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DOCKETING DIVISION 
M a g a l i e a S a l a s , S e c r e t a r y Public Utilities^Commission of Ohio 

Federal Energy Itogulatory bsifffniistori 
888 First Street, N.E. 
Washingtoa D.C. 20426 

Docket No. PF06-3(MN» 

Our names are: Kevin and Debbie Amiliams 
3636 E 500 S. 
Waldron, IN 46182 

We aie cunent irc^)erty owners who are in the direct line c^the REX- East 
proposed pipeline. WeareynydistuibedwiUitiiiB^vfaoleksueL We have been to 
mai^ meetings in oppositicHi of this pqidine and with good cause. 

First: The aifogant attitude ofthe REX people who came to oiir door wanting to 
access our property and in tbdr own wordSk'l can do a survey with or without 
your pennission, so what you say really won't matter^. 

Second: The total lack ofany kind ofsafety guidelines ofbow dose Ihey can place this 
I»pe to the |m>ximtty of the homes in our area. Tbey reaUy don't seem to be ccmce^ 
about it ii(4m asked and tell you tiutt t h ^ can and wiU put it where 
Pladng the largest pipelme ever of 42 indies m diaoMter aiid to bury it at only 3 foot 
underground??? 

Third: Our omcernofSgeoeratioQS who live on this land currently and will continue to 
live here, but, ^mth this pipeline we wtm't be able to use file land tint we h ^ 
fin-future building for our fiunily members. The possibility ofa major devastating 
espio sion like the one that recently happened in Texas woidd wipe oat our entire &mily. 

Fourth: The conceni for the fiirmland not bdiig able to pnxhice the crops abundantly 
astheydonow. Cause?? Con!4nction ofthe gioimd phis the way that the SCMIS are 
put bai± after cottttruction and the curzem drainage that is and h u been o^ 
that we don't even know about Our fiimily siqipofts Aemselves fiom the fHofits of this 
fiumland. 

I personally have lived on tbds &rm smce birth. To think that what my father and 2 
geneiBtions before him did to woric and pay for this land could be tre^pas^ on and taken 
through eminent dcHnain BO a FOR-FROFIT ONLY company can come in with no 
regards to any of this mdcBS me heart side. 



One other major thmg that we are veiy upset with is that the REX people are trying to 
imply that we don't e v ^ own tbe land that we five on. From tbe very begiiming 
we have never been infonned about this pipdine conung across our property. As of 
this very day we have still not been smt ai^ kind of information peitainiqg to the 
pipdine. REX and FERC mailing lists have been flawed fiom the very banning since 
ndther we, nor our scm, v ^ is also on the path of the pipeline, have ever recdved any 
offidd notification of this project It is very evident that they are not using any kind of 
current information which can be easily obtained fiom our county courthouse oiUiG 
current property owners, ft's all about scare tactics with them. 

We would (xnly hope that you will use cardiil and diligeia thoughts before appiovii^ 
any certificate that REX is hopmg to fite so Aey can proceed with this prcject. 
We would like to see this project STOPPED and NOT APPROVED or require them to 
MOVE this pipdme into ̂  exhing pipdine oonidor north of Indianapolis instead so as 
not to cut NEW ground that woukl defitiitdy be destniying benitifiil wooded acrea^ 
wedands, wihilife habitats and historical dtes diat can never be rqilaced as tluy are 
tod^. 

PLEASE LISTEN TO THE PLEAS OF THE P E ( M £ THAT TEflS CONCERNSMI 

US THE LANDOWNERS!!! 

Thank you for the opportunity of shariog our Ade c^ this issue. 

Sincerdy, 
Kevin and Dd)bie \^lliaffls 
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Dear Ms. Turner: 
I am writing you this letter to let you know how REX has been dealiog with concerned prcq>erty owners in 

Johnscm County Indiana. I have att^ided several meetings conceming Ihe proposed REX EAST pipdine, but have 
never been officially notified by REX for anythmg. I did not recdve tbe origind Environmentd impact study 
notification, e v ^ though in it, it states that all property owners within a '/& mile of the proposed route will be 
notified, and have never beoi mvited to any of thdr public meetingB. 
After attendmg several of their public meetings and asking a lot of questions, it appears diat REX does not want 
adjacent propoty owners CH* evm duectly affected property owners to know what is going on. 
Their maps are very hard to mterpret, and numy times are not accurate. One m ^ may show the pipdine going 
through your property and others at the same meeting may show the pipdine gdng thnnigh your ndghb^ 
property. How are property owners to know exacdy where the pipeline is being proposed widiout accurate 
information and notice? 

I have also had severd eye witnesses come to me» saymg fh^ saw REX surveyors set up on a hilltop on my 
fann surveying across the top of Dty neighbors com fiektdiat is afiSx^ by ^ p r o p o ^ When I 
confnvnted the REX Fidd construction supeiintendent about this at a p u l ^ tnekmg, he adaiiianfi 
immediatdy got very defensive and bdligerent widi me, cdfing me a liar in front of many people. If REX didn't 
have ffiiything to lude, why wodd t h ^ react this way? All REX would have had to do in this situation is write down 
my name and phone number and say diey would daeck into tins allegation of surveyu^ without permission and get 
backtome. But no they have chosen to take a defensive stand in a public ineetmg and iiever wrote down my name 
and phone numbtt and never followed up on rriy complamt to see if it might bave hiqipened or not. 

I am dso disaqipointed that REX has chosen to negotiate widi Farm Bureau (an insuiance company) that 
does not rqireseot the majority ofthe land owners instead c^die Indiana government agrades on coikstrucdon 
stancbrds, mitigation procedures etc. Farm Bureau is a Non-Goveroment agency and has no authority to negotiate 
with REX on these issues. 

My last concern is die location ofthe current proposed REX EAST route bdng considered though Johnson 
Co. Indiana. As I stated m my January 26,2007 letter sent to FERC, the current preferred altemative route affects 
€3,S% more Johnson Coumy property owners and will require 18^% rrune Johnson Co. trandtional land be tak^ 
out of service than the REX EAST Origind route. Because die REX EAST Prefened Alternative route is 5.64 miles 
Icmger, and will cross so many more tracks of transitiGnal, rolling, wooded araes the REX EAST Preferred 
Altemative Route will dso cost approximately $9^454^7 or 17.0% more to mstall dun tbe REX EAST Origmd 
route and has a mudi greater impact on die environmeol, threatens several dd growth forests, and seveid 
endangered ^)ecies (Indiana bats. Box Turdes, etc.). 

Thank you for taking die time to review this information* and please take thb into consideration before 
making your find decision on this very serious issue. 

i My^ 
Douglas 9. Abney 
Johnson Cbunty, Irdiana Resident 
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CC: Laura Turner 
Project Manager fiH-the REX Application . .. i.: .: ;r: = 

Docket # FF06-30-000 REX EAST Fipelhie 

Dear Ms. Turner: 
I am writmg you this l^tcr to Id you know how REX has been dealing mth concerned property owners in 

Johnson County Indiana. I have attended severd meetings conceming the proposed REX EAST pipeline, but have 
never been ofGcidly notified by REX for anything. I did not recdve the origind Environmentd impact study 
notification^ even though m it, it states that dl property owners within a Yt mile ofthe proposed route will be 
notified, and have never been invited to any of their public meetings. 
After attending severd of dieir public meetings and asking a lot of questicnffl, it appears diat REX does not want 
ac|j Bcent property owners or even directiy affected property own&s to know what is gomg on. 
Hidr maps are very hard to interpret, and many tunes are not accurate. One map may show the pipdme ^ i n g 
throu|^ your propoty and others at the same meeting may show the pipdme gomg through your neigjibor's 
property. How are property owneas to know exacUy where tiie pipeline is bdng proposed without accurate 
information and notice? 

I have also had severd eye witnesses come to me, saying they saw REX surveyors set up on a hilltop on mi 
fium surveying acnss the top ofmy neighbors com fiddtimt is affected by the proposed REX EAS^ When 
confronted the REX Fidd construction superintendent about this at a public meeting, he adamantiy denied it, and 
immediately got very defensive and belligerent with me, calling me a liar m front of many people. If REX <tidn*t 
have anything to hide, why wodd tiiey react this way? All REX would have had to do in this situation is write dow 
my name and phone number and say they would dieck into this diegation of surveying without pennission and get 
back to me. But no they have diosen to take a defoisive stand in a public meeting and nev^ wrote down my name 
and phone iunnl>er and never followed up on my complaint to see if it m i^ t have happened or not. 

I am also disappomted that REX has chosen to negotiate with Farm Bureau (an insurance company) tiiat 
does not rqiresent the nuyority of the land owners instead of the Indiana government agencies on construction 
standards, mitigati(m procedures etc. Farm Bureau is a Non-Govemment ag^icy and has no authority to negotiate 
with REX on these issues. 

My last concon b tiie location ofthe current proposed REX EAST route being considered thou^ Johnson 
Co. Indiana. As I stated in my January 26,2007 letter sent to FERC, the cunent preferred dtemative route affects 
63.8% more Johnson County property owners and will require 183% more Johnson Co. transitiond land be taken 
out ofservice than the REX EAST Original route. Because the REX EAST Preferred Ahemative route is 5J64 mile 
longer, and will cross so many more Uacks of transitiond, rolhng, wooded acres the REX EAST Frefinrcd 
Alternative Route will also cost apprasdmatdy $9,454,607 or 17.0% more to instdl tii^ 
route and has a much greater impact on the environment, threatens severd old growth forests, and several 
endangered species (Indiana bats, Box Turties, etc.). 

Thank you for taking the time to review this infmmation, and please take this into consideration before 
making your final decision on this very serious issue. 

Douglas 
Johnson County, Indiana Resident 
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March 15,2007 

Magilfe It. Salas, Secretary 
Federal Energy RegnlatiMry Covminkin 
888 Ffavt Street, N.E. Room !A 
liVash)aEtonDC2l»416 

Docket No: PFtK-30-000 

Froai: 
Robert and Beverly Seellato 
4730N50eWcst 
BaigersvlUe IN 46106 

To Whom It May Concern: 

We are writing this letter as a fdlow ap to onr letter of September 28,2006 (copy cswlosed). 

We are concerned that there has been no follow up from REX pipdine or personal contact abont 
their hitent to cross our properly fai three differeat locatioii& 

We have received a letter from the local Farm Biireae Co-op and atteaded a mcctiag, whieh they 
sponsored, where mttlgatfan procednrei were diseassed. 

It appears that REX simply plaas Io acquire our proper^ by eminent domaiiL 

1 know that we are not the ea\y property owners who are opset Most property owners In oer area 
beHrve that there a n mueh better kicathms to hutaD thb 42** gas Ihw. There are other locations that 
wouM sot so dramaticapy affect property vdnes and the safety oT chlMrea at our dementary schooL 
Additionally^ there are environmental sensitive areas that would be affected. These areas provkie 
habitat fbr water birds and native Indiana wUdlife. 

If the pipeUne is necessary for reasons other than making a profit for the 
c o n f e r the (qrtlons that we presented In onr letter of September 2006. 

Rcspeetf^Uy Submitted, 

idpdiae company, please 

Ccspeetf^Sjil 

iobert and flevffl^ Robert Seellato 

Atteehment 
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Magalie R-Salas, Secretary 
Federal Energy Regulatory Comnussion 
888 First St, N. E. Room IA 
Washington DC 20426 

Docket No: PF06-30^000 

Robert and Beverly Seellato 
4730 N 500 West 
Bargersville IN 46106 

To Whom It May Concern: 

We are tequestbg relocation of the proposed route of the Rockies B ^ 

We S i ^ S s h c S T b e moved fr^^ 
and environmental reasons. 

TTiCBixMxwed pipeline is eiK»mous and p o t e m M y d a ^ We think that it shodd be 
S S n ^ K ) not have development potential for homii*, schools or p«ri^ 

jnucb as possible. 

We own aDoroximately 300 acres in Union Township, Johnson County. Indiana. This 
! ! ! i ! ;° ; !^CSl;na«:dsaomoxin«telylmileapa»t The current proposed 
route cuts through both of these properties. 

Parcel #1 

Currently, parcel #1 is being used for ferming and provides wildlife hahW with 
stBams. lakes and forest, it Ues in an area that has tremendous potentaai for 
housing development within approximately 5-10 years. We «aP«* """f^Pf^. 
to be valued at $30,000-40,000 per acre as devchqmentiHoperty. Wefiayeneia 
this property in our name for over 30 years and desire to benefit fiom tbat long. 

term investment. 



Tlie most recent route proposed crosses this property in two places with what 
appears to be apumpu^ station in one section ofthe paifpexty. This route would 
ziot ody limit our ability to develop ^ property to provkte l»>udng fbr the 
rapidly growing population in the metropolitan Indiani^lis area but would also 
jeopardize wildlife habitat. 

Parcel #2 

This property is cunently being used ^growing grain crc^. It is com^ised of 
67 acres with gas and vraterabeady accessible. Sottas property also is a prime 
development site. We expect residential and/cs* commercial development on this 
site within 5 to 10 years. The current proposed route cuts through the middle of 
this property, wfaidt is located in dose proximity to Union Elementary Schoo {and 
just soi^ofdie village ofProvidence in Johnson County^ Indiana. WeHunkthat 
a pipeline of this magnitude poses a substantial threat ami should not be located 
near population centers or schools. 

If this pipeline is necessary, please consider &e foUowing options. 

1. Locate along a right-of-way already dedicated for public us^ like a highway or 
railway, abandoned pipeUne, etc, 

2. Locate the pipeliiie along a new utility corridor or rigfat-of-way outside tiie 
metropolitan Indianapolis area. This area includes the counties that minound 
Marion County IndiaiUL 

3. Ifthe pipelme must be located in our county, please route it along existing roads 
or utility catridois instead of cutting through the middle of properties. 

Respcct&Uy submitted: 

Robert and Beverly Seellato 
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Washington, D.C. 20426 

RE: Docket No. PF06-30-000 

Dear Ms. Salas: 

I have read with mterest, two recent filings on this docket peitairung to FERC Conference 
calls with Rockies Express, LLC. Irefertodocuma3tsdatedFe{niiary27andMarch6, 
2007. In both documents top FERC managers con^lained that REX East infermation 
provided to FERC was too goiaal and communicatkms fiom REX needed to be 
improved. I would suggest their mfermatkm pfooess is flawed at cdl levels. I will sight 
my personal obsovations from testunony REX gave at recent hearings m the Indiana 
Senate chambos. 
On February 7*̂  and 8^, 2007 hearings woe held on two bills pending before the Indiana 
Senate. I, Monica Yane, Indiana State Senator Robert Jackman (who ^Kmsored both 
bills), and other citizens fiom Indiana were honored to give testimony supporting this 
legislatk>n. On February 7^, hearing were conducted before the Judiciary Committee 
(S.B, 528) and on February 8***, hearings were held before the Utilities and Regulatory 
AfHiirs Committee (S.B.S29). There are eleven senators on each committee. 
After we gave our testimony both days, rqnesentatives of Rockies E^q^e^, and others 
who wrae opposed to these bills, gave theb presentations. The main speaker for REX 
was their newly hired bbbyist/attomey, Brian Burdick. Jim Thompson from REX also 
spoke and Alice Weekly was also in attendance. 
In his presentation on both days, Mr. Burdick stated that the Prosecuting Attorney m 
Franklin County, Indiatm had diO]̂ )ed trespassing charges against the REX surveyor who 
had been cited for ille^ly trespassing on two landowner's properties, and damaging 
crops on one own^'s property. Mr. Burdick further lamented there bad been no press 
coverage of this, while there had been a large amount of media attention given vv^en the 
charges were filed o r^a l ly . 
While I knew at the time that this "information" was not true, I wanted to get proof of 
this. On February 8^, Monica Yane, who tives in Frsnklm County, contacted Melvin 
Wilhehn, the prosecuting attorney for that county. As you can see from the letter Mr. 
Wilhelm sent to Ms. Yane, copy attached, he states These diarges are still pending and 
are both set for trial April 25,2007. I have no intention of dismissing these charges." I 
have also attached copies ofthe charges filed against the REX en^byee, Mr, John R. 
Taytor. 
Now wl^wouMI make a big deal about this? The reason is that REX's information 
siqq>lied to the FERC is not the only misinforniation they disseminate to siQjport 
rush to bury the pq»eline. I thiiik it is inexcusable that their sttomey/bbbyist, in the 
presence of top management people from REX, would willfiilly supply untrue testimony 
to twenty-two Indiana state committee senators, plus Sen. Jadmian and their staf&. 



Assuming the best scenario, REX didn't have their &cts straight. The worst scenario is 
that the statCToents were known ^Isehoods. In other case, REX is guilty of not telling 
thetruth. T h ^ have a big budget, a large staffofpeople and an^le time to do the work 
correctly. However, they chose to do sk>ppy work, at best, and degrade the Indiana 
l^islative process. I find this morally reprehensible. As a busmessman, I am e îpalled 
that their i ^ e r level management doesn't hold its staff accountable. 
This kmd of blatant actk>n on the part of REX reflects thehr arrogant attitude in dealing 
with the people of Indiana. FERC itself has had to correct REX about enors in highway 
designations in Indiana. Refer to Laura Turner's letter of January 30,2007 to Alice 
Weekly, point 18, advising REX tlmt Intestate 40 is not in Indiana; refer also to Ms. 
Turner's letter to Ms. Weekly dated February 22,2007, point 56 advising REX that 
Inter^ate 75 is also not in Indiana. 
If REX is so sloppy at this early stage ofthe process, what can we expect to see as they 
riish the pipeline mto the ground on our piopaties in Indiamu and elsewhere? Inmy 
judgement, REX's attitude is T o u can't atop us, so just give this process tip service and 
when the pipe is finished, and we are makinig tons of money off of the gas being sent 
East, we'll argue about the details." 
Our only hope is that the FERC will stq> in and force REX to do then-work properly. If 
you rely on their information, we are aU in big trouble. They are about to destroy huge 
swaths of old forest, deseoate archeobgically significant areas, and ruin vast stretches of 
wetlands and wiMlife habitats m our part of Indiana akne. For what purpose? To make 
a b t of moiKy on the backs of landowners whose properties and frunily l^acies will be 
significantly devalued, if not ruined. 
But, these "lÊ EXans** don't care. We all know REX East should folbw the existing 
Panhandle Eastern pipeline corridor throug|bout Indiana, as it does through Illinois and 
part of Missouri. But, due to e^^Knse and devebp^ demands, the pipeline jogs south and 
blazes anew path through the backyards, fermlands, pristine woods, unmarred creeks, 
arid wildhfe habitats in a tndy beautifol part of the U.S. in Iiidiana smd Ohk>. 
I note in Mr. Rock Meyer's letter to the FERC on March 9,2007, that the REX president 
is concerned about their ability to '"fiilfill its contractual commitments for filing a 
catificateapplicatbn....by April 30,2007." IfREXhad done theirjobprop^ly and 
their work reflected accurate information, then I would say his concern wouM be 
justified. In iii^opiubn, he should be asking his stafTwI^r they have been so iiiefiScient 
and not be pressuring the FERC to junqidirough hoops so they stay on schedule. I 
understood the process to be one where FERC does its job wifliout oocrdon, and makes 
its dedsbns based on the enviroimiental and nunjcet focts, not based on the ^>phcam 
schedule. After all this project is supposed to be inthenatbnal best interest not Rockies 
Esqxr^s' best interests. 
I hope the FERC takes the time to do their job right and not just do the bidding of REX. 

F.Rust 
630 E. Main Street 
Gre^isbmg, IN 47240 
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DOCKETING DIVISION 
Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

JONATHAN N. CLEARV 

MELVIN R WILHELM 
ProBccntiag Attonny 

ftaakliii County Oouit House 
459 Main Street 

BrocdcyUie. ImUaiia 47012 

Fhane (7fi5) 647-3589 
Baz (765)647-2881 

Child Support DivisicML 

(765)647-0644 

Febmary 8,2007 

Monica Yane 
24133 Bullfork Road 
Oldenbuig, IN 47036 

RE: State vs. John R. Taylor 
Cause No. 24C01-0609-CM-661 
Cause No. 24C01-0609-CM-662 

Dear Monica: 

Enclosed please find copies of the pending charges that have been filed against John 
R. Taylor, employee or agent of Rockies Express Pipeline. These charges are still 
pending and are both set for trial on April 25,2(X)7. I have no intention of dismissing 
these charges. 

If I can be of any further assistance, don't hesitate to call. 

Sinc^fely, 

Melvin F.WilMm 
Prosecuting Attorney 

MFWarss 



IN T p s ClkcnXT COURT 0 7 FRAMKLZH C O U K n , INBIANA 

FILED 
iOHNR, TAYLOR SEP 2 2 70DE IKFORMATION FOR: 
DOB: 03-20-45 

Ihf^. A Ya ^ 0 111E5PA5S 
~ * ^ ^ t ' ^ f * * ^ I . e . 35-43-2-2(a)(l) 
OBRKFIWMJNaRCUrcauHT Class A Misdaneanor 

STEVP- HFTgH be ing duly sworn upon oath 

says tha t Jcto R. Taylor ©a or about: Aigust 28, 2006, 

a t said County o£ Frankl in and S t a t e of Indiana , d id then and the re 

unlawfully, Icnowingly or i n t e n t i o n a l l y , and not having a contractual 

interest in the rea l es ta te located on Snake Road owned by lH.lliam Ustermany 

John R. Taylor entered the r ea l property a f te r having been denied esatcy 

by ttllliani LLstennan. 

All of which i s cont rary to the form of the S t a t u t e i n such cases 
made and provided and aga ins t the peace and d i g n i t y of the S t a t e of 
Indiana. 

I aff irm under the p e n a l t i e s of p e r j u r y t h a t t h e foregoing 
representa t ion ara t r u e to the bes t of my knowledge and b e l i e f . 

Dated t h i s 28th day of August M 200 6 . 

^X^ 
^ 

APPROVED BY-. 
/>i>/t/^ 

Xoaspsxpi P rosecu t ing Attorney 
Frankl in County^ Indiana 



IK THB CIRCUIT COURT OF FRAMKLXH COXSOTtf' tSDZMOk. 

STATB OF IHDIAHA CAUSB MO. ^^ / ^ f -d / s t lQ /*A} l&^ A 

V 8 FILED 
JOHN R. TAMJOE^ • IMFORMATIOK FOR: 
DOB: 0 3 - 2 0 ^ 5 ^ 2 2 20B6 

. .__ Count I s 

_ ^ ;^&UAM. ^ ^ ± r ^ I .C. 35-43-2-2(a)(l) 
OH^FRAMWCRCUTCOmr Q ^ ^ ^ Misdemeanor 

STEVE DELHI b e i n g d u l y sworn upon o a t h 

s a y s t h a t John R. Taylor on o r a b o u t S^tenaber 2y 2006, 

a t sa id County of Frankl in and S t a t e of Xndianar d i d then and the re 

unlawfully^ not havii?g a* contractual inteorest in the r e a l es ta te located a t 

7124 St. Bd. 229, Metacoora, Indiana, did knowingly or intentionally enter 

the real property of Gary and Carolyn Morgan, after having been denied ^ 

entry Tiy the Morgan's. 

All of which i a con t r a ry t o the form of th« S t a t u t e i a such cases 
made and provided and aga in s t the peace and d i g n i t y of t h e S t a t e of 
Indiana* 

I affirm under the p e n a l t i e s of pe r ju ry t h a t t b e foregoing 
represen ta t ion a re t r u e t o the bes t of s ^ knowledge aad b e l i e f . 

sa ted t h i s 2nd day of September , 200_6_ 

APPROVBD BYt 
n J ^ l J ^ 

{jQegpadQEJE: P r o s e c u t i n g Attorney 
Frankl in County, Ind iana 



IN THS CIRCUIT COURT OF FRANKLIZT COUNTY, INDIANA 

STATS OF INDIANA CAUSE NO. M C O l - ' O k O ^ ^ / f i ' ^ ^ 

v s . 

FILED JOHN R> TflYLOR I | | | _ L / INFORMATION FORi 
DOB: 03-20-45 

SEP222B06 ^ ^ 
jb , A y - fl# I 'C . 35-43-l-2(a) 
^ tKkJi^ c££a^a#«^ Ciags B Misdaneanor 
OBVFIWMJNaRCUrCOURr 

gTETE DEUH being duly sworn upon oa th 

says t h a t John R, Taylor on or about 'Seotenfcer 2, 2006. 

a t s a i d County of Frankl in and S t a t e of Indiana , d id then and the re 

unlawfully, kziowingly or i n t e n t i o n a l l y , danage the property of Gary & 

Caroljm Moi^an, without their consent, to-wit: damaged the i r crops. 

All of which i a cont rary t o the form of the S t a t u t e i n such cases 
made and provided and aga ins t t he peace and d i g n i t y of tihe S ta te of 
Indiana. 

I affirm under the p e n a l t i e s of per jury tha t t h e foregoing 
represen ta t ion a re t r ue to the b e s t of my knowledge and b e l i e f . 

Dated th is 2nd day of September f 2006 . 

}^'^¥ 
KP?ROVED BY: 

/jj,/tUMy 
Prosecuting Attorney 

Franklin County, Indiana 


