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Douglas, Tina  (PUC)

From: Van Gerpen, Patty
Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2015 10:18 AM
To: Douglas, Tina  (PUC)
Subject: FW: HP014-001 - No on Keystone XL

Here is an example of the message that we received on KXL from the vast majority, per the list provided earlier. Susan 
Coulter should NOT have not been on the list since her message had an extra line added at the very top concerning 
eminent domain. Thus, her message should be listed separately. So please post this one below as the example of the 2nd 
“HP014‐001” subject line message in KXL, HP14‐001, under Comments and Responses. 
 
‐Patty 
 

From: James A. Rice [sdrices@brookings.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2015 6:47 AM 
To: Hanson, Gary (PUC); Nelson, Chris; Fiegen, Kristie 
Subject: HP014-001 - No on Keystone XL 

To the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission: 
 
I am writing to tell you I strongly oppose the certification of the Keystone XL pipeline permit in South Dakota, 
and I am asking you to vote no. 
 
TransCanada has shown time and time again they are unwilling - or unable - to adequately protect South 
Dakota's land and water. Six years after building Keystone I, they still have land that has not been reclaimed, 
and many landowners did the reclamation themselves because they were fed up with dealing with TransCanada. 
That's not a way for a company to act in our state, particularly when they now want to build Keystone XL over 
hundreds of miles of pristing grassland - exactly the kind of land they have a problem reclaiming. 
 
Additionally, TransCanada has no emergency response plan for Keystone XL. Their permit was granted five 
years ago. There is no excuse to not have an emergency response plan in place. Our land, water, and especially 
our people should be protected. 
 
TransCanada will not be able to meet the conditions of their permit. I am requesting that you deny the permit 
certification, and protect South Dakota's land, water, and people. 
 
--  
Jim Rice 
1617 First Street 
Brookings, SD 57006-2618 


