STATE OF ILLINOIS
ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION

Enbridge Pipelines (Illinois) L.L.C.

Application Pursuant to Sections 8-503, 8-509, and

15-401 of the Public Utilities Act/the Common

Carrier by Pipeline Law to Construct and Operate Docket No. 07-0446 (Reoben
a Petroleum Pipeline and When Necessary to Take ' (Reopen)
Private Property as Provided by Law of Eminent

Domain.

Turner Interveners’ Reply to ICC Staff Response to Motion to Dismiss

The Turner Interveners, by their counsel, hereby respectfully file this Reply, and in
Reply to the Response of the ICC Staff, state as follows:

To fully understand the extent of the harm done by the ICC Staff and Enbridge when
they engaged in extensive and continuous ex parte communication, a review of the objective to
be achieved by the ex parte communication must be considered. The objective of creating two
corrupt decisions by the ICC was to deny the landowners a hearing on the material facts of the
new Enbridge project, and thus block the landowners from raising pertinent considerations
about the eligibility of the new Enbridge project for certification and eminent domain authority.

When the ex parte communications commenced, a decision with respect to eminent
domain authority was about to be made, without any consideration of the new Enbridge project,
based on Enbridge’s decision to order 24” pipe on March 11, 2014. By agreeing that an order
in case 13-0446 could be entered, based on incomplete disclosure, the landowners in Case 13-
0446 were denied due process, because the factual underpinnings of that decision were based

on evidence presented some 5-years earlier and no longer existed in April of 2014. The new
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facts surrounding Enbridge’s new project were hidden by Enbridge and the ICC Staff. This
made the decision in Case 13-0446 corrupt.

Then the outcome in reopened Case 07-0446 was fixed by the scripting of Enbridge’s
case by the ICC Staff, without regard to the truth or without regard to the accuracy of the facts
supporting the reopened case. This makes the decision in reopened Case 07-0446 a corrupt one,
since there are many facts yet to be disclosed by Enbridge, in particular, what the arrangement
IS with co-owner, anchor shipper Marathon.

Even though Chicago has a well-deserved reputation for corruption in a vast range of
governmental decision-making processes, there can be no assertion made at this point that the
corruption discovered in discovery in the reopened Case 07-046 had a criminal implication. A
criminal intent also cannot be ruled out either. However, what could have completely
eliminated any potential for criminal intent would have been a solid effort by the ICC Staff and
Enbridge to come clean, providing transparency, and disclosing completely what they discussed
behind closed doors. But this has not occurred. All aspects of the ex parte communication will
eventually be known, but that will take more time than has been set aside so far in this case.
But whether it happens in this case or through some other proceeding, it is important to get to
the bottom of what happened, so it is not repeated. No one can dispute that the public interest
was disregarded when the outcome for two cases was the product of ex parte discussions,
designed to block the landowners from asserting the truth.

Lawyers who represent fiduciaries know how valuable speedy and complete disclosure
is, when a beneficiary expresses some concern about the activity of a fiduciary. When a
beneficiary has concern, a fiduciary response, based on transparency and complete, speedy

disclosure is an effective antidote to the negative opinions a beneficiary might express when
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voicing a complaint about the performance of a fiduciary. Both the ICC Staff and Enbridge in
this case have responsibilities similar to a fiduciary. Enbridge has a duty to present all relevant
facts. The ICC Staff has a duty to search for all relevant facts, and then to test those facts
against the legal requirements, in the name of the public.

With respect to the Common Carrier by Pipeline Law, the ICC is the guardian of the
power of eminent domain. With respect to pipeline companies, this is a weighty obligation.
The overriding purpose of Common Carrier by Pipeline Law is to provide a path to eminent
domain. Otherwise, projects like the SAX would claim an Interstate Commerce exemption and
totally ignore Illinois law.

The Canadian pipeline company involved in this case, via its USA shell entity affiliates,
might consider the ICC procedures an irritating nuisance which must be satisfied with a
significant deception and the major distrust of the process. On the other hand, for the
landowners who are affected, the ICC procedures are all that separates Illinois from lawlessness
seen in other places in the world. Two such examples with a consequential connection to fossil
fuel transportation were when Venezuela expropriated the oil fields and facilities of
ExxonMobil and others between 1999 and 2013 and when the Russian Federation recently
seized Crimea. While it might seem that the events which occurred in this case at the end of
Case 13-0446 and for reopened Case 07-0447 are long removed from what either Hugo Chavez
or Vladimir Putin have done, it is important to reign in ex parte communication done for
improper purposes, so that a single infection does not grow like the Ebola Fever. The vaccine
is on the shelf. It is a Section 200.190 Motion to Dismiss, which will clear the air and create a

just result.
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The Legal Framework Surrounding Reopened Case 07-0446

Landowner rights are protected in ICC proceedings. The landowners are truly innocent
parties. A landowner in the case has ownership of farmland in the wrong place at the wrong
time in history. The US and lllinois Constitution recognize that this situation will occur over
time, which has resulted in a set of procedures which were designed to give them a fair result
when an involuntary taking is approved by government action.

Therefore, the constitutional protection of the landowner with respect to the Common
Carrier by Pipeline Law begins by a notice being sent the affected landowners pursuant to 220
ILCS 5/15-401(d). To focus attention on the point, it will be repeated. Parties who have a
property interest affected by a Section 15-401 proceeding are given notice, so that their private
property rights can be protected. Further detail of the law hereinafter presented is well known
by the Chicago lawyers, the ICC Staff, and the ALJ like the back of their hand, but listed so
that pertinent provisions are not omitted when considering how the Enbridge and ICC Staff ex
parte agreements created substantial prejudice for the landowners.

Landowner participation is then authorized in 220 ILCS 5/15-401(b)(5) and (7). The
landowner participation is not limited to any one set of topics, and includes all of the 220 ILCS
5/15-401(b)(1)-(9) factors and ““other relevant factors”.

Authority for eminent domain cannot be created for a crude oil pipeline project other
than by beginning it under this procedure. This procedure was initiated in the instant case in
2007 and continued 6 years later in Case 13-0446, which resulted in an order being issued
providing, among other things, the following:

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED by the Illinois Commerce Commission that

subject to the conditions set forth above, Enbridge Pipelines (lllinois) L.L.C. is
hereby authorized, pursuant to Section 8-509 of the Act, to seek, in accordance
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with the Eminent Domain Act, easement rights along the pipeline that was
certificated in Docket No. 07-0446.

The instant case was then initiated under Section 8-503 within the case initiated in 2007,
and seeks an amendment to the Certificate of Good Standing issued 5-years ago in 07-0446.
The major factual support for the amendment is a downsized project, a change in the focus of
shipping demand to light crude, and the shipping interest of co-owner, anchor shipper Marathon
Petroleum Company.

Both Enbridge and the ICC during the reopened 07-0446 have asserted that the scope
of reopened Case 07-0446 is narrow, and open only for consideration of whether the pipeline
diameter may be reduced from 36 to 24”, despite the extraordinary failure of Enbridge to
disclose facts about its new project, and is doing what little disclosure it is making because of
interveners, not the ICC Staff. However, the narrowness of the proceeding has never been
defined, other than by the single word “limited”, contained in the order reopening the case,
which mysteriously required several drafts before it was finalized.

Since Section 503 does not provide an absolute right to Enbridge to downsize, Enbridge
has raised factual issues to support the reduction. The ICC Staff has neither taken any action
to strike consideration of those factual issues nor contended that those factual issues are
irrelevant. The basis then available to set the proper scope in reopened 07-0446 is what has
been asserted by Enbridge as the factual basis for the downsizing, coupled with the factors
contained in 220 ILCS 5/15-401 and 220 ILCS 5/8-503 since:

1. The reopened case is a Section 15-401 proceeding, and
2. Section 8-503 is asserted by Enbridge as the basis for its amendment.

Section 15-401 provides that Enbridge “shall begin ... construction of a pipeline” only

after it has a relevant Certificate and provides for a consideration of:
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a. whether “a public need for the service exists”;
b. whether “the applicant is fit, willing, and able to provide the service in
compliance with this Act, Commission regulations, and orders”;
c. whether the public convenience and necessity requires issuance of the
certificate;
d. 9 broadly worded factors; and
e. “other relevant factors”.
5/15-401(b) provides that ICC may grant an application for a certificate authorizing operations
as a common carrier by pipeline, in whole or in part. It is this certificate which Enbridge needs
to commence construction. This is also the basis for the ICC to deny eminent domain authority
to Enbridge in this case. Section 8-503 provides that when “a new structure ... is ... necessary”
for the “the security or convenience of ... the public ... or in any other way to secure adequate
service or facilities, the Commission shall ... order ... such... .

ICC decisions are also required to recognize property rights. The property rights of
Enbridge have been asserted with respect to its 5-year-old Certificate of Good Standing
originally granted for a project long abandoned by Enbridge. Enbridge describes itself as a
certificate owner in its pleadings. Enbridge does not desire to lose any accomplishment still
existing in the decision made in the 2007 case, even though the Certificate it owns is something
like a bad check, since the project it describes has been abandoned. On the other hand, the
landowners are also the holders of property rights, which seems forgotten in the rush created
by the forceful manner of Enbridge when pushing through its requests. It is fair to say that both
sides cannot have their property right affected by an ICC action without prior notice.

When an ICC hearing affects property rights, due process, created by a notice, must
exist. The absence of due process, i.e.) no notice or a defective notice, causes the decision to

be invalid. Quantum Pipeline Co. v. Illinois Commerce Com'n, 709 N.E.2d 950, 304 11l.App.3d

310 (3" Dist. 1999). The rights of the landowner in this case would be substantially prejudiced,
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if the outcome of the instant case is approval of the diameter reduction, and attached to the
newly issued Certificate is eminent domain authority. Considering how the public interest was
abandoned in Case 13-0446, and how ex parte communications have constrained the scope of
reopened 07-0446, an extraordinary injustice would be created if Enbridge gets away with its
prize, eminent domain authority for a 24” pipeline.

Initial Disregard of the Landowner Property Rights

A trail exists to explain what the ICC Staff and Enbridge conspired to accomplish in the
backroom. In the last two weeks of April, 2014, in the balance was an ICC decision regarding
eminent domain. Without eminent domain, Enbridge would have nothing. In that situation,
Enbridge would possess the set of rights which private parties possess in the USA, which is,
when considering the purchase of land rights, the right to make arm’s length offers to purchase.
Enbridge would be required to do what occurred when it constructed its pipeline some 14-years
ago around the greater Chicagoland area for its Lakehead system. So, rather than suffer the
indignity of the ordinary US citizen, in this case, it must not allow history to repeat itself.
Therefore, all the stops were pulled.

One of Enbridge’s strategies is to prematurely file with the ICC. This happened with
the 2007 case, when the allegedly immutable, overwhelming public shipping demand vanished
before the proceeding was completed, a fact now admitted by Enbridge. Neither the ICC Staff
nor the interveners had anything to do with the shipping demand existing when Case 07-0446
was filed or how it disappeared. Enbridge then prematurely filed in Case 13-0446, when it
sought eminent domain a second time before it had even determined what its project was about.
Having three failed Open Seasons and catching only a tiny shipper for a downsized project,

seems to make an amended Certificate and eminent domain authority anything but necessary.
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While inherent in all business decisions is a degree of risk, which obviously Enbridge is willing
to assume, what should not happen is for Enbridge to make the flaws of a premature filing with
the ICC, a problem for others to solve. And while all Enbridge wanted to debate in Case 13-
0446 was its newly found skills at good faith negotiation, not a single landowner in the Turner
Intervener group was told that it was possible that only Marathon would ship on the proposed
pipeline, and that the proposed line might be only 24”, because the common carrier shipping
demand could be put in a thimble.

Knowing full well what was provided for in its then existing Certificate of Good
Standing, approval of a project abandoned long ago, it never-the-less submitted an order to the
ICC for entry providing for eminent domain authority, after it had ordered the 24” pipe. When
it got caught red-handed, some scrambling was necessary.

What has not been disclosed yet is who made the first call. Was it someone from the
Chicago law firm, when the Carlyle Kelley affidavit was read, to contain the astonishment of
the ICC Staff, or, was it the ICC Staff which could not continue to support an eminent domain
decision without the Certificate of Good Standing being amended? Either way, the backroom
deal was made that Enbridge must amend its Certificate of Good Standing, without ICC Staff
investigation or obstruction. While it could be said that the overall effect of this backroom deal
was substantially similar to expanding the scope of Case 13-0446, which should have occurred,
if Case 13-0446 was not dismissed, there is a difference of consequence. What the unwary ICC
Staff had not been told yet was that there was no demand for common carrier shipping.
Enbridge was intending to make the SAX a private line. However, when outrage over the
suggestion of yet another public hearing was voiced in Chicago, a now emboldened ICC Staff,

feeling the confidence of extensive backroom deal-making with Jerry, exchanging email with
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Jerry, and participation in three telephone conference calls without Jerry, agreed to make it as
easy as possible for Enbridge.

One way which the ICC Staff has compounded its dishonesty was to falsely say that it
had no idea whether Enbridge would file to make the change. This was not a possibility. If
Enbridge did not seek an amendment, the 24” pipeline could not be built.

A second way which the ICC Staff has compounded its dishonesty was to falsely say
that the Staff required that the landowners be sent a notice for the reopened 07-0446 case. But
including the landowners in the case was a requirement of a Section 5/15-401 proceeding.
Instead of protecting the landowners, what the ICC Staff was doing was protecting Enbridge.
Enbridge was tired of public hearings and was insisting that it could downsize its project
through a private hearing, and exclude the landowners. A false concern about property rights
of the landowners was also staged, if any concern existed at all, by scripting Enbridge’s
testimony to include comments regarding whether a 24 diameter pipeline would affect the land
differently than a 36” diameter pipeline, or violate any of the signed easements.

Circumvention of Landowner Property Rights

The real injustice of the backroom deal, and the only reason for corruption to ever occur,
was to deny the landowners a right to participate in a hearing where the full extent of the new
project could be debated. The landowner’s primary property right, which must be protected
under the Constitution of the USA and lIllinois, is the right to not lose property involuntarily.
By inaction, the ICC caused a corrupt decision to be made in Case 13-0446. Then the corruption
was extended into the reopened Case 07-0446. By agreeing to constrain the scope of the hearing

so that the full extent of the project could be withheld, the landowners would be denied the right
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to fully defend the case and point out why the SAX had become a private line, ineligible for
both certification and eminent domain.

Surely the property rights of a landowner are not less than those of the owners of a
Certificate of Good Standing. Both require notice before their property rights can be impaired.
Prejudice from the ex parte communication

While throughout the Motion to Dismiss, the Reply to Enbridge, and this Reply, the
prejudice to the Turner Interveners has been explained, a review of pertinent precedent is
informative. Waste Management of Illinois, Inc. v. Pollution Control Board, 530 N.E.2d 682,
175 1. App.3d 1023 (1% Dist. 1988) describes the relevant considerations, as follows:

Initially, we address the question of whether these various communications,
which occurred outside the hearings and the presence of Waste Management,
constituted ex parte contacts. Black's Law Dictionary defines ex parte as
something "done for, in behalf of, or on the application of, one party only."
(Black's Law Dictionary 517 (5th ed.1979).) Furthermore, ex parte proceedings
are proceedings brought for the benefit of one party only and without notice to
the other party. (Gallagher v. Swiatek (1982), 106 Ill.App.3d 417, 420, 62
[1l.Dec. 315, 435 N.E.2d 1287; Wilson-Jump Co. v. McCarthy-Hundrieser &
Associates (1980), 85 Ill.App.3d 179, 185, 40 Ill.Dec. 230, 405 N.E.2d 1322.)
Because the various communications between citizens of Lake County and
certain LCB members were outside the presence of Waste Management and
were clearly in support of the position held by various objectors who were
parties to the application proceeding, they were ex parte contacts.

A court will not reverse an agency's decision because of ex parte contacts
with members of that agency absent a showing that prejudice to the complaining
party resulted from these contacts. (E & E Hauling, Inc. v. Pollution Control
Board (1983), 116 I1l.App.3d 586, 607, 71 Ill.Dec. 587, 451 N.E.2d 555, aff'd
(1985), 107 11l.2d 33, 89 1ll.Dec. 821, 481 N.E.2d 664.) Here, the record does
not indicate that Waste Management suffered any prejudice as a result of the
contacts between citizens of Lake County and LCB members.

5 ILCS 100/10-35 (¢) provides that “(f)indings of fact shall be based exclusively on the
evidence and on matters officially noticed.” Without a complete disclosure of the ex parte

communications, it will be impossible to tell what portion of the ICC Staff testimony was based
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on information from ex parte discussions and what portion came from the record in this case.
Since the ICC Staff has so little to go on in the record, the opinions expressed in Staff testimony
must have been based on the ex parte communications. While the ICC Staff might not be
required to disclose the basis of its testimony, it certainly makes it difficult to question a staff
decision, when the basis of the decision is hidden. Prejudice to the landowners would exist, if
the Staff witnesses based opinions on ex parte decision-making not shared with the landowners,
especially if Staff opinions were created from an incomplete disclosure by Enbridge, allowed
to occur by the ICC Staff, because of it unwillingness to investigate this case and seek a full
disclosure. This is an ample basis for this conclusion from the facts which have been disclosed.

For Enbridge to end up with a Certificate amended for a 24” pipeline, coupled with
eminent domain authority, without ever being required to disclose in a meaningful way case
deciding facts, results in extraordinary prejudice to the landowners, because they are then
required to defend themselves in state court condemnation proceedings, in a situation where
eminent domain should not have been granted in the first place. The award of eminent domain
can be withheld in this case for the amended Certificate for the 24” pipeline under 15-401(b),
which provides that ICC may grant relief in a Section 15-401 hearing, in whole or in part.

In the instant case, the ex parte communication was done for the purpose of prejudicing
the landowners’ right to a hearing on the material facts related to the new project being proposed
by Enbridge, based on Enbridge’s decision on March 11, 2014 to downsize its project with an
emphasis on light crude, a 24” pipeline diameter, and co-owner, anchor shipper Marathon.
There is a substantial factual basis which has been outed but more investigation is warranted,
so that the complete picture can be known. It is undisputed that the SAX can be operated to

throttle back pump pressure, so that the capacity being shipped by Marathon is equal to 100%
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of the capacity of the pipeline. A tiny shipper has remained nameless, but it would make sense
to determine whether the tiny shipping contract is illusory. At least the Turner Interveners
would like to make this inquiry. However, because the ICC Staff prejudged the case in
backroom discussions, the ICC Staff was unwilling to inquire into what Marathon’s role was.
No one knows if Marathon has an option to buy the entire SAX line, but it is known that
Marathon has agreed to invest nearly $300,000,000.00 in the SAX project. It seems logical that
Marathon will have extraordinary control over the future use the SAX., if it is getting a benefit
for its bargain. $300,000,000.00 buys a hefty benefit.

Therefore, prejudice has occurred for several reasons. The ICC Staff has chilled the
opportunity for the interveners to make meaningful inquiry, by conduct suggesting that there
are no issues to consider. By constraining the scope of the proceedings, both Enbridge and the
ICC Staff have made it nearly impossible for the interveners to learn the extent of Marathon’s
role. By allowing Case 13-0446 to be decided without consideration of material, case
controlling facts being considered by the ICC voting board, a corrupt decision was made in
Case 13-0446. Here is what the ICC voting board was given to makes its decision:

Docket No.: 13-0446
Meeting Date: 04/29/14

Deadline: N/A

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission
FROM: Larry Jones, Administrative Law Judge
DATE: April 22,2014

SUBJECT: Enbridge Pipelines (lllinois) L.L.C. (“Enbridge”)

Reply to ICC Staff
12| Page



Petition Pursuant to Section 8-509 of the Public Utilities Act to Take Private Property as Provided by
the Law of Eminent Domain.

RECOMMENDATION: Entry of the attached post-exceptions order authorizing Enbridge to
proceed with eminent domain before the courts with respect to parcels for which easement rights
have not yet been acquired on the previously certificated pipeline route.

In Docket No. 07-0446, the Commission entered an Order granting a Certificate of Good Standing
whereby Enbridge was authorized, pursuant to Section 15-401 of the Common Carrier by Pipeline
Law, to construct, operate and maintain a proposed pipeline along a route approximately 170 miles
in length. The route runs from the Enbridge terminal at Flanagan in Livingston County to a point of
termination at a pipeline hub near Patoka, lllinois in Marion County.

The Order in Docket No. 07-0446 was appealed to the lllinois Appellate Court by some of the
Intervenors in the case. The Order was upheld on appeal. Pliura Intervenors v. lllinois Commerce
Commission, 405 Ill. App. 3d 199 (2010).

In the current case, Enbridge seeks relief under Section 8-509 with respect to those parcels, listed in
Attachment A to the petition, for which it still lacks easement rights. If granted, such relief would
allow Enbridge to proceed with eminent domain in the courts pursuant to the Eminent Domain Act.
At the time of the hearing, it still lacked easements for 127 of the 679 tracts on the route

Pliura Intervenors, who own 19 tracts, oppose the relief sought by Enbridge. Five of them filed
testimony.

In assessing Enbridge’s efforts to acquire easements through the negotiation process, Staff focused
on the factors set forth in the Commission’s Order in Docket No. 13-0456. Staff’s position is that
Enbridge has met the requirements of Section 8-509 of the Act and that the Commission should
approve Enbridge’s request for authority to proceed with eminent domain in the courts.

Subject to conditions, the attached order would authorize Enbridge to proceed with eminent domain
before the courts, pursuant to the Eminent Domain Act, with respect to those parcels listed in
Attachment A to the petition that have not yet been acquired.

LMJ/lw

Here are the minutes of the vote:

7 Item 45 is Docket No. 13-0446. This 1is

8 Enbridge Pipelines' petition to take private property as
9 provided by the Law of Eminent Domain pursuant to

10 Section 8-509 of the Public Utilities Act. ALJ Jones

11 recommends entry of an Order authorizing Enbridge to

12 proceed with eminent domain before the courts with
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13 respect to parcels for which easement rights have not
14 yet been acquired on the previously certificated route.

15 Is there any discussion?

16 (No response.)

17 CHAIRMAN SCOTT: Any objections?

18 (No response.)

19 CHAIRMAN SCOTT: Hearing none, the Order is
20 entered.

What if the ICC voters, before their vote, had been told that Enbridge had made a
decision to downsize? What if the ICC voters, before their vote, had been told that Enbridge
has one significant contract shipper, a tiny contract shipper, and no evidence of a demand for
common carriage? What if the ICC voters, before their vote, had been told that the proposed
order submitted by Enbridge refers to the original Certificate, issued for a 36” pipeline, which
was not going to be built? What if the ICC voters, before their vote, had been told that the ICC
Staff and Enbridge engaged in ex parte communication about Case 13-0446, not disclosed in
the e-Docket of Case 13-0446 in an ex parte report? What if the ICC voters had been told that
the ICC Staff and Enbridge agreed in ex parte communication that Enbridge was going to move
to reopen Case 07-0446, but not to worry, because the ICC Staff would lay down and give
Enbridge an easy route to a favorable decision? What if the ICC voters, before their vote, had
been told that the ICC Staff had prejudged the merits of Enbridge’s new project, and concluded
that it was worthy of a Certificate amendment, notwithstanding Enbridge’s failure to disclose
in detail what the role of Marathon was, including Marathon’s right to purchase at least 35% of
the SAX, if not more?

Obviously some of these facts were not discovered until after the ICC vote in Case 13-
0446. But many of these fact were known by Enbridge, who was content to sit back and let the

case proceed to a decision without any concern over its obligation to make a full disclosure.
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While it might be argued that Case 13-0446 has no relationship to reopened Case 07-
0446, the facts say otherwise. The genesis of the reopened case began during the disclosure in
Case 13-0446 that the pipeline diameter was 24”. The corruption existed in two cases. These
cases are related because the landowners are the same for both cases with respect to eminent
domain.

Dismissal is appropriate because the corruption occurred in two related ICC cases. It
would also be appropriate for the ICC to rule that Enbridge now has no eminent domain
authority for its proposed 24” project. The misconduct was too pervasive for eminent domain
authority to survive.

Additional Relief in the Motion to Dismiss

It would be appropriate for the two disclosures from the ICC Staff, which are attached
hereto, be admitted into the evidence. They are hereby so offered. Furthermore, should the ICC
decide that the landowners are given more time to conduct discovery, the Turner Interveners
would approach this opportunity with dispatch. There are obviously many facts not yet
disclose, the most critical of which is the contractual arrangement between Enbridge and
Marathon, and especially whether this contract grants Marathon the right to purchase the entire
SAX line.

Wherefore, the Turner Interveners respectfully request that this matter be dismissed.
Alternatively, the Turner Interveners respectfully request that a new discovery schedule be
created and that additional hearings be scheduled thereafter for the newly discovered evidence.
Lastly, the Turner Interveners request that Attachment One and Two hereto be admitted in the
evidence in this case.

October 6, 2014
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Respectfully submitted,

TURNER INTERVENORS

By: /s/ Mercer Turner
Mercer Turner, their counsel

Mercer Turner
Law Office of Mercer Turner, PC
202 North Prospect Road, Suite202
Bloomington, IL 61704
(309)662-3078
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that | caused copies of this Reply to be served on the ICC service list attached hereto
for this case by email or US postal delivery on this 6" day of October, 2014.

/s/ Mercer Turner
Mercer Turner
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Turner-Staff On The Record 1

Attachment A
Feeley, John .
From: Feeley, John Attachment One
Sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2014 10:57 AM . . .
To: @ Ambrose, Gerald; @ Reed, G. Darryl; @ Thomas, Dale MOthH to Dlsmlss
Cc: Olivero, James
Subject: 13-0446/07-0446, Enbridge Pipeline

Jerry, Dale and Darryl

Set forth below are topics which Staff believes Enbridge needs to address in testimony regarding Enbridge’s plan to
amend its original certificate. As we mentioned to Jerry, Staff would like a preview of the filing.

Also, Staff believes all landowners along the route should be served with the filing(s).

John and Jim.

LIST OF TOPICS TO BE ADDRESSED BY ENBRIDGE

Specify the exact size and characteristics of the pipe (24” diameter)

Explain why a 36” pipe is now too large.

Explain why a 24” pipe is the correct size.

Explain why a pipe smaller than 24” would not be suitable.

Explain the benefits of building a smaller pipe as opposed to over sizing it for future expansion.
Will the 24” line transport less product? If so, how does that affect Enbridge’s demand study?

Will Enbridge have to change any of its other permits from other agencies? What about the AIMA?

Has Enbridge lost shippers since the ‘07 order was issued? If so, how many and are the remaining
shippers firm?

Compare shipping commitments from 2007 case to current request (volumes not names)

Does changing the pipe size affect any of the easements currently obtained or do they have more
flexible language?

Does changing the pipe size affect any of the payouts to landowners?

Will the smaller pipe be constructed, operated, or maintained in a different fashion than the original
36" line?

Explain if the number or sizes of compressors are affected by the pipe size change.

Page 17 1Reply to Staff's Responseto Motion to Dismiss


joha
Typewritten Text
Turner-Staff On The Record 1
Attachment A


owner
Typewritten text
Attachment One Motion to Dismiss


Explain if the product being shipped changed (more Bakken versus oil sands) and any operational
issues with this change.

Explain if operating pressure of pipeline has changed due to use of smalier diameter pipe.

Discuss or commit to safety enhancements originally discussed in Docket No. 12-0347.
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Staff Response to Turner Interveners’
September 11, 2014 On the Record Request 2 to Staff

Docket No. 07-0446 (Reopen) Attachment Two

Turner-Staff On the Record Request 2: MOthIl tO DlSIIllSS

Staff’s understanding of the Turner Interveners’ on the Record Request 2 to Staff is that
the Turner Interveners request that Staff provide the date of two conference calls
between Enbridge lllinois and Staff.

Response:

The conference calls occurred prior to the Illinois Commerce Commission’s vote on
June 26, 2014 to reopen Docket No. 07-0446. There were actually three conference
calls between Staff and Enbridge lllinois. The dates of the conference calls were: April
24, May 13, and May 16, 2014.

To the best of Staff’s recollection present on all three calls for Staff were counsel for
Staff (Mr. Feeley and Mr. Olivero) and Mr. Maple. Mr. Lounsberry who is Mr. Maple’s
supervisor was on the call which took place on April 24, 2014.

To the best of Staff’s recollection and belief present on all three calls for Enbridge
lllinois were counsel for Enbridge Illinois, Mr. Reed and Mr. Thomas. Staff also believes
that technical personnel for Enbridge lllinois may have also been on the first call which
took place on April 24, 2014.

Finally, during the May 16, 2014 conference call, Staff asked Enbridge lllinois to
update/supplement some of its data requests. Following that conference call, via email
on the same day, Staff counsel identified the specific data requests (ENG 1.9 and ENG
1.24) to counsel for Enbridge lllinois.
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owner
Typewritten text
Attachment Two
Motion to Dismiss


William Schmitz
R.R. 3, Box 294A
Pana, IL 62557

Robert Schwartz
5885 N. St. Rt. 159
Edwardsville, IL 62025

Leonard Schwartz
5885 N. St. Rt. 159
Edwardsville, IL 62025

Stephen Schwartz
5885 N. St. Rt. 159
Edwardsville, IL 62025

Cecil W. Scroggins
3986 N. Cowgill
Decatur, IL 62526

Michele Seabaugh
RR 2, Box 408A
Vandalia, IL 62471

Nick Seabaugh
RR 2, Box 408A
Vandalia, IL 62471

Deanna Sears
21237 E. 950 North Rd.
Bloomington, IL 61704

Heather Sears Gregory
418 N. Linden
Bloomington, IL 61701

C. Kenneth Sefton
R.R. 1, Box 143
Brownstown, IL 62418

Adams Land Corp.
20365 E. 1200 North Rd.
Bloomington, IL 61704

Ann Alexander, Senior Attorney
101 N. Wacker Dr., Ste.
Chicago, IL 60606

Londa Allen
RR #1, Box 88
Herrick, 1L 62431

Randall Allen
RR #1, Box 88
Herrick, 1L 62431

George R. Armstrong
Rt 1, Box 284
Clinton, IL 61727

Wallace F. Ashby
R.R. 2, Box 320
Clinton, IL 61727

William Aurand
R.R. 1, Box 424
Herrick, 1L 62431

Carol Austin
R 1, Box 156
Brownstown, IL 62418

Clyde Austin
R 1, Box 156
Brownstown, IL 62418

Bill Baldock
RR.1

Ramsey, IL 62080
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C. Kenneth Sefton
R.R. 1, Box 143
Brownstown, 1L 62418

Donald Shea
6116 Green Valley Rd.
Clinton, IL 61727

Mack H. Shumate Jr.

Union Pacific Railroad Company
101 N. Wacker Drive, Suite 1920
Chicago, IL 60606
mackshumate@up.com

Gary Smith
2325 E 400 North Rd
Pana, IL 62557

Robert L. Smith
958 Illinois St.
Pana, IL 62557

George W. Springman
R.R. 1, Box 181
Brownstown, IL 62418

Russell Springman
R.R. 1, Box 145
Brownstown, IL 62418

Rebecca Stanfield, Director

Environment Illinois Research and
Education Center

407 S. Dearborn, Ste. 701
Chicago, IL 60605
rstanfield@nrdc.org

Mack H. Shumate Jr.

Union Pacific Railroad Company
101 N. Wacker Drive, Suite 1920
Chicago, IL 60606
mackshumate@up.com

RR.1
Ramsey, IL 62080

Kenneth Barr
R.R. 1, Box 16
Herrick, IL 62431

Jeanne Batorson
2 Alder Ct.
Bloomington, IL 61704

Scott Bauknecht
16790 N. 1130 East Rd.
Pontiac, IL 61764

Ted Bauknecht
11753 E. 1800 North Rd.
Pontiac, IL 61764

Virginia Bauknecht
11753 E. 1800 North Rd.
Pontiac, IL 61764

James E. Bethel
R.R. 1, Box 120
Heyworth, IL 61745

Lloyd Betterton
23732 S. Glenburn Dr.
Sun Lakes, AZ 85248

Mary Betterton

23732 S. Glenburn Dr.
Sun Lakes, AZ 85248

Richard A. Betterton
R.R. 3, Box 1325
Pana, IL 62557

Chester F. Beyers
350 U.S. Hwy. 51

Page 21 Reply to Staff's Responseto Motion to Dismiss



Gary Smith
2325 E 400 North Rd
Pana, IL 62557

Robert L. Smith
958 Illinois St.
Pana, IL 62557

George W. Springman
R.R. 1, Box 181
Brownstown, IL 62418

Russell Springman
R.R. 1, Box 145
Brownstown, IL 62418

Rebecca Stanfield, Director
Environment Illinois Research and
Education Center

407 S. Dearborn, Ste. 701

Chicago, IL 60605
rstanfield@nrdc.org

Michael L. Stewart
2008 W. Lincoln Ave.
Montebello, CA 90640

Daniel Summann
RR 1 Box 107
Shobonier, IL 62885

Joseph B. Taylor
PO Box 478
Clinton, IL 61727 tkrlaw@verizon.net

Sharon Tedrick Jorandby
Tedrick Farms Company
Box 378 Vandalia, IL 62471

Richard Thacker
RR #2, Box 100
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Pana, IL 62557

Marie M. Beyers
350 U.S. Hwy. 51
Pana, IL 62557

Robert J. Beyers

303 S. Mattis, Ste. 201
Champaign, IL 61821
ribeyers@doddlaw.net

J. Merrill Bland
6199 Cty. Rd. 2100 E.
Charleston, IL 61920

Donald K. Blaney
R.R. 3, Box 133
Pana, IL 62557

Patsey Blaney
RR #1, Box 155
Herrick, 1L 62431

Sue E. Blaney
R.R. 3, Box 133
Pana, IL 62557

William Blaney
RR #1, Box 156
Herrick, 1L 62431

Sherry Blankenship
14 S.W. Crescent Dr.
Mt. Vernon, IL 62864

Elizabeth Blythe
231 Northwind Dr.
Brandon, MS 39047

Clara Borgic
2637 E. 400 North Rd.



Farmer City, IL 61842

James L. Thomas
R.R. 2, Box 124A
Ramsey, IL 62080

Ronald D. Thomas
R.R. #1, Box 431
Clinton, IL 61727

Carson Township
R.R. 1, Box 412
Herrick, IL 62431

Leslie D. Troyer

17792 E. 2200 North Rd.

Hudson, IL 61748

Mary Troyer

17792 E. 2200 North Rd.

Hudson, IL 61748

Brenda VVon Bokel
1261 Cedar Rd.
St. Jacob, IL 62281

Mike Von Bokel
1261 Cedar Rd.
St. Jacob, IL 62281

Jimmy Warren
R.R. 2, Box 154A
Ramsey, IL 62080

Karen Warren
R.R. 2, Box 154A
Ramsey, IL 62080

Barbara J. Washburn
3636 N. Piedmont St.
Arlington, VA 22207
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Pana, IL 62557

Wayne Borgic
2637 E. 400 North Rd.
Pana, IL 62557

Thomas Bowden
25 Dean Park
Springfield, IL 62707

Dick P. Breese
1638 Embassy Dr., Apt. 105
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

Barbara Brehm
50N CR 400 E
Arcola, IL 61910

John D. Britt
R.R. 1, Box 444
Vandalia, IL 62471

Michael M. Buchanan
RR 1 Box 720
Herrick, IL 62431

Rose Burger
228 S. Franklin St.
Decatur, IL 62523

Walter Burger Jr.
228 S. Franklin St.
Decatur, IL 62523

Joseph E. Burrus
R.R. 1, Box 425
Herrick, IL 62431

Robert Buzzard
RR 1 Box 27
Brownstown, IL 6241



Lewis E. Wasson
RR 1 Box 577
Herrick, IL 62431

Dianne Weer
24913 N. 2100 E. Rd.
Lexington, IL 61753

Mary Westerhold
5885 N. St. Rt. 159
Edwardsville, IL 62025

Chad Wilhour
R.R. 3, Box 125AA
Altamont, IL 62411

Harry Donald Willms
RR 2, Box 80
Brownstown, IL 62418

Duane Willms
RR 2, Box 80 A
Brownstown, IL 62418

Ellen Marie Willms
RR 2, Box 80
Brownstown, IL 62418

Laura Willms
RR 2 Box 80 A
Brownstown, IL 62418

Brenda Witt
R.R. 3, Box 296 A
Pana, IL 62557

Virgil Witt
R.R. 3, Box 296 A
Pana, IL 62557

Bonnie Woolley
5445 Half Round Rd.

Angelo P. Capparella
907 S. Fell Ave.
Normal, IL 61761

Robert Carroll
17583 N. 1090 East Rd.
Pontiac, IL 61764

Belinda J. Carter
RR #2, Box 321A
Clinton, IL 61727

Stacy A. Carter
RR 2, Box 321A
Clinton, IL 61727

Zach Carter
R.R.2
Ramsey, IL 62080

Kathleen Clayton
R.R. 1, Box 287
Clinton, IL 61727

William Clayton
R.R. 1, Box 287
Clinton, IL 61727

Carl E. Cloe
R.R. 1, Box 178
Herrick, IL 62431

Elinor I. Cole
9S005 Nantucket Dr.
Darien, IL 60561

Lois Corley
311 W. 7th St.
Pana, IL 62557

Joe Crabtree
RR 2
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Oswego, IL 60543

Bruce Woolley
5445 Half Round Rd.
Oswego, IL 60543

Andrea M. Workman
R.R. 2, Box 64
Sullivan, 1L 61951

Phyllis Yenny
3137 Penrod Rd. NW
Sugarcreek, OH 44681

Jim Yordy
14538 N. 400 East Rd.
Flanagan, IL 61740

Miles Young
85 Carriage Dr.
Morris, IL 60450

Rosella Young
85 Carriage Dr.
Morris, IL 60450

Mary E. Preston
RR 1, Box 275
Maroa, IL 61956

Bill Price
PO Box 6034
Taylorville, IL 62568

Stephanie Price
PO Box 6034
Taylorville, IL 62568

Beverly Pryor
611 Dogwood Dr.
Arcola, IL 61910

Michael Pryor

Ramsey, IL 62080

David Cray

172 Goulburn Ave.
Ottawa, ON kin8e2
CANADA

Kevin cray
PO Box 394
Clinton, IL 61727

Lois E. Cray
R.R. 2, Box 321
Clinton, IL 61727

Phillip Cray
1102 Deer Trail Court
Port Byron, IL 61275

Terrence B. Cray
1540 N. LaSalle Dr., #1008
Chicago, IL 60610

Thomas Cray
8940 Mansfield Ave.
Morton Grove, IL 60053

Bruce E. Cray
2507 Calvary Lane
Katy, TX 77449

Frances Cray Barnard
1765 Aynsley Way
Vero Beach, FL 32966

H. Renee Cray-Zorc
936 S. 4th Ave.
Libertyville, IL 60048

Brian L. Cripe, (Rev Trust)
R.R. 1, Box 273
Vandalia, IL 62471
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Rte. 2, Box 170
Ramsey, IL 62080

Alice M. Raber, Trustee of Raber Living
Trust
6355 E. 1400 North Rd.

Flanagan, IL 61740

Allen J. Radcliff
R.R.1Box 79
Brwnston, IL

Phillip Reynolds, Highway Commissioner
Old Town Road District

RR 1, Box 121

Downs, IL 61736

Charles Rhoads
6965 Oleatha Ave.
St. Louis, MO 63139

Archie L. Rhodes
R.R. 2, Box 151-3
Ramsey, IL 62080

Janet K. Riggins

d/b/a Riggins Family Living Trust
810 N. Bentsen Palm Dr., #513
Mission, TX 78572

L. Dale Riggins

d/b/a Riggins Family Living Trust
810 N. Bentsen Palm Dr., #513
Mission, TX 78572

Jon Robinson

202 S. Franklin St., 2nd Floor
Decatur, IL 62523
jrobinson@brelaw.com

Frank Roop
216 Fleetwood
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Darlene Dagen
R.R. 1, Box 285

Herrick, 1L 62431

Ty L. Dagen
R.R. 1, Box 285
Herrick, IL 62431

Glen Wayne Daniels
2512 Whitler Ln.
Vandalia, IL 62471

Bobby H. Davis
2211 E. Lake Shore Dr.
Taylorville, IL 62568

Kathy Dehority
R.R. 1, Box 412
Herrick, IL 62431

James S. Dehority
R.R. 1, Box 412
Herrick, 1L 62431

Melvin Dellinger
PO Box 635
Clinton, IL 61727

Carolyn A. Donaldson
25927N 2150E Rd.
Lexington, IL 61753

Timothy R. Donaldson
25927 N. 2150 East Rd.
Levington, IL 61753

Mark Doolen
2325 Bark Rdige Ct.
Lisle, IL 60532



Bloomington, IL 61701

Daniel M. Rubin
R.R. 1, Box 154
Shobonier, IL 62885

Margot Rudesill
21021 E. 1300 North Rd.
Bloomington, IL 61704

Beverly Rudow
R 3 Box 141
Pana, IL 62557

Robert Rudow
R 3 Box 141
Pana, IL 62557

Larry Sallee
R.R. 1, Box 408
Herrick, 1L 62431

Ann M. Sanner

1616 Baltimore Ter.
Manhattan, KS 66502
ann.sanner@yahoo.com

Wilma L. Sanner
4442 Mt. Vernon Place
Decatur, IL 62521

Lisa Schmitz
R.R. 3, Box 294A
Pana, IL 62557
Mary E. Preston
RR 1, Box 275
Maroa, IL 61956

Theresa Miller
3489 Plover Dr.
Decatur, IL 62526

James E. Mohr
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Carl Doolen
2325 Bark Ridge Ct.
Lisle, IL 60532

Mary Dugan
940 E. Old Willow Rd.
Prospect Heights, 1L 60070

Keith Dunaway
R.R. 1, Box 76R
Cowden, IL 62422

Sheredith Durbin
R.R. 2, Box 152
Ramsey, IL 62080

Dora J. Eck
22279 Stringtown Rd.
Pana, IL 62557-7016

Robert D. Eddy
R.R. 1, box 331B
Ramsey, IL 62080

Walter Ehrat
800 Meyers Lane
Vandalia, IL 62471

Deborah F. Evans
1190 S. Joynt Rd.
Decatur, IL 62522

Kenneth M. Evans
Rte. 1, Box 314
Ramsey, IL 62080

Thomas A. Evans
1190 S. Joynt Rd.
Decatur, IL 62522

Herman Farms, Inc.
15515 Dan Patch Dr.
Plainfield, IL 60544



24650 N. 2100 E Rd.
Lexington, IL 61753

Patricia A. Mohr
24650 N 2100 E Rd.
Lexington, IL 61753

Gary Moncelle, Road Dist. Commissioner

Money Creek Township Road Dist.
24133 N. 2250 E. Rd.
Lexington, IL 61753

Debra J. Moore
1942 N. 2600 E. Rd.
Moweaqua, IL 62550

Michael S. Moore
1942 N. 2600 E. Rd.
Moweaqua, IL 62550

Saundra Moore
2255 Sands Dr.
Decatur, IL 62526

Carol Morefield
9865 Clear Lake Lane
Bloomington, IL 61704

Charles E. Murphy
758 E. 1400 North Rd.
Wapella, IL 61777-9757

Marco J. Muscarello
38W386 Burr Oak Lane
St. Charles, IL 60175

Patricia A. Muscarello
9225 N. Crimson Canyon
Fountain Hills, AZ 85268

James R. Myers, Atty. for the Fayette

Water Company
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Roy P. Farwell, Attorney

Union Pacific Railroad Company
100 North Broadway, Suite 1500
St. Louis, MO 63102
rpfarwel@up.com

Shannon Fisk

Natural Resource Defense Council
101 N. Wacker Dr., Ste. 609
Chicago, IL 60606

sfisk@nrdc.org

Leslie Foffel
6116 Green Valley Rd.
Clinton, IL 61727

Max Foster, Township Road Dist.
Commissioner
Towanda Township Road Dist.

PO Box 61
Towanda, IL 61776

Ann Fulop
25738 N. 2150 E. Rd.
Lexington, IL 61753

Thomas Fulop
25738 N. 2150 E. Rd.
Lexington, IL 61753

Terry Giannoni, Township Supervisor

Money Creek township
24133 N. 2250 E. Rd.
Lexington, IL 61753

Darrell Gilmore
R.R. 1, Box 432
Herrick, IL 62431

Julie Gilmore

R.R. 1, Box 432



LeFevre Oldfield MyersApke & Payne Law
Group, Ltd.

33 S. Sevnth St.

Vandalia, IL 62471
myers@lawgroupltd.com

Ric Oberlink
1007 Allston Way
Berkeley, CA 94710

Jim Ondeck
25358 N. 1475 East Road

Hudson, IL 61748
Catherine Otto

R.R. 3, Box 4
Ramsey, IL 62080

Leon Otto
R.R. 3, Box 4
Ramsey, IL 62080

Timothy Otto
R.R. 3, Box 4
Ramsey, IL 62080

Fred Owings
PO Box 421
The Sea Ranch, CA 95497

Jerry Owings
PO Box 184
The Sea Ranch, CA 95497

Darwin Dean Padgett
3245 N. Susan Dr.
Decatur, IL 62526

Roy A. Padgett
16102 Tawney Ridge Lane
Victorville, CA 92394

Herrick, IL 62431

Elda M. Gougar
21341 S. Gougar Rd.
Joliet, IL 60433

Robert J. Gougar
21341 S. Gougar Rd.
Joliet, IL 60433

Brian P. Granahan

Environment Illinois Research &
Education Center

407 S. Dearborn, Ste. 701
Chicago, IL 60605
bgranahan@environmentillinois.org

Daniel Greer, Manager, Kraft Farms, LLC
4265 Fifth St.
Springfield, IL 62701

Nina Gregory
3422 Woodyend Ct.
San Jose, CA 95121

Robert L. Grissom, Robert L. Grissom
Partnership
9804 Nicholas St.

Omaha, NE 68114

Doris Grunloh
20514 N. 2150 East Rd.
Towanda, IL 61776-9413

Laura S. Haas

Hughart Family Limited Partnership
24207 Ron Smith Mem. Hwy.
Hudson, IL 61748

Lorraine M. Hacker
1812 Cherry Rd.
Oswego, IL 60543
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mailto:myers@lawgroupltd.com

Russell Padgett
15445 Blackfoot Rd.
Apple Valley, CA 92307

Sandra Padgett
3981 Castleman St.
Riverside, CA 92503

Robert C. Peverly
R.R. 4,Box 253 E
Clinton, IL 61727

Ruth W. Peverly
R.R. 4, Box 253 E
Clinton, IL 61727

Robert M. Phelps
10602 IL 78 So.
Mt. Carroll, IL 61053

Karen Phillips
3010 E. Mound Rd.
Decatur, IL 62526

Henry Portz
RR 2, Box 158
Ramsey, IL 62080

Potter & Potter Land Company Potter
1161 Winwood Rd.
Lake Forest, IL 60045

Robert Kellow
1816 Kimberly Lake Dr.
Swasea, IL 62226

Carlisle E. Kelly
25457 Chestnut Dr.
LeRoy, IL 61752
cekjrl@msn.com

DeAnna K. Kelly
25457 Chestnut Dr.
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William M. Hacker
1812 Cherry Rd.
Oswego, IL 60543
bilor@wildblue.net

Leslie Hadley
RR 1, Box 420
Herrick, IL 62431

Terri Hadley
R.R. 1, Box 435
Herrick, IL 62431

Les Hadley
R.R. 1, Box 435
Herrick, IL 62431

Bessie Hagy
R.R. 1, Box 197
Vandalia, IL 62471

Dwight L. Hagy
R.R. 1, Box 197
Vandalia, IL 62471

Linda Hall
R.R. 1, Box 316
Ramsey, IL 62080

Virgil T. Harbach
1006 S. Quincy St.
Clinton, IL 61727

Glen M. Hardeman
4575 Jackson Rd.
Macon, IL 62544

Kathryn M. Hardeman

4575 Jackson Rd.
Macon, IL 62544

James W. Hardimon
RR #1, Box 460



LeRoy, IL 61752

Jeff Kelly
RR 1, Box 378C
Vandalia, IL 62471

Renne Kelly
RR#1, Box 378 C
Vandalia, IL 62471

Janice Kay Kerley
RR 2, Box 326
Clinton, IL 61727

Lonnie L. Kerley
R.R. 2, Box 326
Clinton, IL 61727

Tim Killian

28525 N. 2380 East Rd.
Gridley, IL 61744
tkild@prairienet.net

Al Killian

21328 E. 2200 North Rd.

Towanda, IL 61776

Patrick D. Killian

704 Marshall Lane
Bloomington, IL 61701

Susan M. Killian
524 S. Kreitzer Ave.
Bloomington, IL 61701

Terrence Killian
PO Box 204
Lexington, IL 61753

Rosemary King

21024 E. 1600 North Rd.

Herrick, 1L 62431

Kevin Hardimon
R.R. 1, Box 648
Herrick, 1L 62431

Maureen J. Harris

Maureen J. Harris Trust Agreement
PO Box 412

Fairfield, VA 24435

William H. Harris

Maureen J. Harris Trust Agreement
PO Box 412

Fairfield, VA 24435

Michael Hayes
RR 2, Box 156A
Ramsey, 1L 62080

Thomas J. Healey, Counsel - Regulatory
Illinois Central Railroad Company
17641 S. Ashland Avenue

Homewood, IL 60430

tom.healey@cn.ca

Craig R. Hedin, Atty. for Illinois Oil & Gas
Association

Campbell Black Carnine Hedin Ballard &
McDonald, P.C.

PO Drawer C

108 S. 9th St.

Mt. Vernon, IL 62864
chedin@illinoisfirm.com

Randall Henderson
2 N. Henderson Ave.
Herrick, 1L 62431

Hunt Henderson, Attorney at Law
112 E. Center St.
LeRoy, IL 61752
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Normal, IL 61761
Patrick Kinsella

26377 N. 2000 East Rd.
Lexington, IL 61753

Suzanne W. Klassen
19570 E. 500 N. Rd.
Downs, IL 61736

Benjamin Klein
29712 N 2280 E. Road
Gridley, IL 61744

Bruce A. Klein
23479 E. 2700 North Road
Lexington, IL 61753

David E. Klein
1018 Oak Hill St.
Normal, IL 61761

John Klein
286 N. 1600 East Rd.
Rosamond, IL 62083

Kathleen Klein
286 N. 1600 East Rd.
Rosamond, IL 62083

Donald Korte

Korte Farm Partnership
400 Douglas St.

Park Forest, IL 60466
d.korte@att.net

Mark Kraft, Township Supervisor

Towanda Township
PO Box 61
Towanda, IL 61776

Timothy C. Kraft
21448 E. 1900 North Rd.

hunt.henderson@verizon.net

Philip Herbord
R.R. 1, Box 315
Ramsey, IL 62080

Sheila J. Herbord
R.R. 1, Box 315
Ramsey, IL 62080

Carl Hinthorn
22720 E. 1900 North Rd.
Towanda, IL 61776

Donnie Hinton
RR 1, Box 96
Tower Hill, 1L 62571

Floyd B. Hinton
PO Box 200
Tower Hill, IL 62571

Merle Hoback
752 Jacobs Way
Forsyth, IL 62535

Chad Hoke
R.R. 1, Box 20C
Cliniton, IL 61727

Edward Hoke
R.R. 1, Box 279
Clinton, IL 61727

Sonna H. Hoke
R.R. 1, Box 279
Clinton, IL 61727

Andrew Hortenstine
RR 1, Box 445
Herrick, IL 62431
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Towanda, IL 61776

Brenda Kramer
R.R. 1, Box 415
Herrick, IL 62451

Rocky Kramer
R.R. 1, Box 415
Herrick, IL 62451

Evelyn Krueger

c/o Soy Capital Ag Services

6 Heartland Dr., Ste. A
Bloomington, IL 61704

Debra S. Kuerth
31594 N. 2180 East Rd.
Gridley, IL 61744

Dianne I. Kuerth
22777 E. 3100 N. Rd.
Gridley, IL 61744

Kenneth L. Kuerth
22777 E. 3100 N. Rd.
Gridley, IL 61744

Steven L. Kuerth
31594 N. 2180 East Rd.
Gridley, IL 61744

Glenn R. Kunkel
13874 Lisbon Rd.
Newark, 1L 60541

Naomi K. Kunkel
13874 Lisbon Rd.
Newark, 1L 60541

Gordon Larsen
RR 2, Box 322
Clinton, IL 61727

Annetta M. Hortenstine
R.R. 1, Box 36
Gays, IL 61928

Marc B. Hortenstine
R.R. 1, Box 324
Ramsey, IL 62080

Richard Hortenstine
R.R. 1, Box 31
Gays, IL 61928

Jennifer Hortenstine-Grohler
R.R. 1, Box 18C
Sullivan, IL 61951

John Hunt
R.R. 1, Box 286
Clinton, IL 61727

Larry G. James
736 Jacobs Way
Forsyth, IL 62535

Zera L. James
736 Jacobs Way
Forseyth, IL 62535

Maurice E. Jones

M & D Jones Farm, Inc.
18264 N. 2150 E. Rd.
Towanda, IL 61776

Judith J. Jurgelas
208 S. Vine
Lexington, IL 61753

Margaret Rose Kampfner
14569 N. 500 East Rd.
Flanagan, IL 61740

Robert Kellow
1816 Kimberly Lake Dr.
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Kay Larsen
RR 2, Box 322
Clinton, IL 61727

Ronald W. Lea
RR #1, Box 154
Wapella, IL 61777

Wanda M. Lea
RR #1, Box 154
Wapella, IL 61777

Betty Lofland
R.R. 1, Box 436
Herrick, IL 62431

Joshua Lofland
R.R. 1, Box 436
Herrick, IL 62431

Mike Lofland
RR.1
Bethany, IL 61914

Mabel Lux
21199 Hawthorne Arbor Lane
Downs, IL 61736

Michael Lux
21199 Hawthorne Arbor Lane
Downs, IL 61736

Jewell Manley
R.R. 1, Box 317
Ramsey, IL 62080

Shirley Manley
Rte. 2, Box 127
Ramsey, IL 62080

Terry Manley
R.R. 2, Box 127
Ramsey, IL 62080

Swasea, IL 62226

Carlisle E. Kelly
25457 Chestnut Dr.
LeRoy, IL 61752
cekjrl@msn.com

DeAnna K. Kelly
25457 Chestnut Dr.,
LeRoy, IL 61752

Jeff Kelly
RR 1, Box 378C
Vandalia, IL 62471

Renne Kelly
RR#1, Box 378 C
Vandalia, IL 62471

Janice Kay Kerley
RR 2, Box 326
Clinton, IL 61727

Lonnie L. Kerley
R.R. 2, Box 326
Clinton, IL 61727

Tim Killian

28525 N. 2380 East Rd.
Gridley, IL 61744
tkil4@prairienet.net

Al Killian
21328 E. 2200 North Rd.
Towanda, IL 61776

Patrick D. Killian
704 Marshall Lane
Bloomington, IL 61701

Susan M. Killian
524 S. Kreitzer Ave.
Bloomington, IL 61701
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John Mathewson
PO Box 43

Patricia Mathewson
PO Box 43
Oconee, IL 62553

Joseph A. McCormick
3595 Rider Trail South
Earth City, MO 63045

Charles McDonald
2523 Oriskany Dr.
Schererville, IL 46375

Kevin McMath
R #1, Box 409
Clinton, IL 61727

Vernon McCammack
RR #1, Box 22
Brownstown, IL 62418

Kay Larsen
RR 2, Box 322
Clinton, IL 61727

Ronald W. Lea
RR #1, Box 154
Wapella, IL 61777

Wanda M. Lea
RR #1, Box 154
Wapella, IL 61777

Betty Lofland
R.R. 1, Box 436

Terrence Killian
PO Box 204
Lexington, IL 61753

Rosemary King
21024 E. 1600 North Rd.
Normal, IL 61761

Suzanne W. Klassen
19570 E. 500 N. Rd.
Downs, IL 61736

Benjamin Klein
29712 N 2280 E. Road
Gridley, IL 61744

Bruce A. Klein
23479 E. 2700 North Road
Lexington, IL 61753

David E. Klein
1018 Oak Hill St.
Normal, IL 61761

John Klein
286 N. 1600 East Rd.
Rosamond, IL 62083

Kathleen Klein
286 N. 1600 East Rd.
Rosamond, IL 62083

Donald Korte

Korte Farm Partnership
400 Douglas St.

Park Forest, IL 60466
d.korte@att.net

Mark Kraft, Township Supervisor

Towanda Township
PO Box 61
Towanda, IL 61776
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Herrick, IL 62431

Joshua Lofland
R.R. 1, Box 436
Herrick, IL 62431

Mike Lofland
RR.1
Bethany, IL 61914

Mabel Lux
21199 Hawthorne Arbor Lane
Downs, IL 61736

Michael Lux
21199 Hawthorne Arbor Lane
Downs, IL 61736

Jewell Manley
R.R. 1, Box 317
Ramsey, IL 62080

Shirley Manley
Rte. 2, Box 127
Ramsey, IL 62080

Terry Manley
R.R. 2, Box 127
Ramsey, IL 62080

John Mathewson
PO Box 43

Patricia Mathewson
PO Box 43
Oconee, IL 62553

Vernon McCammack
RR #1, Box 22
Brownstown, IL 62418

Joseph A. McCormick
3595 Rider Trail South

Page 36 Reply to Staff's Responseto Motion to Dismiss

Timothy C. Kraft
21448 E. 1900 North Rd.
Towanda, IL 61776

Brenda Kramer
R.R. 1, Box 415
Herrick, IL 62451

Rocky Kramer
R.R. 1, Box 415
Herrick, IL 62451

Evelyn Krueger

c/o Soy Capital Ag Services
6 Heartland Dr., Ste. A
Bloomington, IL 61704

Debra S. Kuerth
31594 N. 2180 East Rd.
Gridley, IL 61744

Dianne I. Kuerth
22777 E. 3100 N. Rd.
Gridley, IL 61744

Kenneth L. Kuerth
22777 E. 3100 N. Rd.
Gridley, IL 61744

Steven L. Kuerth
31594 N. 2180 East Rd.
Gridley, IL 61744

Glenn R. Kunkel
13874 Lisbon Rd.
Newark, 1L 60541

Naomi K. Kunkel
13874 Lisbon Rd.
Newark, 1L 60541

Gordon Larsen



Earth City, MO 63045

Charles McDonald
2523 Oriskany Dr.
Schererville, IL 46375

Kevin McMath
R #1, Box 409
Clinton, IL 61727

Darrell Miller
RR 1, Box 273
Maroa, IL 61756

Wesley Miller
602 W. South 1st
Herrick, IL 62431

Daniel M. Miller
3489 Plover Dr.
Decatur, IL 62526

Charles McDonald
2523 Oriskany Dr.
Schererville, IL 46375

Kevin McMath
R #1, Box 409
Clinton, IL 61727

Darrell Miller
RR 1, Box 273
Maroa, IL 61756

Wesley Miller
602 W. South 1st
Herrick, 1L 62431

Daniel M. Miller
3489 Plover Dr.
Decatur, IL 62526

RR 2, Box 322
Clinton, IL 61727

Kay Larsen
RR 2, Box 322
Clinton, IL 61727

Ronald W. Lea
RR #1, Box 154
Wapella, IL 61777

Wanda M. Lea
RR #1, Box 154
Wapella, IL 61777

Betty Lofland
R.R. 1, Box 436
Herrick, 1L 62431

Joshua Lofland
R.R. 1, Box 436
Herrick, 1L 62431

Mike Lofland
RR. 1
Bethany, IL 61914

Mabel Lux
21199 Hawthorne Arbor Lane
Downs, IL 61736

Michael Lux
21199 Hawthorne Arbor Lane
Downs, IL 61736

Jewell Manley
R.R. 1, Box 317
Ramsey, IL 62080

Shirley Manley
Rte. 2, Box 127
Ramsey, IL 62080

Page 37 Reply to Staff's Responseto Motion to Dismiss



Patricia Mathewson

PO Box 43 Terry Manley

Oconee, IL 62553 R.R. 2, Box 127
Ramsey, IL 62080

Vernon McCammack

RR #1, Box 22 John Mathewson

Brownstown, IL 62418 PO Box 43

Joseph A. McCormick

3595 Rider Trail South
Earth City, MO 63045
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