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November 22,2006 

Magalie R. Salas, Secretary 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
888 First St, N.E., Room 1A 
Washington, DC 20426 

Re: Docket #PF06-30-000 
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Dear Secretary Salas: 

As concerned citizens Uvit^ in an area IK>W affected by the alternative route through 
Johnson County, we feel a need to reqxmd to tiie undated letter finm Ms. Lowe of the 
Town of BargersviUe (aooessioa #20061019-0017) in \ ^ c h she states **/ continue to be 
encouraged with the Rockies Express Fipeline 's wiUif^ness to listen to the concerns of 
Lanthwners, residents ...**. and '*All of the Rockies Eqv^ess team has been responsive to 
the various questions...'". Obviously, we have not been invited to the same meetings as 
Ms. Lowe. 

Ms. Lowe certainly cannot be talking about the October 11, 2006 open house at Scott 
Hall held on the Johnson County ftirgrounds. Even though concerned landowners 
requested a meeting widi REX so that REX could answer the groiq»' questions in a 
public forum, the October 11 event was not such a forum. The two FERC represaitatives 
attending can verify fliat REX did not permit the gtoiq> to ask questi(His so that the 
answers could be heard. That format was stricdy prohibited. The ixesentation was 
canned. No questicms. No answers. 

The Johnson County Daily Journal accurately depicted the meeting in its October 12, 
2006 newspaper article: 

Some landowners left the meeting fiustrated, feeling they 
were getting different infcmnalion from company officials 
and were unsure of the specifics of the project, such as the 
pipe thidcness and how it could be curved to avoid 
biuldings. 

Emotions ran high at some points during the three-hour 
meeting. Some people cried as t h ^ described how the 
inpeline would affect their pr(̂ )CTty. Otfms walked out in 
anger. 

"I just feel like we've becm lied to all along," said Mike 
Barker, a Uni(m Township resident who lives only feet 
from the proposed route. Barker and scmie of his nei^bors 
have refused to allow surveyors onto dieir property. 
He and his neighbors posed a tist of questions to compaity 
ofiBcials but weren't satisfied with all the answras. Baiker 
said he oouldnt get a clear answer about how thick the 
pipeline would be in areas near his house and Union 
Elementary School, whether the route could take a 90-
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d^ree turn and how to bend the pipe correctly, and 
wfaetfier tfie compaity fined any oon4)laints or violations 
for projects in otter parts of the country. 

Officials plan to stutty concerns about how close &e 
pipeline comes to ttie sdxwl once a site survey is done. 
Foresaid. 

A Morgan County cot^le left HXB meting feeling fiustrated 
after looking at maps that showed their property both being 
bisected 1^ the route and not being touched at all. 

"I don't know how they antidpale binlding tfus thing when 
t h ^ cant oeate maps,^ said Dotty Jacobs. She and her 
husband, Eail, came to the meeting to find out where the 
inpeline is planned in relation to tteir 52-acre property. 

Johnson County landowners Dave and Karen Mcnrison left 
the meeting upaei and coniiised. The ooiq>le looked at five 
or six maps and found four different pK^x>sed routes 
through tfadr {HOperty near Union Elementwy School. 

Does this sound tike tfie ooaoems of die landowtters have been met? 

The immense dissatisfection was immediately obvious and disq^intment was the 
prevailing emotion. AflBf the meeting, numerous affected landowners and elected 
officials called the Reroute REX organization (a large group of siq)poitns united to move 
tbe pipeline to a more qgpropciate and less destructive place) to stale tixy feh REX 
inpeliiie had an obvious lack of concern for those affected by ihc proposed inpeline. 

We do ix>t want to be negative as concemed citizens, but simply want tiie truth to be 
heanL REX*s own PR firm has commented on our areas professionalism, but we feel it is 
necessoiy FERC bears die trutii from the afifected populous and not from a cunendy 
unaffected entity witii a ooooan tiiat die pipeline route will go back rai them; to the route 
REX's engineers recommended as the best route from the begintting. 

Req[)ectfulty submitted, 

Gonoemed Citizois: 
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ORIGINAL 

Request for No-Action Letter OFFICE OF 

EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

To: Federal Energy Regulatory Conunis^a ^ y ^ Q A *̂  3 T 

I have recently learned that Rockies Ejcg£^^ig|gflPGt? going to 
petition to put a 42" natural gas pipelineSBfiUh^F^j'Sfi^Hift^lfcave 
changed their original route which went directly thru my house. The route 
which I have heard they propose goes through the pond which is behind 
my house. The pond retains the run off water for a large area. If a pipeline 
is put where the pond is currently located, where will the water go? The 
water is not going to stop coming and the groxmd is elevated so that the 
water will go to the place where the pond is located. 

I have been told that there is an alternate plan to put the pipeline at 
the back of my property. Although I do not want this pipeline anywhere 
near my property, it would do considerably less damage along the back 
property line. There would be destruction of an old growth wooded area. 
This would be better than the loss of my home or the destruction that the 
water would do. I can not confirm any of these routes because I am 
currently in Baghdad with the army. 

The property is located at: 4643 Dayhuff Road, Mooresville, IN. 
46158. My current address is: Major Randy Crawford 

38* DISCOM 
DOL 
APOAE 09342. 
Email: randy .j .crawford 1 @us.army.mil 

I was given your information by Senator Lugar's office. If this has 
gone to the wrong place, please let me know. Thank you for your time and 
assistance. 

Randy Crawford 


