
Steven Connolly      
9838 Old Baymeadows Road #217                                 

Jacksonville, Florida 32256 

July 8, 2026 

Chief of Case Administration   

Office of Chief Council     

Surface Transportation Board  

395 E Street, Southwest     

Washington. DC 20423-0001  

Re. Railroad Project Left Behind. Finance Docket # 36873 

Dear Chief of Case Administration: 

  In the interests of time I request submission of the following comments which are 

followed by concerns and supporting materials.  

  Comments: If Finance Docket #36873 is approved there will be a definite, strategic re-

alignment of commerce, commercial activity, capital investment, directional trade flows 

and ultimately substantial changes within the rail transportation complex. The net result 

I believe: taxpayer financed railroad projects will be left behind.  

  Left Behind.  

  In its filing at Finance Docket #36873 Union Pacific Railroad stated: 

  Vol I, page 23 “the Applicants are not conditions to competition parties who are 

disadvantaged by increased competition.” 

  To date, I haven’t found where exactly, this increased competition is to be found, how 

exactly it is defined and to my concern how this “increased competition” doesn’t leave 

taxpayer invested capital into railroad projects that are left behind.  

  Left Behind. 

  Attached is information from the South Carolina Daily Gazette relative to a $550 

million taxpayer financed investment in “taxpayer funding South Carolina lawmakers 

set aside for projects at the Port of Charleston.” 
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$550 million the taxpayers either have an will invest into the Port of Charleston placed 

against Finance Docket #36873. I’m questioning and respectfully ask your office to 

question whether this $550 million investment is being considered, respected and 

advanced through this application process.  

Some further arguments: 

APP, Volume I, Page 381 

B. Committed Gateway Pricing Will Provide a Market-Based Pricing Option(s). It goes 

on, “committed gateway will provide a formulae and seamless methodology for 

establishing UP/NS revenue requirements.”  

I’m questioning and respectfully ask your office to question who this actually represents 

the interests of the merged railroads or the interests of commerce, direction and 

regional economic development?  

APP, Volume I, Page 385 

Price Development.  

“Gateway Pricing will be a “market based, data driven, approach.”  

I’m questioning what exactly is this “market based” approach. I’m reading some of the 

filings before the STB on Finance Docket #36873 and their definitions, or at least my 

perceptions of definitions of “market based” approaches. I’m requesting your office 

tighten up or ratchet the definition of “market based” approaches relative to Finance 

Docket #36873.  

 

Charleston, South Carolina is just one location that I think has the potential to get left 

behind if this finance docket is approved.  
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Left Behind. 

  Sincerely 

 /s/ Steven Connolly 

Attachments:  

South Carolina Daily Gazette. July 2, 2026. Taxpayer Funds Deplete. 

Certifications: 

 I, Steven Connolly certify that a copy of this comments filing has been sent to parties of 

record as stated on the STB website on this date. This listing includes the Honorable 

Jennifer Solikias, Administrative Law Judge.  

cc. Parties of Record.
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