Kellie Martinec

From: Heleln Pickett

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 4:16 AM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org

Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

- Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:_

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are teénants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4, Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.
Heleln Pickett

129 FCR 925
Mexia 76667



Kellie Martinec

From: Rod Clifton

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 7:41 AM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org

Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, I think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.,

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.
Rod Clifton

120 5th St.
San Leon 77539



Kellie Martinec

From: Forrest Hawes

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 8:17 AM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org

Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4, Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

Forrest Hawes



Kellie Martinec

From: Beverly Walker _
Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 8:57 AM

To: rulescoordinator; Info@independentleaguetx.org
Subject: Rallroad Commission Rules Related to Common Camier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent

domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced, However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

Beverli Walker

1602 Teepee
Kingsland 78639



Kellie Martinec

From: Mitchell Vanya

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 9:24 AM

To: rulescoordinator; Info@independentleaguetx.org

Subject; Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

Mitchell Vanya



Kellie Martinec

From: cynthia hurayt F
Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 9:46 AM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org
Subject: Rallroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent

domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

cynthia huraﬁ

111 coultress rd
kerrville 78028



Kellie Martinec

From: Marie Smith

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 9:55 AM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org

Subject; Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent

domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4, Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

Marie Smith

104 John Thomas Drive
Georgetown 78628



Kellie Martinec

From: Anderson Max

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 10:47 AM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org

Subject; Rallroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

i appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously

enforce these rules.
Thank you for your consideration.

Anderson Max

Austin 78746



Kellie Martinec

From: Susan Heller

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 11:14 AM

To: rulescoordinator; info@Independentleaguetx.org

Subject: Railroad Commission Ruies Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to-issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously

enforce these rules.
Thank you for your consideration.

Susan Heller

75437



Kellie Martinec

From: clara pascar F
Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2 1:52 AM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org
Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status. b

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

clara pascar



Kellie Martinec

froms & o D
Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 12:18 PM

Ta: rulescoordinator; Info@independentleaguetx.org
Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously

enforce these rules.
Thank you for your consideration.

R. E. Knotts

212A East Mimosa
San Marcos 78666



Kellie Martinec

From: Kelly King m

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 12:44 P

To: rulescoordinator; info@Independentleaguetx.org

Subject: Rallroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent

domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules shouid be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

Kelly King



Kellie Martinec

Fronu Jean Blaylock

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 12:56 PM

To: rulescoordinator; iInfo@independentleaguetx.org

Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously

enforce these rules.
Thank you for your consideration.

Jean Blaylock

211 Cenizo Street
Junction 76849



Kellie Martinec

From: Robert Keith

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 12:57 PM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org

Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened. '

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously

enforce these rules.
Thank you for your consideration.

Robert Keith

4699 CR 302
Navasota 77868-6910



Kellie Martinec

From: George Reichel F
Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 1:05PM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org
Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
selze private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.
George Reichel

5950 kc 320
Junction 76849



Kellie Martinec

From: kathleen o‘connell

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 1:45 PM

To: rulescoordinator; info@Iindependentleaguetx.org

Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules shouid be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the plpeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously

enforce these rules.
Thank you for your consideration.

kathleen o'connell

5 limestone trail
wimberley 78676



Kellie Martinec

From: Mary Beck

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 2:30 PM

To: rulescoordinator; info@Independentieaguetx.org

Subject; Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4, Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require reglonal or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

Mary Beck



Kellie Martinec

From: eunice siegmund

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 2:32 PM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org

Subject; Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrler Permits, Docket #1.0366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreclate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companles to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

eunice sieimund

1506 cr 127
ledbetter 78946



Kellie Martinec

From: Sandra DenBraber

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 2:43 PM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org

Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rulesfor granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sandra DenBrabir |

114 Ray ST
Arlington 76010



" Kellie Martinec

From; sally Slmpson—
Sent; Saturday, August 23, 2014 3:59 PM

To: rulescoordinator; Info@independentleaguetx.org
Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

Salli Simison

326 Crooked Creek
Garland 75043



Kellie Martinec

From: Andrew Sansom

Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2014 4:41 PM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentleaguetx.org

Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4, Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.
Andrew Sansom

722 Yaupon Valley Road
Austin 78746



Kellie Martinec

From: Mary KennedvF
Sent; Saturday, Augu! , 2014 6:49 PM

To: rulescoordinator; info@independentieaguetx.org
Subject; Raflroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status.

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4, Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods,similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

Mai Kennedi

P. O. Box 28
Hazel Green 35750



Kellie Martinec

From: Mary Gibson

Sent; Saturday, August 23, 2014 6:57 PM

To: rulescoordinator; info@Iindependentleaguetx.org

Subject: Railroad Commission Rules Related to Common Carrier Permits, Docket #10366

Dear Commissioners Craddick, Porter and Smitherman

| appreciate the Commission’s attempts to develop rules for granting common carrier status to pipeline companies. Because
common carrier status in turn authorizes companies to greatly affect private property rights through the exercise of eminent
domain, the rules should be explicit, comprehensive and capable of being enforced. However, | think the draft rules do not
go far enough and need to be strengthened.

The draft rules should be clarified to:

1. Establish standards for proof that the applicant is in fact a common carrier, before the right to use eminent domain to
seize private property is granted.

2. Establish standards for revocation of common carrier status. _

3. Provide neighbors notice of application since many of the parties affected by pipeline construction and threatened by
leaks of toxic materials are tenants or neighbors and not landowners over whom the pipeline passes.

4. Require public comments to be considered and responded to prior to issuance of the permit.

5. Require regional or county public hearings and comment periods similar to PUC process.

6. Assure that landowners and other affected parties may request hearings on the pipelines before the State Office of
Administrative Hearings, in order to address their concerns before litigation is required.

7. Assess applicants a fee to assure that staff resources are available to thoroughly review applications and to rigorously
enforce these rules.

Thank you for your consideration.

Mary Gibson



