts on myriad wildlife species. These impacts need to be analyzed in light of conversion of the entire
Tongue River Watershed being converted into an industrial zone. The cascading impacts to wildlife species that result from
the building the railroad and development of Otter Creek need to be address.
4. Impacts to quality of life. These include visual and aesthetic impacts, noise, traffic congestion, emergency vehicle
response time. The STB needs to analyze the substantial impact to the sense of place enjoyed by residents and visitors that
will result from conversion of an agricultural landscape to an industrial one. 
5. The EIS needs to examine the substantial contribution to climate change through the burning of 1.3 billion tons of coal that
building the TRRR will enable.

Image Attachment(s)

  TRRR comments.docx

TRRR comments.docx

http://www.stb.dot.gov/Ect1/ecorrespondence.nsf/UNID/55196D84A635F0AD85257AC4000E1AFA/$file/TRRR+comments.docx
http://www.stb.dot.gov/Ect1/ecorrespondence.nsf/db64cdb8cdd36a3985256d350060c037/55196d84a635f0ad85257ac4000e1afa/$FILE/TRRR%20comments.docx
http://www.stb.dot.gov/Ect1/ecorrespondence.nsf/db64cdb8cdd36a3985256d350060c037/55196d84a635f0ad85257ac4000e1afa/$FILE/TRRR%20comments.docx


In addressing the environmental impact of the proposed Tongue River Railroad, the Surface 
Transportation Board needs to consider the following: 

1. The cumulative impacts of leasing and development of the Otter Creek tracts.  The reality 
is that the TRRR and Otter Creek are inexorably linked.  The reason for building the 
TRRR is to access and ship coal strip mined from Otter Creek; the railroad serves no 
other purpose.  Therefore the EIS for the TRRR needs to include a full assessment of the 
environmental impacts of coal development of Otter Creek and the subsequent impacts 
that will reverberate throughout the Tongue River Valley.  

2. The need for the railroad.  Since the TRRR only serves one entity—Arch Coal, the STB 
should assess whether the proposed railroad meets the meets the requirement for public 
convenience and necessity. 

3. Impacts on wildlife, including threatened and endangered species.  The TRRR and the 
development of Otter Creek will have significant impacts on myriad wildlife species. 
These impacts need to be analyzed in light of conversion of the entire Tongue River 
Watershed being converted into an industrial zone.  The cascading impacts to wildlife 
species that result from the building the railroad and development of Otter Creek need to 
be address. 

4. Impacts to quality of life. These include visual and aesthetic impacts, noise, traffic 
congestion, emergency vehicle response time.  The STB needs to analyze the substantial 
impact to the sense of place enjoyed by residents and visitors that will result from 
conversion of an agricultural landscape to an industrial one.  

5. The EIS needs to examine the substantial contribution to climate change through the 
burning of 1.3 billion tons of coal that building the TRRR will enable.   
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#EI-19114

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Guy Dean Bateman Date Received: 12/01/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 12/01/2012

Submitter's Comments
I strongly oppose building the proposed Tongue River Railroad. 

Approval of the Tongue River railroad will have a major impact on Montanan's way of life, the health of our communities, and
our economy. We don’t want more dirty coal trains clogging up our rail  lines, disrupting our communities, and displacing the
hauling of Montana’s agricultural commodities.

The environmental analysis should include a full-blown environmental impact statement that comprehensively considers the
environmental and economic impacts this line will have on climate change, air pollution, water pollution, wildlife, agricultural
operations, communities, recreational opportunities, and rail  transport.

It is imperative that you consider the climate change impacts of digging, hauling, and burning 1.3 billion tons of coal. The
analysis must consider the possibility that a new rail line could lead to the digging, hauling and burning of other coal
resources in the area, contributing even more than the projected 2.6 billion tons of greenhouse gas emissions that will result
from the development of the Otter Creek tracts alone.

Thank you for your consideration.
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#EI-19115

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 30186 0
  Name of Sender: Collette Brooks-Hops Date Received: 12/02/2012
  Group: Date of Letter: 12/02/2012

Submitter's Comments
I am not a scientist. But I do live on the same planet as everyone else and I do understand that we are all connected in ways
that some folks are not paying attention to.
It’s about the air we all breathe when it comes to burning more coal. No matter where it’s burned; Asia, Montana, New Jersey
or England, it affects my house, my spaceship. This little spaceship does not have a large vacuum system for dirty air.
My question is: Why are we contributing to this disaster by continuing to extract this proven dirty and costly fossil fuel? Coal
that is sub grade and disallowed in this country because of EPA protections is going to return to us in about one week of
burning, compliments of China, in the form of arsenic, mercury and other pollutants in Montana air.
I don’t care where it comes from; Otter Creek, MT or Eagle Butte, Wy,. The end result is the same for Montanans: increased
pollution, more train noise, more traffic delays, increased costs for overpasses, underpasses and rail crossings, more diesel
fumes and increased health issues for all of us. 
Its time for all of us to take note of the consequences of our actions. . . short term thinking has long term consequences!
Thank you.



To:      Ken Blogett        Nov. 16, 2012 

Surface Transportation Board 

395 E St, SW, Washington, D.C., 20423-0001 

Environmental filing, Docket No. FD 30186   

From: Howard Christiansen 

PO Box 151 

Bozeman, MT  59771 

 

This letter concerns the proposal to build a railroad along the Tongue River for the 
export of coal from Montana to Asia.  A full environmental impact statement is critical in order 
to obtain a full and scientifically rigorous treatment of a global climate change made worse by 
the massive increase of inefficient burning of coal mined in Montana.  Carbon dioxide (CO2) 
produced by the inefficient burning of dirty Montana coal needs to be understood and carefully 
evaluated before this projected coal exportation.  We are not interested only in the ability of 
this state to be a major producer of a finite and valuable natural resource.   We also accept the 
responsibility of stewardship of this planet’s environmental health and welfare.  Though many 
mining companies vie for the profits of quick development of new resource tracts, their 
interests are for profit, not for the general welfare of all life around the planet.  CO2 and other 
more photoactive greenhouse gases will be produced by the burning of this coal at a time when 
the national demand for coal is lagging behind the increases seen in the production of oil and 
gas resources (Morse, R., Foreign Affairs, July/August 2012).  Coal remains the dirtiest energy 
resource we use. Decades of scientific development are needed in clean coal development.  
Real reduction of CO2 emissions from coal generated electricity necessitates a combustion 
process that lessens by half current greenhouse gas emissions.  Real reduction of CO2 emissions 
is the most important of criteria in our decisions before more development mistakes are made.   

Carbon dioxide and all other known gases produced in the burning of coal are free 
components of our atmosphere.  They disperse until completely and evenly mixed into 
atmosphere globally.  What we export will come back to us as a superheated environment.  The 
atmosphere is approaching a concentration of 400ppm of carbon dioxide far too fast.  It is now 
near universally accepted scientific truth that human activity has contributed heavily to climate 
change.   A great example of this wide scientific acceptance occurred in July of this year when 
Dr. Richard A. Muller, of the University of California Berkley Physics program, reversed his 
position as a major skeptic of human responsibility for the current acceleration of climate 



change.  Dr. Richard A. Muller wrote, in an op-ed in the New York Times 7/28/12, “Three years 
ago I identified problems in previous climate studies that, in my mind, threw doubt on the very 
existence of global warming. Last year, following an intensive research effort involving a dozen 
scientists, I concluded that global warming was real and that the prior estimates of the rate of 
warming were correct. I’m now going a step further: Humans are almost entirely the cause.”   The 
Berkeley project has shown, Muller says, “that the average temperature of the Earth’s land has 
risen by two and a half degrees Fahrenheit over the past 250 years, including an increase of one and 
a half degrees over the most recent 50 years. Moreover, it appears likely that essentially all of this 
increase results from the human emission of greenhouse gases.”  Muller now calls his stance, “a 

total turnaround.”  See http://berkeleyearth.org/objectives/ for more.   The LA times said that 
Muller has been conducting his research studies at UC-Berkley with the financial support of the 
Charles Koch Charitable Foundation, whose libertarian petrochemical billionaire founder 
Charles G. Koch, has a considerable history of backing groups that deny climate change.   

Muller has never been one to cry “wolf”. He sees a real problem on this planet caused 
by our accelerating consumption of coal and other petrochemicals.   Muller does not address 
the need of Africa, Southeast Asia, India, and China for adequate electrical power to mitigate 
the great poverty in those regions.   We in the west, quite simply, have less impending need for 
coal generated electricity than these huge economies of Asia.  We must lead in management of 
greenhouse gas emissions, making development decisions considering the health and welfare 
of the whole planet.  Aiding these peoples with alleviation of starvation and rampant epidemic 
should be the only priority equal to stewardship of this planet’s environmental health.  

We have the research resources to create reliable and highly efficient sources of 
electrical generation.    When prices for coal have risen, the Chinese government has seen the 
need to get better at electrical generation and they now lead in efficiency improvement and in 
alternative energy production.  To compete with them, we must use a large portion of the price 
paid for coal to fund new research in energy efficiency and alternative energy.   

The Montana Department of Environmental Quality must analyze greenhouse gas 
emissions from burning coal before considering production anywhere in this state.  The 
Montana DEQ should lead this effort because it can.  What the federal agencies do (EPA, DOD, 
etc.) should not influence our resolve to protect our planet; they need to be driven, not 
followed.  This conclusion is founded in ethical belief and informed by reasonable scientific 
analysis.  We cannot leave out the analysis.  Ethics are essential to compassionate and reasoned 
decision making.  We should not soon proceed with expansion of mining to new coal fields or 
expansion of old coal mines. 

Thank you, 

Howard Christiansen   (M.S. in analytic chemistry), Resident of Bozeman, MT    
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