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" 1 rv 888 First Street. N.E., Room 1A ^ r ^ » ̂  n/i/h 

Washington. DC 20426 CfOVW^^^ 

Re: Necessfty to Utilize Eminent Domain to Acquire Easement Across My Property 

To Whom It May Concem: 3 

My name is Myra Ripperger and I am a property owner who is anticipated to QĴ  "̂  
impacted by the Rockies Express East (REX) Pipeline Project. I've been cofitacted^ 
land agents for REX NAnshing to obtain an easement across my property for t ^ 
proposed project O 
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Mr. Jack Donaho. who is a team leader for FERC's Office of Energy Projects, on Ju l ^ 
26.2007 forwarded correspondence to Robert F. Hanington. Vice President of 
Regulatory Afteirs for Rockies Express Pipeline, LLC. In the con^espondence Mr. 
Donaho requested that REX officials discuss the extent to which the use of Eminent 
Domain Authority wiil be necessary. 

I would tike to take this opportunity to say, at a very minimum. REX will have to utilize 
Eminent Domain Authority against me to acquire an easement across my property. 
Furthermore, unless REX provkJes me with a copy of the appraisal performed on my 
property, and that of my five (5) closest neighbors, and thirty (30) days to conskjer their 
first offer. I intend to litigate this matter to the fullest extent possible. 

It has been my experience so far in dealing with REX. and that of other property owners 
1 know, that property owners have not been provkjed as much infonnation and respect 
as we deserve. Given the actions and inacttons of REX officials, and to a lesser extent 
FERC. 1 believe that any offer for compensatbn for an easement will be insufficient to 
even scratch the surface of the damage being done to my property. 

Thereforo. In closing, I would urge that FERC not albwthe pipeline to be constnjcted 
along the proposed alignment. However, if FERC ultimately provkles approval for the 
project, and Eminent Domain Authority is granted to REX. any easement across my 
property must be acquired through the exercise of the power of eminent domain. 

Sincerely. 

Myra Ripperger ^ 
7107 State Rd 229 
Metamora. In 47030 
812-934-5164 

ThiEj i s t o c e r t i f y t h a t t h e :lu> 
a c c u r a t e and coyiplc^to r^vroauc 
aoGument deliv;3red tci t h e r^^nular court^j -̂•-:• >>,, .•• v.̂ -̂ ,̂ >. 
ffeclaiiiciian .^.^x>ri^ Date V7:oc^c.3^_Jltj^^^^ 
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QORIGIIMAL 

August 6;J007 

Secretary ^ cAf^y 
Federal Energy Regulatory Conmiission *«, 
888 Firat Street, NE ml ^US-8 A ^ 13 
Washington, DC 20426 

RE: Rockies Express Pipeline LLC; Docket No. CP07-208-000 ' ••Ĵ v.u<. 

This letter is to challenge ̂  need for tfae REX-East project past the Ld>anon, Ohio hub. 
Tills im^>osal would have tfae REX-East project teriQiDate at tbe Lebanon Kub̂  Fiveof 
tibe 20 total interconixctions to the distribution }npdines on tiie REX-East proposed route 
would be made at ̂ lis location. Tbe remaining six interconnections planned by REX" 
East from die Ld>anon Hub eastward already exist for the current sole purpose of 
receiving product from Texas Easton TransmissicMt Three of those six additional 
interconnections are at the |»oposed terminus of REX-East near Clarington, Ohio, 

Texas Eastern Transmission has ±ree separate pipelines in use for natural gas east of the' 
Lebanon Hub. They are 20\ a 24* and a 26̂  pipeline respectively. They occiq>y a total 
150'easement widdL Another existing fuel ptbduct pipeline ĉ xTated by Texas Eastern 
Products Pipeline Company also acyoins these natural gas pipelines to make the total 
pipeline easement on die route 200\ The Rex-East route roug^y parallels these existing 
Texas Eastern pipelines througji Ohio to its terminus in Clarington. Fnmt Clarington tbe 
Texas Eastern pipelines continue eastward, so presumably it is the intention of REX-East 
to ship gas from its tenninus to eastern markets at least partly through diese existing 
Texas Eastern pipelines. 

If Rex-East b ^pptoveA, the Lebanon Hub will become a major connection point for gas 
produced in the Gulf Coast and tiie Rocky Mountains. As these two gas producing 
regions vie to sell tfacir product in tfae lucrative eastern market, tfae Lebanon Hub will 
beccmie mcieJy a giant switch to deternune idiidi region idiips tiiar 1^^ 
In our opinion, REX-East, as inĉ x>sed, fulfills its public "necessity and amvemoKe*' 
objectives to stabilize gas prices and augment existing gulf coast gas su^^Iies in tiiose 
eastern markets vrfien it reaches tbe Lebanon Hub. It's hard to conceive that east coast 
gas consumers will instantiy require all the c^»city of the existing pipelines and REX-
East So until the demand east of tbe L^MnonHiib increases throiightiiae, either REX-
East or Texas Eastern w both will carry significantiy less product tiian tbdr design 
capacity. It s^pearstiutt REX-East is attempting to poationttsetftoemage as die 
pipeline best suited to cany all tbe jHoduct east as Texas Eastern's long-term agreements 
expire. It also qipearstiiat if in time R£X->East can siphon off enough shipping volume 
from tlie existing Texas Eastern pipelines, those pipelines will become increasingly 
expensive to opoate until they become obsolete and are abandoned or replaced. 
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It is of interest to note tiiat REX modified its originally proposed central and eastern 
segments into a single REX-East s^moi t It Bippeaxs the only reason for REX to 
combine its centxdl and eastern certificates is tiiat as REX continues east fit>in Audrain 
County Missouri, its reason to exist diminishes. In reality otiier ccHnpeting pipelines can 
and are pcrfectiy willing to transport Rocky Mountain gas to K^dwest and eastern 
markets beginmng at Audrain County Missouri. It a|q)ears once REX reaches die 
L^»mon Hub it's only reason to exist is to compete with Texas Eastern as a gas 
transports. The only conclusion to dmw then is that REX ccHnbined tbe initially 
proposed Central and Eastern segments in an attempt to disguise it's real intent to 
eventually replace Texas Eastern as a gas transporter between Lebanon and Clarington. 

Perh^)s REX would argue about the capacity of die of the existing Texas Eastern 
pipelines east oftiKL^MOon Hub to carry bodiGulfCoast and Rocky Mountain gas. If 
capacity argumoits do hold true tiien would it not promote die public convenience and 
necessity to fulfill the additional ca^^acity needs in tbe existing Texas Eastern easement, 
radier tiian approve anotiier new rou^y parallel pipeline. AMough not entertained by 
competing pipeline companies, die obvious solution to any future capacity i^obiems with 
the existing Texas Eastern pipeline, is a co(^)erative venture between REX and Texas 
Eastern to replace one of the existing pipelines in die existing easement This qiproadi 
rewards REX for being innovative in ddivering a new supply where it is needed and 
eliminates ALL sew tavirommcnta] impActs for REX east of tbe Ld>anon Hub. This 
approach would also eliminate tbe possibility'bf new pipelines putting old pipelines out 
of business and die abandonment of 150' of existing ri^ of way diat could have been 
used for a new pipeline. 

As die commission seeks to guide rutioQal energy policy and (Hxnnote tfae public 
necessity and convmence in die way it apjpxoves pipelines, pob^ps it should look at die 
sur&ce tran^ioxtaticm syston in tbis country as a modd. Wbcnahi^waybeccmies 
overcrowded and can no long^ accommodate the trafiic, tius country rarely builds a new 
competing highway to carry tbe existing and anticipated volume. In virtually every case 
the existing highway is upgraded to accommodate the new and anticipated need. This 
practical and simf^ solution makes perfect aeose in tins case as wdL 

As tbe c<»nmis5ion reviews the REX i^lication I hope it will consider these comments 
and the true need for die REX-east project to exist past tbe Lebanon hub. Ifitis 
determiiied that this Tieed is real, then I ask that it ccHisider the inaimer in which the 
project is approached and use the existing right a ways for all of the above fore 
mentioned reasons. 

ly Submitted, - j - ^ ^ . ^ ^ 

;y K. Mowrey 
Concerned property oWner/taxpayer 


